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Hungarton Neighbourhood Plan 

Consultation Statement 
Introduction 
1.1 This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the 
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012. Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations 
sets out what a Consultation Statement should contain. According to the Regulations, 
a Consultation Statement: 

a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the 
proposed neighbourhood development plan; 

b) explains how they were consulted; 
c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; 
d) describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where 

relevant, addressed in the proposed Neighbourhood Plan. 

This document provides a record of the engagement that took place at the various stages 
of the plan’s evolution. 

The main methods used to publicise the consultation and engagement process are 
documented, along with the main findings from the engagement. 
 

Figure 1 Neighbourhood Area – designated on 21 July 2015. 

Hungarton Neighbourhood Area
Designation

©Crown Copyright. All rights reserved.  Harborough District Council 100023843  2014

Hungarton Neighbourhood Area

Area of Hungarton Parish to be transferred 
to Houghton on the Hill Parish
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Regulations and government guidance: 
 
Stage 1: deciding to make a Neighbourhood Plan 
 
The Parish Council (PC) took the decision to undertake a Neighbourhood Plan at its 
meeting on 11 March 2015.  This was endorsed by a show of hands at the Annual Parish 
Meeting on 13 May. At this meeting local people expressed an interest in being members 
of the Hungarton Neighbourhood Development Plan Committee.  The first meeting of the 
committee took place on 19 May 2015. 
 
Stage 2: defining the neighbourhood 
The Parish Council applied to the local planning authority on 27 May to designate the 
neighbourhood as identified above. The correspondence is attached as Appendix HCS 1. 

A formal engagement period provided members of the public and other key stakeholders 
an opportunity to submit comment on the proposed neighbourhood plan area and proposed 
neighbourhood planning body for Hungarton. The proposed neighbourhood planning body 
was Hungarton Parish Council and the proposed neighbourhood planning area is shown in 
Fig 1 above. 

Harborough District Council checked that the application was appropriate, and undertook 
the appropriate notification process. The designation was made on 21 July 2015. 
 

Stage 2: preparing the plan 
Hungarton Neighbourhood Development Plan (HNDP) Committee was a sub-committee 
of Hungarton Parish Council.  Two parish councillors and seven other residents served 
on the Committee. 

The Committee and Parish Council established terms of reference to follow. The HNDP 
Committee is a sub-committee of the PC and will work to produce a draft plan, ensuring 
that it is: 

• Generally in line with local and national planning policy framework; 

• In line with other legal frameworks; 

• Mindful of the need to contribute to sustainable development; 

• Prepared on the basis of sound governance arrangements. 

The Hungarton Neighbourhood Plan seeks to establish specific and local planning policies 
for the development and use of land in the Parish. The neighbourhood plan establishes a 
vision for the future taking into account the data gathered through community engagement 
and consultation alongside demographic and socio-economic data. 

Following a recruitment process the HNDP Committee appointed YourLocale as consultants 
to help create the plan. 

The HNDP Committee met on: 

19 May 2015 (to appoint officers) 

1 June 2015 (to interview consultants) 

3 June 2015 

6 June 2015 

15 June 2015 

29 July 2015 

14 October 2015 

13 November 2015 
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26 February 2016 

19 April 2016 

31 May 2016 

28 September 2016 

Minutes of the Committee can be found at Appendix 16. 

On 13 November 2015 three theme groups were launched. Local people were engaged 
in order to pull together and prioritise ideas emerging from the first consultation and start 
to work up their plans. Twenty people were involved in the theme groups, undertaking 
valuable research and assessment. 

The housing group met seven times between December 2015 and May 2016. 

The Environment group met four times Between December 2015 and April 2016. 

The Transport, Community Facilities and Economy group met in December 2015 and in 
February 2016. 

 

Communications 
 
Below are listed the main ways that information about the Neighbourhood Plan has 
been communicated to local people and stakeholders. 
 

• Village Noticeboard: invitation to join the HNDP Committee May 2015; notice 
showing the area for designation June 2015; all HNDP Committee agendas 
posted 2 weeks prior to meetings; HNDP Committee minutes were posted. 

• Newsletter articles in Hungarton News which is delivered every month to every 
home in the Parish: July, September, October, November, December 2015; 
March, April, May, June, July, August, September, October & November 2016; 

• Parish Council website: HNDP Committee agendas, minutes, the 
questionnaire and all consultation results were posted on the PC website 
http://www.hungartonparishcouncil.org.uk from January 2016, prior to that they 
were on Hungarton’s Leicestershire Villages website. The Regulation 14 
consultation was posted on the website; 

• Stakeholder letters/email: A letter was sent to all stakeholders in July/August 
2015; local landowners were contacted in August 2015 and January 2016; all 
stakeholders were contacted either by email or letter for the Regulation 14 
consultation July-September 2016; 

• Fliers/questionnaire: fliers advertising the drop-in consultations were posted 
through every door in the parish; every household received a questionnaire; 

• Email: a parish email address list has been built up in order to promote 
consultation opportunities, email reminders were sent before each consultation, 
including Regulation 14; 

• Door to door: we reminded people in the village about the consultations by 
knocking on doors in the village. 

 
Consultations 
 
Five consultations have taken place, each building on the evidence of the last. 
 

• Contacting stakeholders, July/August 2015; 
• A community consultation event took place in the Village Hall 25 & 27 

September 2015; 
• A questionnaire was delivered to every household in March 2016; 
• A community consultation event focusing on the plan policies took place 14 & 15 

May 2016; 
• Regulation 14 consultation took place 20th July 2016 for a period of 7 weeks 

until Wednesday 7th September 2016.   



Page%4%of%9%
%

 
 
Consultation methodology 
 
The consultations aimed: 

• To inform as many people as possible of the existence of the neighbourhood 
planning process 

• To seek the views of people from the community on the proposals being 
developed by the HNDP Committee. 

Activities: 

As well as meetings of the HNDP Committee and the work of the theme groups the 
following activities were undertaken: 

• The intention to produce a Neighbourhood Plan and an invitation to contribute 
toward the process was widely publicised in the Parish newsletter, Hungarton 
News (HCS Appendix 2);  

• Notices were placed on the Parish noticeboard asking people to get involved and 
informing them of progress; 

•  All HNDP Committee meeting agendas and minutes and key documents were 
posted on the PC Website; 

•  The Parish newsletter was used to keep the community up-to-date on progress 
with the NP and offered the chance for people to comment and get involved.  The 
monthly newsletter, Hungarton News, is delivered free to all households in the 
Parish; 

• The Neighbourhood Plan was included as a regular agenda item at Parish Council 
meetings. Minutes of meetings are publicly available on the Parish website; 

• A good working relationship was established with the District Council including 
regular dialogue and meetings; 

• A staffed exhibition about the Neighbourhood Plan was held in September 2015. 
At this event people were asked to give their thoughts and ideas on priority issues 
for the Plan.  The event was extensively publicised.  

• A community questionnaire was undertaken in March 2016; 

• A second staffed exhibition took place in May 2016 at which the community was 
presented with the draft policies.  The plans and policies were available to view in 
large format on presentation boards.  Again the event was extensively publicised; 

• Agencies with a statutory or other significant interest in the Plan were invited to 
submit their comments in writing by email and letter, at appropriate stages of the 
planning process, according to the regulations. 

 
Detailed consultation activities 
 
The Committee’s mandate was to drive the process, consult with the local community, 
gather evidence to support emerging policies and deliver the Plan.  
 
Statutory and other stakeholders 
 
The first task was to contact local stakeholders and announce the commencement of the 
Neighbourhood Plan process. The following stakeholders were contacted at the outset: 
 
Age UK, 
Anglian Water Ltd,  
British Gas Properties,  
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British Telecommunications Plc,  
CPRE Leicestershire, 
The Coal Authority,  
East Leicestershire and Rutland CCG,  
English Heritage,  
Environment Agency, 
Federation of Gypsy Liaison Groups  
Harborough District Council  
Harborough District Disability Access Group.  
Highways Agency, 
Historic England,  
Homes and Communities Agency,  
Interfaith Forum for Leicestershire,  
Leicestershire Centre for Integrated Living, 
Leicestershire County Council, 
Leicestershire County Council transport  
Leicestershire County Council, Policy and Community  
Leicestershire Ethnic Minority Partnership,  
Leicestershire Fire and Rescue,  
Leicestershire Police,  
Market Harborough Chamber of Commerce, 
National Grid,  
Natural England,  
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited, 
NHS, 
Seven Locks Housing,  
Severn Trent Water Ltd,  
Voluntary Action Leicestershire  
Adjoining Parishes: 
Houghton on the Hill 
Thurnby and Bushby 
Scraptoft 
Keyham 
Lowesby & Cold Newton 
Billesdon 
Councillors/MP: 
Alan Duncan MP 
Simon Galton, County Councillor 
Michael Rook, District Councillor 
Local Businesses: 
The Black Boy pub, 
Ingarsby Conservation, 
Aquatic and Reptile Solutions, 
Vicary House B&B, 
Mezzo Consultancy. 
Statutory/Voluntary Organisations: 
St John the Baptist Church, 
Woodland Trust 
Leicestershire and Rutland Wildlife Trust 
Landowners  
Mr & Mrs Allen 
W A Curtis & Sons 
Dixon Partners 
Mr Brian Henton 
Quenby Estate 
Mrs Pam Scott 
Mr Richard Shields 
Squire de Lisle 
 
Their responses are shown in HCS Appendix 3. 
 
The same groups, individuals and organisations have been consulted as part of the 
Regulation 14 consultation arrangements. 
 
First community consultation 
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An open consultation event took place in the Village Hall on 25 & 27 September 2015 
seeking the views of the community on what the Hungarton Neighbourhood Plan should 
focus on.  55 people attended this event over the two days. 
 
Summary of findings from the event 

Comments were made reflecting a wide range of opinions, however, people who attended 
the consultation event demonstrated a consistency in a number of key areas:  
Employment/economy - Respondents recognised Hungarton primarily as a farming and 
residential community. However, opinion was split as to the benefit of additional 
employment opportunities. Views expressed included support for a small business centre 
and further business development (2 people) as long as it isn’t obtrusive, whilst 6 people 
commented on the need for better broadband connectivity to support businesses including 
home-working, as well as residents and students. Conversely, one comment was made that 
industrial units were out of place in Hungarton and 5 people were opposed to further 
employment in the Parish, citing reasons such as the inability of the roads to cope and it not 
being good for a small village.  
Environment – Unsurprisingly there was considerable interest in the environmental 
displays and many comments were made. Strong support was expressed for the paddocks 
within the village with 16 respondents recognising their importance. A further 7 people 
specifically wrote about the importance of retaining open spaces with comments including 
the preservation of the look of the village; providing the character of the village and 
establishing the setting for the built environment. 12 people commented on the importance 
of ridge and furrow whilst 13 comments were made in support of the importance of the 
countryside (including the Spinney and fields) linking this to the retention of agriculture in the 
village. Footpaths were mentioned by 10 people, with reference to their importance to 
connectivity and to the health of the community. Trees and hedges were seen as important 
by some respondents, although one commented on there being too many hedges ‘boxing 
people in’. The value of trees, grass verges and of views (from the Church and Top Road 
being noted) was also recognised as important. Two people commented on the importance 
of dark skies!  
Housing – This section generated the most responses. Some, 8 in total, expressed concern 
over any further housing development in the Parish. Comments included the potential to 
destroy the character of the village; that no new housing is needed and a lack of space. The 
remaining comments accepted and even welcomed new housing development on a limited 
scale. A number (9) expressed the desire for new housing to be in keeping with the 
character of the village, although 5 respondents supported more individual styles. 14 people 
wrote about the need for smaller homes to meet the needs of, for example, older people 
downsizing or young families. Views were mixed on the need for affordable housing, the 
need for cheaper housing being balanced by the cost of transport to get to facilities, whilst 
eco-friendly developments were promoted by 3 people and the need to address car parking 
referenced by 4. One person requested no development in gardens.  
Community Facilities – The Village Hall was referenced by most people as an important 
Village facility, followed by the Pub, play area and tennis court. In terms of facilities lacking, 
people mentioned the need for allotments; finding a use for the Wesleyan Chapel; a car 
park, a bus service and better lighting.  
Traffic and roads – The most significant responses were about car parking, primarily at 
Town End, and the lack of a bus service. 3 respondents drew attention to issues related to 
HGVs passing through the village whilst the need to cut trees and maintain hedges was 
commented on.  
Local Plan – People took the opportunity to express their thoughts on the strength of 
Hungarton (the rural nature) and the desire that any development should respect the 
character of the village. Within this context sustainable development; prioritisation of 
brownfield sites; housing which is not extensive and of a good quality was supported 
alongside the preservation of the natural environment.  
Green Spaces – The map was populated with many green and blue dots. Clusters 
predominantly around three of the paddocks (behind Swedish Houses, at Hope Farm and 
the one behind homes on Barley Leas/Main St and Church Lane). There are also blue dots 
in places where people walk and at the playground/tennis court and Millennium green and 
both blue and green dots on the ridge and furrow opposite the Church.  
 
Community Questionnaire 
 
Building on the first consultation event and the detailed work of the theme groups following 
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this a Questionnaire was assembled by members of the committee and theme groups. The 
Committee and its appointed consultants also gathered statistical information about the 
Parish from a range of sources to provide a body of evidence on which to base the Plan’s 
emerging policies. The Questionnaire was distributed to every household and was also 
made available online in March 2016. 79 people responded to the questionnaire, 
representing 28% of all residents and at least 47% of all households. 
 
Summary of findings from the Questionnaire 
 
Thinking about what’s important about living in Hungarton, 97% of respondents said the 
Environment; 92% said Community, friends, neighbours; 81% said local activities/groups. 
85% scored Environment as very important. 
 
Community Facilities 
Parishioners were asked to rate the importance of each of thirteen community facilities and 
village activities. Each item was viewed as being important. The Village Hall and Pub 
appear equally important at the top, followed by The Church. The Parish magazine was 
rated equally with the Children’s playground, closely followed by Events. Other activities 
such as Sports Club and W.I were rated important among smaller numbers. The new village 
website is the only item rated not at all important by 3 people. Comments made suggest that 
some items listed need to be more widely promoted. 
 
Housing 
The questionnaire asked about the type of homes people currently live in and about their 
future housing need. Responses indicate a potential need for some smaller and some single 
storey accommodation within the Parish in future. 

• 4 respondents currently live in bungalows and an additional 6 would like to in future.   
• 18 live in houses with 5+ bedrooms but only 8 require houses of this size in future. 
• None of the respondents lived in a flat, but one would like to in future.   

 
There is also an indication of a desire by some of those currently renting, to become 
homeowners in the future. 
 
53% of respondents thought that they could adapt their current home to meet future housing 
needs.  26% thought that their home could not be adapted to meet future needs and 21% 
were not sure whether their home could be adapted for any future needs. 
 
The questionnaire asked how many more homes parishioners thought should be built in the 
Parish up to the end of the Neighbourhood Plan period in 2031.   

• 36% of respondents thought there should be 6-9 new homes  
• 34% thought there should be 3-5  
• 16 % thought there should be 2 or less  
• 14% thought there should be 10 or more 

 
The preferred style of housing would be consistent with the conservation area, style and 
materials (75%) and in keeping with neighbouring houses (53%).  However, 21% of 
respondents would be happy with a mixture of traditional and modern styles and 9% support 
modern style and materials. 
 
In the view of respondents to the questionnaire, the type of housing needed in the Parish is: 

• 2-3 bedroom family homes (68%) 
• Housing for young couples (61%) 
• Housing for the elderly/disabled (43%) 

 
25% thought that housing for low income families was needed, but 7 people who had not 
ticked this option commented that they had not selected it because of the lack of public 
transport. 
 
15% thought that there was a requirement for housing for single people and only 8% 
thought there was a need for additional large family homes (4 bedrooms or more). 
 
There was strong support (96%) for encouraging the use of renewable energy solutions as 
part of all housing developments. 
 



Page%8%of%9%
%

87% of respondents said that structural features, (buildings, architectural features) should 
be preserved to maintain the character of the Parish.   
 
Respondents were asked to rank 5 potential sites in the Parish for housing development. 
These sites had been selected because they conform with National and Harborough District 
planning guidance.   
Taking all the responses into account (with weighting out of 5 shown in brackets) the 
preferred options are: 

1. Conversion of the Wesleyan Chapel (3.83) 
2. The Northern part of the former cheese store site (3.23) 
3. The Washpit, Church Lane (2.99) 
4. Willowghyll (2.84) 
5. Land fronting Main Street between Manor House and Town End (2.14) 

 
Environment 
Parishioners were given a list of environmental features which had been identified at earlier 
consultations.  They were asked to rate the importance of these to them on a scale of 1 to 5. 
The majority of people thought all of the environmental features listed were very important. 
Most important were Open Green Spaces within the village with 82% saying these were 
very important and 16% saying they were important. Least important were views on 
approaching the village but still seen as being very important for 66%. 
 
96% of those responding in this survey use local footpaths.  39% said they used 
footpaths/bridleways on a daily basis.  Only 4% never use them. More than three quarters of 
respondents use the footpaths at least once a month. 
 
Many years ago there were allotments in the Parish.  In recent years the need for allotments 
has been raised with the Parish Council. This questionnaire sought to establish how many 
people would be interested in taking an allotment if provided. 5 respondents said that they 
would definitely take on an allotment if available.  A further 14 said that they would probably 
be interested in taking on an allotment. One landowner suggested that they might be able to 
offer land for this. 
 
A frequent discussion point during Hungarton’s Neighbourhood Planning process so far has 
been the issue of global warming and our contribution to the solution through carbon 
reduction. This is set against the potentially conflicting wish of some parishioners to 
minimise the number of solar panels and wind turbines within the Parish.  Parishioners were 
asked for their opinions about renewable energy in the Parish. 75% would be happy to see 
an increase in the Parish, but 25% do not want to see any more renewables in the Parish. 
 
Parishioners were asked whether they wanted to protect open green spaces within the 
village of Hungarton. These areas had been identified at earlier consultations and by site 
assessment against National and District criteria.  All of the spaces illustrated in the map 
were considered worth protecting by the majority of residents (ranging from 78% - 93%) 
responding to the questionnaire. The other area that several people commenting thought 
should be protected was Hungarton Spinney. 
 
Transport 
Parishioners were asked about 6 transport issues which had been identified during earlier 
discussions. They were asked to say how concerned they are on a scale of 1 to 5 with 5 
being the most concerned. 80% are concerned about HGV’s and vehicle speed and the 
condition of roads. The lack of community transport is of concern to 54% but junctions and 
parked vehicles are of less concern. The lack of community transport does not appear to be 
a major concern among the parishioners who responded in this survey. 
 
A third of those taking part in this survey would be interested in taking part in a car or lift 
sharing scheme. 60% would be willing to take passengers for medical appointments, 48% 
for shopping but far fewer are willing to take passengers to work - this may be because 
many of the respondents are retired, or work from home. 
 
Economy 
63% say they would not like to see business development in the parish while 37% would. 
The comments reflect concerns about noisy, industrial businesses affecting the rural 
location and potential to cause traffic or transport issues.  
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Some say that smaller, rural-suitable businesses or those that would enhance village life, 
such a shop, would be more acceptable.   
 
13% of those responding in this survey are employed by a local business and 12% currently 
run a business in the Parish. In the main these are professional services businesses with 1 
or 2 employees.  
 
Superfast broadband is what these businesses say they need most in the Parish, and there 
is some interest in a meeting place to allow businesses to network together within the 
Parish. 
 
The Questionnaire itself is included as HCS Appendix 4, HCS Appendix 5 provides a full 
analysis of the results. 
 
Second community consultation 
 
The draft policies for the Neighbourhood Plan were developed from this evidence by the 
Committee and the consultants, led by the theme group chairs.  
 
In May 2016 a second Open Consultation event was held for two days in the Village Hall. 
This event was focused on the emerging Plan policies, for which there was majority support 
in every case.  69 people attended this event. 
 
The analysis of the results of this event can be found at HCS Appendix 6. 
 
Regulation 14 consultation 
 
This consultation took place over the summer of 2016 (20 July – 7 September) .  The 
resulting comments were tabulated and the committee met to consider its responses and 
make amendments to the draft plan in September.  These are detailed in HCS Appendix 7. 
 
Conclusion 

 
Comments from HDC Planning Officers in relation to late versions of the draft 
Neighbourhood Plan have helped to shape the pre-submission version.  
 
The draft Neighbourhood Plan is now ready to be submitted to Harborough District Council, 
who will publicise it for a further six weeks and then forward it, with accompanying 
documents and all representations made during the publicity period, to an Independent 
Examiner who will review it and check that it meets the ‘Basic Conditions’. If the Plan 
successfully passes this stage, with any modifications, it will be put forward for referendum.  
 
The referendum question will be a straight “yes” or “no” on the entire Plan, as set out by 
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations. People will not be able to vote for or against 
individual policies. If 50% or more of those voting vote for the Plan, it will be brought into 
force (‘Made’) and become part of District-wide planning policy.  

This Consultation Statement and the supporting Appendices are provided to 
comply with Section 15(2) of part 5 of the 2012 Neighbourhood Planning 
Regulations. 

CP 12/06/16 
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!

Penny!Faulkner,!Chairman!
Wisteria!House,!Hungarton,!Leicestershire!LE7!9JH!
!

!

Steve!Pointer!
Head!of!Planning!Policy!
Harborough!District!Council!
Adam!&!Eve!Street!
Market!Harborough!
Leicestershire!
LE16!7AG!
!
26!May!2015!
!
Dear!Mr!Pointer,!
!
Re:$Neighbourhood$Development$Plan$for$Hungarton$Parish$–$application$for$designation$as$
Neighbourhood$Area$

I!am!writing!to!inform!you!that!Hungarton!Parish!Council!has!taken!the!decision!to!develop!a!
Neighbourhood!Development!Plan!and!we!are!therefore!applying!for!the!Parish!to!be!designated!as!
a!‘Neighbourhood!Area’!in!accordance!with!Part!2!of!the!Neighbourhood!Planning!(General)!
Regulations!2012.!

We!can!confirm!that!Hungarton!Parish!Council!is!a!relevant!body!for!the!purposes!of!Section!61G!of!
the!1990!Town!and!Country!Planning!Act!which!specifically!includes!Parish!Councils.!

The!area!to!be!covered!by!the!Neighbourhood!Development!Plan!is!the!whole!of!the!Parish!of!
Hungarton!with!the!exception!of!the!area,!marked!on!the!plan,!to!the!south!west!of!our!Parish!which!
we!have!agreed!will!be!part!of!the!Houghton!on!the!Hill!Neighbourhood!Development!Plan,!subject!
to!a!subsequent!change!to!the!Parish!Boundaries!to!reflect!the!boundaries!of!the!respective!
Neighbourhood!Development!Plans.!!A!map!confirming!the!area!to!be!designated!is!attached.!!

It!is!considered!that!this!area!is!appropriate!to!be!designated!as!a!neighbourhood!area!as!it!is!self[
contained,!has!meaningful!boundaries,!reflects!the!existing!local!sense!of!community!and!is!
generally!meaningful!and!coherent!for!policy!making!purposes.!

Please!do!not!hesitate!to!contact!me!if!you!require!further!information.!

Yours!sincerely!

!

Penny Faulkner 
!
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Penny%
%%
I%am%pleased%to%inform%you%that%Hungarton%Neighbourhood%Area%
has%been%designated%as%of%21/7/15.%
%%
The%consultation%period%as%per%part%2%Regulation%6%of%the%
Neighbourhood%Planning%(General)%Regulations%2012%on%the%
submission%of%Hungarton%Neighbourhood%Area%finished%on%17th%
July%2015.%The%Neighbourhood%Area%was%advertised%on%the%District%
Council%website%and%the%Parish%Council%notice%board.%
%%
The%scheme%of%delegation%allows%officers%and%Portfolio%Holder%to%
assess%and%approve%/%reject%neighbourhood%area%applications%
(section%61G%of%the%1990%Act[i]).%
%%
If%no%issues%/%objections%are%raised%during%consultation%and%officers%
have%no%significant%concerns,%then%the%neighbourhood%area%can%be%
designated%by%the%Portfolio%Holder.%
%%
Planning%Practice%Guidance%states%that%the%following%could%be%
considerations%when%deciding%the%boundaries%of%a%neighbourhood%
area:%
R%%%%%%%%%village%or%settlement%boundaries,%which%could%reflect%areas%
of%planned%expansion%
R%%%%%%%%%the%catchment%area%for%walking%to%local%services%such%as%
shops,%primary%schools,%doctors’%surgery,%parks%or%other%facilities%
R%%%%%%%%%the%area%where%formal%or%informal%networks%of%community%
based%groups%operate%–%consideration%made%to%the%existing%
community%within%village%and%parish%
R%%%%%%%%%the%physical%appearance%or%characteristics%of%the%
neighbourhood,%for%example%buildings%may%be%of%a%consistent%
scale%or%style%W%
R%%%%%%%%%whether%the%area%forms%all%or%part%of%a%coherent%estate%
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either%for%businesses%or%residents%
R%%%%%%%%%whether%the%area%is%wholly%or%predominantly%a%business%area%
R%%%%%%%%%whether%infrastructure%or%physical%features%define%a%natural%
boundary,%for%example%a%major%road%or%railway%line%or%waterway%
R%%%%%%%%%the%natural%setting%or%features%in%an%area%
R%%%%%%%%%size%of%the%population%(living%and%working)%in%the%area%
%%
I%can%confirm%that%no%issues%or%objections%have%been%received%by%
me%during%the%consultation%period,%and%officers%recommended%to%
the%Portfolio%Holder%that%the%Neighbourhood%Area,%as%submitted,%
is%designated%because%the%boundary%chosen%is%logical%for%plan%
making%purposes%and%fits%the%local%sense%of%community.%
%%
Confirmation%has%been%received%from%the%Portfolio%Holder%for%
approval%of%the%designation%
%%
The%HDC%%website%will%shortly%%publicise%the%decision%on%the%
neighbourhood%area%application%(Regulation%7)%and%Ward%Cllr%will%
be%%notified%of%the%decision.%
%%
I%have%attached%a%plan%of%the%designated%are%for%you%convenience.%
%%
Regards%
%%
Matthew%
%%
%%
%%
%%
Matthew%Bills%
%%
Neighbourhood%and%Green%Spaces%Officer%and%Neighbourhood%
Planning%Champion%
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%%

Strategic%Planning%Consultation%Portal%can%be%found%here%

%%

Where%can%Neighbourhood%Plan%Groups%apply%for%funding?%
%%

%%Harborough%District%Council%

%%The%Symington%Building%

%%Adam%and%Eve%Street%

%%Market%Harborough%

!%Harborough%District%Council%Homepage%

!%Planning%strategy%|%Harborough%District%Council%

%%

"%Mobile%07703211863%

%%

Follow%me%and%Harborough%District%Neighbourhood%Planning%on%

Twitter%

%@MatthewBillsHDC%
%%

Lots%more%on%Neighbourhood%Planning%at:%

Planning%Aid%Website%

www.ourneighbourhoodplanning.org.uk%

DCLG%Neighbourhood%Planning%

Notes%on%Neighbourhood%Planning%from%DCLG%

%%

Where%can%you%find%Planning%Guidance?%

%%

%%

%%

Harborough District Council  www.harborough.gov.uk 
The Symington Building  E mail: customer.services@harborough.gov.uk 
Adam and Eve Street  Contact Centre: 01858 82 82 82 
Market Harborough  Text Messages: 07797 87 82 82 
Leicestershire  DX 27317 Market Harborough 
LE16 7AG  Follow Us On Twitter @HarboroughDC 
Map of Council Offices    
Harborough DC Compliments, Comments and Complaints 



HCS Appendix 2 
Hungarton Neighbourhood Development Plan 
 
 
Hungarton Parish Council took the decision to embark on 
a Neighbourhood Development Plan at their March 
meeting.  This was endorsed at the Annual Parish Meeting 
in May.   
 
A sub group of the Parish Council has been formed to 
take the work forward. Members are: 
 
James Patterson: chair 
Mike Preston: parish council 
Alistair Clemence: parish council 
Sue Scutt 
Marie Lloyd 
Martyn Gower 
John McLauchlan 
Laurie Faulkner 
Caroline Pick: secretary 
 
There will be opportunities to get involved including 
consultation events, questionnaires and finally a 
referendum.  If you would like to be actively involved in the 
process please get in touch with Caroline Pick 
carolinepick2@gmail.com or 2595669. 
 
 



1"|"P
a
g
e
"

% Appendix"3"
1%

Hungarton"Stakeholder"list"–"July"2015"
2%

Stakeholder"
D
ate"sent"

Response?"
Statutory"Stakeholders"plus:%

B
ritish G

as P
roperties, A

viary C
ourt, W

ade R
oad, 

B
asingstoke 

H
am

pshire, R
G

24 8G
Z 

31/07/15 
 

N
H

S 
Joe.M

cC
rea@

EastLeicestershireandR
utlandccg.nhs

.uk 
E

ast Leicestershire and R
utland C

linical C
om

m
issioning 

G
roup%U

nit 2 - 3 (G
round floor)B

ridge B
usiness P

ark%
674 M

elton R
oad%Thurm

aston%Leicester%LE
4 8B

L%

31/07/15 
H

aving review
ed your correspondence, I confirm

 I have forw
arded it to our 

Interim
 H

ead of C
om

m
unications, M

r Jo M
cC

rea today to review
 and 

respond directly to you in due course. 

B
ritish Telecom

m
unications P

lc, C
ustom

er W
ideband 

P
lanning G

roup 
P

ost P
oint B

S
TE

 0301, B
ath S

treet, N
ottingham

  N
G

1 
1B

Z 

31/07/15 
 

D
eb R

oberts, P
lanning Liaison O

fficer, The C
oal 

A
uthority, 200 Lichfield Lane, M

ansfield, 
N

ottingham
shire, N

G
18 4R

G
 

thecoalauthority@
coal.gov.uk  

31/07/15 
For non-coalfield LP

A
s there is no obligation for them

 or any relevant 
N

eighbourhood Forum
s or Tow

n and P
arish C

ouncil to consult us on any 
stage of the production of their N

eighbourhood D
evelopm

ent P
lan as the 

C
oal A

uthority's interests are only w
ithin the defined U

K
 coalfield.  

A
nn P

lackett, English H
eritage, E

ast M
idlands R

egion, 
44 D

erngate 
N

ortham
pton, N

N
1 1U

H
 

31/07/15 
  

 

C
live Fletcher, H

istoric England East M
idlands, 2nd 

floor W
indsor H

ouse C
liftonville N

ortham
pton N

N
1 5B

E
 

Tel: 01604 735460 
C

live.fletcher@
english-heritage.org.uk 

31/07/15 
S

trategy should safeguard those elem
ents that contribute to the 

significance of heritage assets.  P
lanning and conservation team

 at H
D

C
 

best source of help.  R
ecom

m
end speak to archaeology at LC

C
 w

ho look 
after the H

istoric E
nvironm

ent R
ecord: can provide details of designated 

heritage assets, locally im
portant buildings, archaeological rem

ains and 
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landscapes.  U
seful docs at: 

http:////w
ebarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140328084622/   

http:/cdn.environm
ent-agency.gov.uk/lit_6524_7da381.pdf                

w
w

w
.helm

.org.uk/place-and-placem
aking/com

m
unities/neighbourhood-

planning/   
H

om
es and C

om
m

unities A
gency, 5 S

t P
hilip’s P

lace, 
C

olm
ore R

ow
 

B
irm

ingham
 , B

3 2P
W

 

02/08/15 
 

M
s A

oife O
'Tool, H

ighw
ays A

gency, Level 9, The C
ube

 
 

199 W
harfside S

treet, B
irm

ingham
 B

1 1R
N

 

02/08/15 
H

ighw
ays E

ngland w
elcom

es the opportunity to com
m

ent on the initial stages in 
the preparation of the H

ungarton N
eighbourhood P

lan. It notes that the P
arish 

C
ouncil is inviting com

m
ents from

 stakeholders in relation to the decision to 
undertake a N

eighbourhood P
lan, including the proposed P

lan area. It is the role 
of H

ighw
ays E

ngland to m
aintain the safe and efficient operation of the strategic 

road netw
ork and to act as a delivery partner to national econom

ic grow
th. In 

relation to the H
ungarton N

eighbourhood P
lan, H

ighw
ays E

ngland’s principal 
interest is safeguarding the operation of the A

46, w
hich is som

e 8 m
iles from

 the 
proposed P

lan area. H
ighw

ays E
ngland w

ould not anticipate any significant 
im

pact on the operation of the A
46 from

 m
odest levels of developm

ent in the 
H

ungarton area and has no other com
m

ents to provide at this stage.%
FA

O
 M

r D
 H

oldstock, N
ational G

rid, A
M

E
C

 
E

nvironm
ent &

 Infrastructure U
K

 Lim
ited, G

ables 
H

ouse, K
enilw

orth R
oad, Leam

ington S
pa, 

W
arw

ickshire, C
V

32 6JX
 

02/08/15 
 

M
iss C

 Jackson, C
onsultation S

ervice, N
atural 

England, H
ornbeam

 H
ouse, E

lectra W
ay, C

rew
e, 

C
heshire, C

W
1 6G

J 

02/08/15 
N

atural E
ngland is a statutory consultee in neighbourhood planning. W

e 
m

ust be consulted on draft N
eighbourhood D

evelopm
ent P

lans w
here the 

Tow
n/P

arish C
ouncil or N

eighbourhood Forum
 considers our interests 

w
ould be affected by the proposals. W

e m
ust be consulted on draft 

N
eighbourhood D

evelopm
ent O

rders and C
om

m
unity R

ight to B
uild O

rders 
w

here proposals are likely to affect a S
ite of S

pecial S
cientific Interest or 20 

hectares or m
ore of B

est and M
ost V

ersatile agricultural land. W
e m

ust 
also be consulted on S

trategic E
nvironm

ental A
ssessm

ents, H
abitats 

R
egulations A

ssessm
ent screening and E

nvironm
ental Im

pact 
A

ssessm
ents, w

here these are required. Y
our local planning authority w

ill 
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be able to advise you further on environm
ental requirem

ents. The follow
ing 

is offered as general advice w
hich m

ay be of use in the preparation of your 
plan.  

N
atural E

ngland, together w
ith the E

nvironm
ent A

gency, E
nglish H

eritage 
and Forestry C

om
m

ission has published joint advice on neighbourhood 
planning w

hich sets out sources of environm
ental inform

ation and ideas on 
incorporating the environm

ent into plans and developm
ent proposals. This 

is available at: https://w
w

w
.gov.uk/consulting-on-neighbourhood-plans-and-

developm
ent-orders Local environm

ental record centres hold a range of 
inform

ation on the natural environm
ent. A

 list of local records centre is 
available at: http://w

w
w

.nbn-nfbr.org.uk/nfbr.php N
ational C

haracter A
reas 

(N
C

A
s) divide E

ngland into 159 distinct natural areas. E
ach is defined by a 

unique com
bination of landscape, biodiversity, geodiversity and cultural 

and econom
ic activity. Their boundaries follow

 natural lines in the 
landscape rather than adm

inistrative boundaries, m
aking them

 a good 
decision m

aking fram
ew

ork for the natural environm
ent. 

http://w
w

w
.naturalengland.org.uk/publications/nca/default.aspx  

P
rotected species Y

ou should consider w
hether your plan or proposal has 

any im
pacts on protected species. To help you do this, N

atural E
ngland 

has produced standing advice to help understand the im
pact of particular 

developm
ents on protected or B

iodiversity A
ction P

lan species should they 
be identified as an issue. The standing advice also sets out w

hen, follow
ing 

receipt of survey inform
ation, you should undertake further consultation 

w
ith N

atural E
ngland. N

atural E
ngland S

tanding A
dvice  

Local W
ildlife S

ites Y
ou should consider w

hether your plan or proposal has 
any im

pacts on local w
ildlife sites, eg S

ite of N
ature C

onservation 
Im

portance (S
N

C
I) or Local N

ature R
eserve (LN

R
) or w

hether 
opportunities exist for enhancing such sites. If it appears there could be 
negative im

pacts then you should ensure you have sufficient inform
ation to 

fully understand the nature of the im
pacts of the proposal on the local 
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w
ildlife site.  

B
est M

ost V
ersatile A

gricultural Land S
oil is a finite resource that fulfils 

m
any im

portant functions and services (ecosystem
 services) for society, for 

exam
ple as a grow

ing m
edium

 for food, tim
ber and other crops, as a store 

for carbon and w
ater, as a reservoir of biodiversity and as a buffer against 

pollution. It is therefore im
portant that the soil resources are protected and 

used sustainably. P
aragraph 112 of the N

ational P
lanning P

olicy 
Fram

ew
ork states that:  

‘Local planning authorities should take into account the econom
ic and other 

benefits of the best and m
ost versatile agricultural land. W

here significant 
developm

ent of agricultural land is dem
onstrated to be necessary, local 

planning authorities should seek to use areas of poorer quality land in 
preference to that of a higher quality’.  

G
eneral m

apped inform
ation on soil types is available as ‘S

oilscapes’ on 
the w

w
w

.m
agic.gov.uk and also from

 the LandIS
 w

ebsite; 
http://w

w
w

.landis.org.uk/index.cfm
 w

hich contains m
ore inform

ation about 
obtaining soil data.  

O
pportunities for enhancing the natural environm

ent N
eighbourhood plans 

and proposals m
ay provide opportunities to enhance the character and 

local distinctiveness of the surrounding natural and built environm
ent, use 

natural resources m
ore sustainably and bring benefits for the local 

com
m

unity, for exam
ple through green space provision and access to and 

contact w
ith nature.  

O
pportunities to incorporate features into new

 build or retro fitted buildings 
w

hich are beneficial to w
ildlife, such as the incorporation of roosting 

opportunities for bats or the installation of bird nest boxes should also be 
considered as part of any new

 developm
ent proposal.  
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S
hould the proposal be am

ended in a w
ay w

hich significantly affects its 
im

pact on the natural environm
ent then, in accordance w

ith S
ection 4 of 

the N
atural E

nvironm
ent and R

ural C
om

m
unities A

ct 2006, N
atural 

E
ngland should be consulted again at 

consultations@
naturalengland.org.uk  

N
etw

ork R
ail Infrastructure Lim

ited, K
ings P

lace, 90 
Y

ork W
ay 

London, N
1 9A

G
 

02/08/15 
 

M
r P

eter D
avies, S

evern Trent W
ater Ltd, H

ucknall 
R

oad 
N

ottingham
, N

G
5 1FH

 
D

aw
n.W

illiam
s@

severntrent.co.uk 

02/08/15 
Thank you for giving S

evern Trent W
ater the opportunity to com

m
ent on the 

above consultation plan. W
e currently have no specific com

m
ents to m

ake, but 
please keep us inform

ed w
hen your plans are further developed w

hen w
e w

ill be 
able to offer m

ore detailed com
m

ents and advice. 
In the m

ean tim
e I hope the follow

ing inform
ation w

ill be of som
e use to you. 

A
s a w

ater com
pany w

e have an obligation to provide w
ater supplies and sew

age 
treatm

ent capacity for future developm
ent. It is therefore im

portant for us to w
ork 

collaboratively w
ith Local P

lanning A
uthorities to provide relevant assessm

ents of 
the im

pacts of future developm
ents.  For outline proposals w

e are able to provide 
general com

m
ents. O

nce detailed developm
ents and geographically site specific 

location are decided by local councils w
e are able to provide m

ore specific 
com

m
ents and m

odelling of the netw
ork if required. For m

ost developm
ents w

e do 
not foresee any particular issues; how

ever w
here w

e consider there m
ay be an 

issue w
e w

ould discuss in further detail w
ith the local planning authority. W

e w
ill 

com
plete any necessary im

provem
ents to provide additional capacity once w

e 
have sufficient confidence that a developm

ent w
ill go ahead. W

e do this to avoid 
m

aking investm
ents on speculative developm

ents so as to m
inim

ise custom
er 

bills. 
S

tuart P
atience, P

lanning Liaison O
fficer, A

nglian 
W

ater Ltd, P
lanning &

 E
quivalence Team

, Thorpe 
W

ood H
ouse, Thorpe W

ood, P
eterborough, P

E
3 6W

T  
spatience@

anglianw
ater.co.uk     

03/08/15 
It 

w
ould 

appear 
that 

H
ungarton 

P
arish 

is 
located 

outside 
of 

our 
area 

of 
responsibility. Therefore w

e have no com
m

ents relating to the scope of the 
N

eighbourhood P
lan. 

Leicestershire P
olice, Force H

eadquarters, S
t Johns, 

E
nderby, Leicester,  

LE
19 2B

X
 

03/08/15 
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escue, 12 G

eoff M
onk W

ay, 
B

irstall, Leicester LE
4 3B

U
 

03/08/15 
 

N
ik G

reen, C
om

m
unities and P

laces O
fficer, 

Leicestershire C
ounty C

ouncil, 
N

ik.G
reen@

leics.gov.uk  

03/08/15 
P
le

a
s
e
 a

c
c
e
p
t
 o

u
r
 a

p
o
lo

g
ie

s
 f

o
r
 t

h
e
 d

e
la

y
 in

 r
e
s
p
o
n
s
e
 t

o
 y

o
u
r
 c

o
r
r
e
s
p
o
n
d
e
n
c
e
 

w
h
ic

h
 w

a
s
 r

e
c
e
iv

e
d
 in

 A
u
g
u
s
t
 2

0
1
5
.
  U

n
f
o
r
t
u
n
a
t
e
ly

 d
u
e
 t

o
 m

e
 b

e
in

g
 o

f
f
 o

n
 lo

n
g
 

t
e
r
m

 s
ic

k
 t

h
is

 w
a
s
 o

v
e
r
lo

o
k
e
d
. I h

a
v
e
 n

o
t
if

ie
d
 a

ll d
e
p
a
r
t
m

e
n
t
s
 w

it
h
in

 t
h
e
 C

o
u
n
t
y
 

C
o
u
n
c
il.

  A
s
 d

e
t
a
ile

d
 in

 t
h
e
 a

t
t
a
c
h
e
d
, a

t
 p

r
e
s
e
n
t
, t

h
e
y
 h

a
v
e
 n

o
 c

o
m

m
e
n
t
s
 t

o
 

m
a
k
e
 a

t
 t

h
is

 s
t
a
g
e
.
  W

e
 w

o
u
ld

 lik
e
 t

o
 e

x
p
r
e
s
s
 o

u
r
 s

u
p
p
o
r
t
 f

o
r
 y

o
u
r
 e

n
d
e
a
v
o
u
r
 

a
n
d
 w

o
u
ld

 lik
e
 t

o
 b

e
 c

o
n
s
u
lt

e
d
 o

n
 t

h
e
 p

la
n
 in

 t
h
e
 f

u
t
u
r
e
 a

s
 a

llo
c
a
t
io

n
s
, p

o
lic

ie
s
 

a
n
d
 p

r
o
p
o
s
a
ls

 a
r
e
 d

r
a
w

n
 u

p
.
 

M
R

 G
EO

FF PLA
TTS 

Planning Specialist Sustainable Places 
D

irect dial 0115 8463622 
D

irect e-m
ail geoff.platts@

environm
ent-agency.gov.uk 

(M
ark C

andlin, E
nvironm

ent A
gency, Low

er Trent A
rea, 

Trentside O
ffices, S

carrington R
oad, W

est B
ridgeford, 

N
ottingham

, N
G

2 5FA m
ark.candlin@

environm
ent-

agency.gov.uk ) 

03/08/15 
I am

 the P
lanning S

pecialist for Leicestershire and as such am
 the m

ost 
appropriate contact (see below

) for future correspondence on the plan. 
W

e are the m
ain A

gency providing advice on im
proving resilience and 

adaptation to the effects of clim
ate change, w

ith particular regard on flood risk, 
w

ater resources, w
ater quality (Including groundw

ater) and aquatic 
biodiversity. W

e strive to m
ake a positive contribution through our S

tatutory 
C

onsultee role and w
e hope to w

ork w
ith you as the plan form

alises. 
I have checked the N

eighbourhood A
rea as designated by H

arborough D
istrict 

C
ouncil against the environm

ental constraints that are applicable w
ithin the 

rem
it of our organization. There are som

e areas of floodplain w
hich lie w

ithin 
the designated area but because of the topography of the landscape the 
floodplains are quite contained in relation to the w

atercourse channel. B
elow

 
are som

e general com
m

ents on flood risk , surface w
ater disposal and foul 

drainage. 
Flood R

isk 
Firstly, w

e w
ould like to bring to your attention that the E

nvironm
ent A

gency's 
Flood Zone M

ap outlines are based on a generalised river m
odelling and 

m
apping m

ethod carried out nationally, to provide only an indication of flood 
risk at a large scale. Flood R

isk A
ssessm

ents give applicants the opportunity 
to query and provide an em

pirical basis at w
hich to provide a rationale as to 

w
hy our best available data is either m

isaligned or not entirely accurate.  
Flood Zones outlines are not definitive and do not include all m

inor 
w

atercourse flood plain and  therefore should not be assum
ed to be correct 

w
here a m

inor w
atercourse is show

n w
ith no flood zones outlines, either w

ithin 
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or adjacent to a site. 
The m

anagem
ent of risk on ordinary w

atercourses is prim
arily a m

atter for the 
Lead Local Flood A

uthority – Leicestershire C
ounty C

ouncil. W
e recom

m
end 

that you liaise w
ith them

 to ensure that their local know
ledge is taken into 

account.   
For all sites that have a red line boundary w

hich includes area of flood 
risk either flood zone 2 or flood zone 3  then the Sequential Test in 
accordance w

ith Para 100 &
 101 of N

PPF w
ill need to be carried out by 

the applicant and approved by H
arborough D

istrict C
ouncil. 

Surface w
ater run-off 

S
urface w

ater run-off should be controlled as near to its source as possible 
through a sustainable drainage approach to surface w

ater m
anagem

ent 
(S

U
D

S
). This approach involves using a range of techniques including 

soakaw
ays, infiltration trenches, perm

eable pavem
ents, grassed sw

ales, 
ponds and w

etlands to reduce flood risk by attenuating the rate and quantity of 
surface w

ater run-off from
 a site.  

This approach can also offer other benefits in term
s of prom

oting groundw
ater 

recharge, w
ater quality im

provem
ent and am

enity enhancem
ents. A

pproved 
D

ocum
ent P

art H
 of the B

uilding R
egulations 2000 sets out a hierarchy for 

surface w
ater disposal w

hich encourages a S
U

D
S

 approach.   
Further inform

ation on S
U

D
S

 can be found in N
ational P

lanning P
ractice 

G
uide, in the C

IR
IA

 C
522 docum

ent S
ustainable U

rban D
rainage S

ystem
s-

design m
anual for E

ngland and W
ales and the Interim

 C
ode of P

ractice for 
S

ustainable D
rainage S

ystem
s. The Interim

 C
ode of P

ractice provides advice 
on design, adoption and m

aintenance issues and a full overview
 of other 

technical guidance on S
U

D
S

. The Interim
 C

ode of P
ractice is available on both 

the E
nvironm

ent A
gency's w

eb site at: w
w

w
.environm

ent-agency.gov.uk and 
C

IR
IA

's w
eb site at w

w
w

.ciria.org.uk 
The responsibility for com

m
enting on surface w

ater drainage m
atters for sites 

in excess of 1 ha, has since A
pril 15

th  2015 been the responsibility of the Lead 
Local Flood A

uthority – Leicestershire C
ounty C

ouncil. 
D

isposal of Foul D
rainage 
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B
ecause of the nature of developm

ent in sm
all rural villages it is essential that 

S
evern Trent W

ater is contacted to confirm
 that the w

aste w
ater sew

erage 
netw

ork and the w
aste w

ater treatm
ent w

orks have the capacity to take the 
additional load from

 new
 developm

ents w
ithout causing S

ew
er overflow

s to 
operate and cause pollution. 
 

C
P

R
E

 info@
cpreleicestershire.org.uk  

03/08/15 
• 

Preserve and enhance valued green spaces w
ithin settlem

ents 

• 
Preserve and enhance green spaces B

ETW
EEN

 settlem
ents to safeguard 

against coalescence 

• 
Identify other valuable green spaces using the Landscape C

haracter 
A

ssessm
ent protocol 

• 
R

eview
 and em

brace V
illage D

esign Statem
ents to ensure that they have 

statutory status w
ithin the N

eighbourhood Plan 

• 
Ensure appropriate housing to m

eet identified local needs including affordable 
hom

es, bungalow
s and housing for the elderly as w

ell as for younger m
em

bers 
of the com

m
unity 

• 
Identify preferred locations for housing, com

m
ercial, industrial &

 leisure 
developm

ents, using brow
nfield sites, as appropriate, first 

• 
Identify shortcom

ings w
ith infrastructure and com

m
unity facilities and require 

that these are addressed as a condition of any developm
ent proposals 

• 
R

egulate and m
anage traffic issues arising from

 new
 developm

ents w
ithin 

settlem
ents and from

 developm
ents w

ithin neighbouring settlem
ents 

• 
Identify how

 policies (and projects) can conserve and enhance the natural 
environm

ent and prom
ote biodiversity alongside m

eeting developm
ent needs. 

 
V

oluntary A
ction Leicestershire adm

in@
vasl.org.uk  

03/08/15 
Thank you for your em

ail. W
e have no com

m
ents at the m

om
ent but 
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A

S
L: The S

ettling R
oom

s, S
t M

ary’s P
lace 

M
arket H

arborough, Leicestershire LE
16 7D

R
 

 Telephone: 01858 433232 
E

m
ail: jpatem

an2@
vasl.org.uk 

W
ebsite: w

w
w

.vasl.org.uk 
 

appreciate being kept inform
ed. 

Jo P
atem

an 
C

ontracts and O
ffice C

oordinator 
% % 

Leicestershire Ethnic M
inority Partnership 

P
rakash@

lem
p-leics.org.uk  

03/08/15 
 

Federation of G
ypsy Liaison G

roups 
info@

gypsytravellerfederation.org  
03/08/15 

 

Interfaith Forum
 for Leicestershire 

equality@
leics.gov.uk  

Julian H
arrison  P

olicy and P
artnerships M

anager 
(C

om
m

unity C
ohesion/E

qualities and D
iversity)  C

hief 
E

xecutive's D
epartm

ent  Leicestershire C
ounty C

ouncil 
 R

oom
 300b  C

ounty H
all  G

lenfield  LE
IC

E
S

TE
R

  LE
3 

8R
A

  Tel:         0116 305 7018  E
m

ail:     
julian.harrison@

leics.gov.uk 

03/08/15 
The Inter Faith Forum

 for Leicestershire is not a decision-m
aking body as 

such. R
ather, it is sim

ply a forum
 for discussing relevant issues and 

them
es, open to anybody to attend and contribute. A

ccordingly, the Forum
 

itself w
ouldn’t be in a position to m

ake a contribution to your 
N

eighbourhood P
lan. W

hat I could do, how
ever, is circulate your 

inform
ation to all people on our Forum

 contact lists and ask them
 to contact 

you if they w
ish to participate in the m

anner you’re seeking? W
ould you like 

m
e to do that? 

M
arket H

arborough C
ham

ber of C
om

m
erce, B

arking 
H

ouse, Farndon R
d, M

arket H
arborough, LE

16 9N
P

 
03/08/15 

 

Leicestershire C
entre for Integrated Living. 5-9 

U
pper B

row
n S

treet, Leics, LE
1 5TE

 
03/08/15 

 

R
oy H

olland. A
ge U

K
 Leicestershire and R

utland 
roy.holland@

ageukleics.org.uk  
03/08/15 

 

H
arborough D

istrict D
isability A

ccess G
roup. N

ick 
W

illiam
s. hddag@

hotm
ail.co.uk   

03/08/15 
 

S
arah S

herw
in, N

eighbourhoods Team
 Leader, Seven 

Locks H
ousing, 1a A

nson H
ouse, 8 C

om
pass P

oint, 
N

ortham
pton R

oad, M
arket H

arborough,  
Leicestershire 
S

arah.S
herw

in@
S

evenlockshousing.co.uk  

03/08/15 
M

y nam
e is S

arah S
herw

in and I am
 the N

eighbourhoods Team
 Leader at 

S
even Locks H

ousing. 
I am

 currently not aw
are of any issues in your area but w

ould be happy to 
receive any correspondence from

 yourself in respect of your im
pending 

N
eighbourhood P

lans. %
A

djoining Parishes: 
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% H
oughton on the H

ill: S
tephen D

erry 
03/08/15 

Ian H
ill is C

hairm
an of our N

eighbourhood P
lan W

orking P
arty and is also 

one of our C
ouncillors.  A

s you see, I have asked him
 to respond directly to 

you.  It w
ould be helpful if you could copy m

e into em
ails please.  I can 

confirm
 that Ian is the m

ost suitable contact for day to day N
eighbourhood 

P
lanning m

atters. 
Thurnby and B

ushby thurnbyclerk@
yahoo.co.uk S

ue 
B

loy C
lerk to Thurnby and B

ushby P
arish C

ouncil  
Thurnby and B

ushby P
arish C

ouncil  

03/08/15 
I raised this with the Parish Council and they had no 
comments at this stage. I confirm that I should be your 
contact should there be any matters which you feel 
should be brought to the attention of Thurnby and 
Bushby Parish Council or that you specifically would 
like comments on.  
 

S
craptoft: contact@

scraptoftparish.org.uk Jean P
arr 

03/08/15 
Further to your email and letter attachment my 
councillors are happy for you to send any further 
correspondence to me with regard to your Neighbourhood 
Plan. 

K
eyham

: Tony Johnson 
 

03/08/15 
thanks for your letter regarding the above. A

t this stage I cannot foresee 
any issues w

ith your plan. P
lease m

ake m
e your contact for  any further 

correspondence on this. 
I am

 curious to understand w
hy the green encircled area is currently 

considered to be part of H
ungarton P

arish as it seem
s a long w

ay from
 

H
ungarton and it seem

s entirely logical that this should be transferred to  
H

oughton? ( w
hy not Ingarsby as w

ell  as that's closer to H
oughton.?) 

R
egards Tony ( K

eyham
 P

M
 ) 

Low
esby and C

old N
ew

ton:  Jean C
airns 

03/08/15 
Thanks for your e-m

ail regarding the start of your neighbourhood plan process. 
This is, as requested, to acknow

ledge receipt of your letter. I am
 the appropriate 

person (clerk) to contact for Low
esby and C

old N
ew

ton. I don't think w
e have any 

particular issues to bring to your attention at the m
om

ent. W
hen you do get in 

touch, it w
ould be very helpful if you w

ould copy e-m
ails to Lynne Tom

linson-
H

ands (see address above). S
he is the parish m

eeting chairm
an. G

ood luck w
ith 

the plan. 
B

illesdon  
 

03/08/15 
R

esponded 05/08/15.  It took 3 years. The form
er chairm

an Ian B
ow

ler is 
the one to speak to.  H

e drove the plan.   
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%  
 

 
C

ouncillors/M
P 

 M
P

: duncana@
parliam

ent.uk  
Fraser R

aleigh │ Senior Parliam
entary A

ssistant to 
R

t H
on Sir A

lan D
uncan M

P
 

M
em

ber of Parliam
ent for R

utland &
 M

elton 
Tel: 020 7219 5204 │ Fax: 020 7219 2529 

03/08/15 
Thank you for your e-m

ail and for sending S
ir A

lan a copy of these 
docum

ents. I w
ill bring them

 to his attention shortly. 
% 

C
ounty C

ouncillor: sim
on.galton@

leics.gov.uk  
03/08/15 

 
D

istrict C
ouncillor:  m

.rook@
harborough.gov.uk  

03/08/15 
I%am

%delighted%that%the%PC%is%taking%on%a%N
eighbourhood%Plan%for%Hungarton.%I%

have%no%specific%issues%I%think%should%be%covered%over%and%above%any%of%those%
listed%as%under%consideration%anyw

ay.%I%do%think%you%are%w
ise%to%undertake%this%

w
ork%given%the%pressures%com

ing%from
%the%PU

A%now
.%As%to%w

hether%or%not%I%am
%

the%right%person%to%contact%for%technical%assistance%I%doubt.%You%w
ill%have%contact%

w
ith%M

att%Bills,%Hayley%Caw
thorne%and%Steve%Pointer%already,%all%of%w

hom
%are%

infinitely%m
ore%com

petent%than%I%in%these%m
atters.%I%am

%vitally%interested%in%the%
process%and%I%am

%available%at%all%tim
es%for%general%planning%advice%and%Local%Plan%

policy.%I%am
%happy%to%attend%any%m

eetings%if%required.%Please%keep%m
e%inform

ed. 
 

 
 

Local B
usinesses: 

P
ub: The B

lack B
oy M

ain S
treet H

ungarton 
Leicestershire  
LE

7 9JR
 m

ail@
theblackboyhungarton.co.uk   

 w
w

w
.rachelscakesandbakes.co.uk 

04/08/15 
 

Q
uorn H

unt: P
eter M

orritt, H
on S

ecretary,The Q
uorn 

H
unt,Q

uorn 
H

unt 
K

ennels, 
G

addesby 
Lane,K

irby 
B

ellars, Leicestershire 
LE

14 2TQ
 

04/08/15 
I w

ould be m
ost grateful if you w

ould keep m
e inform

ed of any future 
developm

ents in the area 

IN
G

A
R

S
B

Y
 C

O
N

S
E

R
V

A
TIO

N
 LTD

 01837645 
R

egistered A
ddress: The W

hite H
ouse Farm

, B
illesdon 

R
oad, Ingarsby, Leicestershire, LE

7 9JD
 - R

ichard 

11/08/15 
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% S
m

ith 
A

Q
U

A
TIC

 and R
E

P
TILE

 S
O

LU
TIO

N
S

 –R
ural P

et S
ervices  

 
11/08/15 

 

B
aggrave Farm

s 
W

aterloo Farm
, B

aggrave E
state, H

ungarton, Leicester 
LE

7 9JB
  

 B
oard m

em
bers: M

rs P
am

 S
cott, M

r V
.A

. E
arnshaw

  

D
one 

U
nder 

landow
ne

rs 

 

D
e Lisle Trust –S

quire G
erald de Lisle, C

old N
ew

ton 
Lodge, B

illesdon, 
Leicestershire LE

7 9D
A

   

D
one 

U
nder 

landow
ne

rs 

 

D
riving Instructor M

ike G
ardiner D

S
A

 A
pproved     

 
A

ddress? 
 

P
eter &

 P
aula Taylor, B

 &
 B

 
V

icary house, M
ain S

t, H
ungarton  

11/08/15 
I%have%no%issues%at%the%m

om
ent%but%w

ill%continue%to%w
atch%developm

ents. 

B
-In-Line Ltd -   

C
O

A
C

H
 H

O
U

S
E

 B
U

ILD
IN

G
S  

O
ld R

ectory M
ain S

t, H
ungarton, Leicester, LE

7 9JR
  

N
/A

, 
resident 

 

A
m

icare D
om

iciliary C
are S

ervices Ltd, A
m

icare 
H

oldings Lim
ited, January P

roductions Lim
ited, 

C
arriage H

ouse, H
ungarton P

ark H
ungarton  

 

N
/A

, 
resident 

 

M
ezzo C

onsultancy Lim
ited S

ycam
ore H

ouse M
ain 

S
treet H

ungarton Leicestershire LE
7 9JR

: H
elen 

W
illson 

11/08/15 
I%acknow

ledge%receipt%of%the%letter%and%m
ap%attachm

ent.%% 
I%don’t%have%any%specific%issues%that%I%w

ould%like%the%plan%to%address%at%the%
m
om

ent%but%look%forw
ard%to%being%part%of%the%process,%as%the%plan%develops. 
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%

 
 

 
 

M
ike P

reston A
ssociates Ltd The G

ables C
hurch Lane 

H
ungarton Leicester LE

7 9JX
 

 

N
/A

 
 

 
 

 
Statutory/Voluntary O

rganisations 
C

hurch: %

%  

04/08/15 
thank you for m

ailing m
e details of the w

ork of the team
 w

orking on 
im

portant planning for the future of our village, as an elected churchw
arden 

I am
 interested to be kept up to date w

ith developm
ents. 

  I bring to your attention that S
aint John the B

aptist C
hurch H

ungarton and 
A

ll S
aints C

hurch K
eyham

 are now
 one ecclesiastical parish w

hich should 
have no bearing on the developm

ent of H
ungarton. 

  The church in H
ungarton contributes to the village in that the C

hurch-yard 
is open for the burial of residents of our parish irrespective of any religion 
or not, there is a church protocol displayed on the C

hurch notice board 
concerning this m

atter. 
  A

s an open church-yard the upkeep is the responsibility H
ungarton 

C
hurch C

ouncil costing around £1000.00 per annum
. The H

ungarton 
P

arish C
ouncil gives a generous donation to the upkeep of the church-yard 

an also for the m
aintenance of the C

hurch turret clock 
I do not understand the reason for transferring the area on the m

ap (green 
boundary) to H

oughton P
arish C

ouncil but no doubt there is a logical 
reason for this. (John M

orrison) 
england@

w
oodlandtrust.org.uk 

The W
oodland Trust, K

em
pton W

ay, G
rantham

, 
Lincolnshire, N

G
31 6LL 

04/08/15 
 

Leicestershire and R
utland W

ildlife Trust: E
m

ail: 
info@

lrw
t.org.uk 

S
ue Tim

m
s leads the LR

E
R

C
 ecology team

 at C
ounty 

H
all and her em

ail is S
ue.Tim

m
s@

leics.gov.uk . 

04/08/15 
W

e w
ould suggest that you contact the Leicestershire and R

utland 
E

nvironm
ental R

esources C
entre at C

ounty H
all, G

lenfield and ask them
 to 

provide you w
ith a m

ap show
ing the location of any Local W

ildlife S
ites in 

the parish so that you can include them
 in your plan. LW

S
 are the best 
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%

sites for w
ildlife that are not legally protected (you have no legally protected 

S
ites of S

pecial S
cientific Interest) and w

e w
ould urge you to incorporate 

policies in your plan that w
ill ensure that any LW

S
 present are taken into 

account in planning decisions. 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Landow

ners  
John and A

ndrew
 C

urtis:  W
 A

 C
urtis 

 
04/08/15 
 26/01/16 
 16/02/16 
 

I%w
ould%like%to%confirm

%receipt%of%your%letter,%m
any%thanks%%yes%this%is%the%address%

until%w
e%m

ove%to%Q
uenby%Lodge.%%Yvonne%and%John%Curtis%

M
eeting%w

ith%JP%&
%AC%

Em
ail%exchange:%W

ould%you%please%include%the%w
ashpit%in%the%plan,%w

e%do%not%
have%any%plans%at%the%m

om
ent,%but%dow

n%the%
%%road%w

ho%know
s.%

Q
uenby E

state: c/o D
avid M

orris, O
lym

pic H
ouse, 

D
oddington R

oad, Lincoln, LN
6 3S

E
 

R
obert P

hillips B
S

c, robert.phillips@
S

avills- left 

Jen H
adland. A

ssociate P
lanner, R

ural, 
JH

adland@
savills.com

 01325 370 516 

04/08/15 
 01/08/16 
   25/04/16 

C
ontact R

obert P
hillips.  O

nly H
ope Farm

 in play as per letter from
 M

r 
M

orris June 15.  C
lient w

ishes to continue to engage. 
M

eeting betw
een Jen H

adland, G
K

, JP
, C

P
.  D

iscussed cheese sore site. 
A

 further m
eeting w

ill be arranged (by C
aroline) after the questionnaire has 

been analysed.  

M
eeting JH

/JP
/A

C
 to update. 

 
D

ixon P
artners, V

illage Farm
, B

eeby R
oad, H

ungarton, 
Leicester LE

7 9JA
 

% 

04/08/15 
    06/02/16 

Thanks for your com
m

unication on the 4/8/15. 
I have nothing specific to raise for the plan but w

ould be interested in 
any discussions that are taking place. 
This em

ail is the best to get m
e on. Tim

 
 M

eeting: G
K

/JP
/A

C
. C

hapel and reserve site 
 

M
r. B

rian H
enton, Ingarsby O

ld H
all, Ingarsby, 

Leicestershire, LE
7 9JL 

04/08/15 
 

Thank%you%for%your%letter%dated%04/08/2015%and%please%keep%m
e%
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%

26/01/16 
inform

ed%on%future%progress%
Further%info%letter 

M
rs. P

am
 S

cott, B
aggrave H

all, B
aggrave H

all R
oad, 

H
ungarton, Leicester, LE

7 9JB
 

04/08/15 
08/04/16 
 

 
JP

 sent letter re allotm
ents.  To be follow

ed up by P
C

 

M
r. and M

rs. A
llen, Q

uenby H
all, H

ungarton R
oad, 

H
ungarton, Leicestershire, LE

7 9JF 
04/08/15 
26/01/16 

 
Further info letter 

M
r R

ichard S
hields, Q

ueniborough Lodge, 14436 
M

elton R
oad, Q

ueniborough, Leicester, Leicestershire, 
LE

7 3FN
 

04/08/15 
 

S
quire de Lisle, C

old N
ew

ton Lodge, B
illesdon R

d, 
Ingarsby, Leicester LE

7 9JD
 

 

26/01/16 
 

Further info letter 

 

O
ther Landow

ners w
ho are in other lists: 

A
nn E

dgson 

M
r J S

tephens 

Jam
es S

adler  

M
ike K

eogh 

M
r and M

rs Tew
 (Ingarsby S

tation H
ouse) 

M
r and M

rs P
eryer 

M
r and M

rs W
alker 

M
r and M

rs  S
m

ith 

M
r and M

rs H
arvey 

N
/A

.  W
ill 

be invited 
to 
consultati
ons/recei
ve 
questionn
aire etc 

 10/02/16 

26/04/16 

 23/25 M
arch &

 9
th/17

th A
pril correspondence w

ith A
nn E

dgson re field “A
” 

     M
eeting w

ith JP
/A

C
/S

m
iths re W

illow
ghyll intentions 
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% M
r S

later (Inkerm
an Lodge) 

Freelancers:""

Jock"H
ow

ard%

M
ark"Frith%%

D
avid"Kenchington,"%

M
arie"Lloyd%%

Cherie"Row
lands%%

Sally"D
eignan%%

 

      

   %

 
3%



HCS Appendix 4 



1"|"P a g e % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % "

% %

"

Hungarton%Parish%Neighbourhood%Development%Plan%2011%:%2031%

Questionnaire"

Here’s%your%chance%to%have%your%say%about%the%future%of%Hungarton%Parish%
The%Localism%Act%of%2011%gave%local%residents%power%to%shape%the%future%of%their%communities%by%putting%
local%plans%at%the%heart%of%a%new%and%simplified%planning%system.%Under%the%Act,%councils%and%local%people%can%
make%decisions%about%any%future%housing,%its%design%and%location.%%

But,%important%though%housing%development%is,%the%plan%is%about%much%more.%It%can%include%policies%
governing%the%future%of%green%spaces,%heritage%assets,%the%environment,%community%facilities,%economic%
activity%and%transport%and%roads%:%all%things%that%will%impact%the%community%in%the%coming%years.%

Once%the%Plan%is%approved%it%becomes%a%legally%binding%document%used%by%Harborough%District%Council%in%
determining%any%planning%applications%that%might%come%forward%in%the%Parish.%

It%is%really%important%that%everyone%contributes%their%views%so%that%the%plan%truly%reflects%the%collective%view%
of%the%community%as%best%it%can.%%We%have%the%chance%to%make%decisions%for%Hungarton’s%future%rather%than%
leaving%it%to%others.%Let’s%make%sure%we%make%the%most%of%the%opportunity.%

James"Patterson,"Chair,"Neighbourhood"Development"Planning"Committee"

Here's%how%you%can%get%involved%
This%questionnaire%is%an%important%part%of%the%consultation%process,%following%the%event%in%our%Village%Hall%
and%it%takes%account%of%the%comments%made%then%by%parishioners.%The%survey%will%help%us%to%understand%the%
views%of%our%community%as%a%whole.%The%opinions,%comments%and%ideas%gathered%will%be%used%solely%for%the%
development%of%the%Draft%Plan,%to%be%written%as%a%reflection%of%the%consensus%view%of%Hungarton%Parish%
residents.%There%will%also%be%further%opportunities%to%comment%in%May%and%June%2016.%
%
We%ask%that%you%write%your%name%on%each%questionnaire%only%to%identify%you%as%a%parishioner.%Let%us%reassure%
you%that%the%responses%will%be%anonymised%and%used%only%for%the%purposes%of%preparing%the%Draft%Plan.%Your%
participation%and%all%your%responses%will%be%kept%completely%confidential%and%no%individual%or%family%will%be%
identifiable%in%any%published%results.%
%
Every%member%of%your%household%can%complete%a%questionnaire,%or%you%may%complete%one%as%a%
family/household.%Each%household%will%have%one%paper%copy.%If%you%require%more%paper%copies%or%would%like%
help%completing%your%questionnaire,%please%contact%Caroline%Pick%on%0116%2595%669%or%email%
carolinepick2@gmail.com.%Questionnaires%must%be%completed%by%31%March.%These%are%being%collected%from%
households%or%you%can%drop%them%off%at%one%of%the%three%contact%points%in%the%village,%(see%end%of%
questionnaire%for%details).%
%
If#you#prefer,#you#can#complete#this#survey#on5line###"www.surveymonkey.com/r/hungarton%



2"|"P a g e % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % "

% %

Community%

1.%When%thinking%about%living%in%Hungarton%Parish,%how%important%are%the%following%to%you?%

" Very"
Important"

Important" Neutral" Not"
important"

Not"at"all""
important"

Local%activities/%groups% ! ! ! ! ! 
Community/family/friends/neighbours% !% !% !% !% !%
Environment%
%

!% !% !% !% !%

Anything%else?%
%

%

%

%

"
2.%How%important%are%the%following%for%Hungarton%Parish?%
"

"
"

Very"
Important"

Important" Neutral" Not"
important"

Not"at"all"
important"

Village%Hall% ! ! ! ! ! 
Millennium%Green% ! ! ! ! ! 
Children’s%playground% ! ! ! ! ! 
Sports%Club%(tennis%court)% ! ! ! ! ! 
Phone%box%:%defibrillator/%bookswap% ! ! ! ! ! 
The%Pub% ! ! ! ! ! 
The%Church%% ! ! ! ! ! 
The%Women’s%Institute% ! ! ! ! ! 
Events:%e.g.%village%walk,%pétanque,%carols% ! ! ! ! ! 
Open%Gardens% ! ! ! ! ! 
Coffee%mornings% ! ! ! ! ! 
Parish%magazine% ! ! ! ! ! 
Village%website%
%

! ! ! ! ! 

Anything%else?%
%

"

%

%

%

%

%
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% %

Housing%

Housing%in%Hungarton%Parish%

%

3.%What%type%of%housing%are%you%in%now%and%what%type%will%your%household%require%in%the%future?"
" Now" Future"
% Owned"" Rented" Owned" Rented"

Flat% ! ! ! ! 

Bungalow% ! ! ! ! 

House%with%1:2%beds% ! ! ! ! 

House%with%3:4%beds% ! ! ! ! 

House%with%5+%beds% ! ! ! ! 

Other% ! ! ! ! 

"
"
"
4.%Could%you%adapt%your%current%home%to%meet%your%future%needs?%%

%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%Yes%%%%% %%%%%%%No%%%% %%%Don’t%know%%%% %

%
 

5.%Harborough%District%Council’s%new%Local%Plan%expects%Hungarton%to%take%its%share%of%the%new%housing%that%
is%required%across%the%District.%The%Neighbourhood%Development%Plan%can%shape%the%number,%type%and%

location%of%new%homes%for%Hungarton%until%2031.%In%your%opinion,%how%many%more%homes%should%be%built%in%

the%Parish%up%to%the%end%of%this%plan%in%2031?%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%0:2%%%%%% %%%%%3:5%%%%% %%%%%%6:9%%%% %%%%%10+%%" %

"

6.%What%style%of%housing%would%you%like%to%see%built%in%the%Parish?%%

" Yes" No"

Consistent%with%conservation%area,%style%and%materials% ! ! 
Modern%style%and%materials% ! ! 
A%mixture%of%traditional%and%modern%styles% ! ! 
In%keeping%with%neighbouring%houses%
%

! ! 

Other%(please%comment)%
 

"

"

"

"
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% %

7.%Do%you%think%the%Parish%needs%any%of%the%following%types%of%housing?%

" Yes" No"

Housing%for%single%people% ! ! 
Housing%for%young%couples% ! ! 
Medium%size%family%houses%(2:3%bedrooms)% ! ! 
Large%family%houses%(4%bedrooms%and%over)% ! ! 
Housing%for%the%elderly/disabled% ! ! 
Housing%for%low%income%families%
%

! ! 

Other%(please%comment)%   
%

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8. Should%the%Neighbourhood%Development%Plan%encourage%the%use%of%renewable%energy%solutions%e.g.%solar%
panels,%geothermal%heating,%low%energy%lighting,%high%levels%of%insulation,%etc,%as%part%of%all%developments?  

%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%% %%%%%%%%%%%%Yes%%%%%%%% %%%%%%%%No%%%%% %

Please%comment%

"

"

"

"

9.%Are%there%any%structural%features%(buildings,%architectural%features%etc.)%that%you%think%should%be%preserved%
to%maintain%the%character%of%the%Parish?%%%%%%%

%%% % % % % % % % %%%%%%%%%%%%Yes%%%%%% %%%%%%%%%No""""" "

Please%give%details%

"

"

%

%

%

"
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% %

"

10.%The%Neighbourhood%Development%Planning%Group%has%identified%some%sites%for%limited%potential%
development%of%up%to%3%homes%and%some%sites%have%been%suggested%by%landowners%in%the%Parish?.%%These%are%
numbered%on%the%map%above%and%are%listed%below.%
%
Tell%us%where%you%would%prefer%to%see%new%housing%by%ranking%each%site,%where%1st%is%your%most%preferred%site%
and%5th%is%your%least%preferred.%

% 1st"
Most"

preferred"

2nd" 3rd" 4th" 5th"

Least"
preferred"

1. The%northern%part%of%the%former%cheese%store%at%Hope%
Farm%

! ! ! ! ! 

2. The%Washpit%at%the%end%of%Church%Lane% ! ! ! ! ! 

3. Land%at%Willowghyll% ! ! ! ! ! 

4. Land%fronting%onto%Main%Street%between%Manor%House%
and%Town%End%%

! ! ! ! ! 

5. Converting%the%old%chapel%into%a%residence% ! ! ! ! ! 

%Do%you%have%any%comments?%%      

%

%

%

%
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% %

Environment%

11.%Which%of%the%following%environmental%features%do%you%think%are%important%for%Hungarton%Parish?%
"

" Very"
Important"

Important" Neutral" Not"very"
important"

Not"at"all"
important"

Open%green%spaces%within%the%village%% ! ! ! ! ! 
Views%on%the%approach%to%the%village% ! ! ! ! ! 
Views%looking%out%from%the%village% ! ! ! ! ! 
Conservation%Area%status% ! ! ! ! ! 
Heritage%sites%and%historical%features% ! ! ! ! ! 
Footpaths%in%and%around%the%Parish% ! ! ! ! ! 
Trees%and%hedgerows% ! ! ! ! ! 
Wildlife%(flora%and%fauna)% ! ! ! ! ! 
Farms%and%parkland%in%the%Parish%
%

! ! ! ! ! 

Any%comments?%
%

%

%
"

"

"

"

"

"

12.%How%frequently%has%your%family/household%used%footpaths/bridleways%within%the%Parish%in%the%last%year?%

%Never%%%%%% %%%%%%%Occasionally%%%%%% %%%Monthly%%%% %%%%%%%%Weekly%%"% %%%Daily%%" %
"

13.%Have%you%had%any%difficulties%using%a%footpath/bridleway%or%any%other%public%right%of%way%in%the%
Parish,%(e.g.%lack%of%signposting,%path%blocked,%no%access%for%dogs%etc)?%

%%%%%%% % % % % % % % %%%%%%%%%%Yes%%%% %%%%%%%%%No%%% %

If%yes,%please%give%details%

"

"

"
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% %

14.%If%you%own%or%farm%land%over%which%footpaths%or%bridleways%run,%have%you%experienced%any%
difficulties%with%their%maintenance%or%with%public%usage?%%

%%%%%%%Yes%%%% %%%%%%%%No"""" "

If%yes,%please%give%details%

%

%

%

%

15.%In%the%past%there%has%been%interest%in%allotments%being%provided%for%parishioners.%%If%these%were%
available,%would%you%be%interested%in%taking%one?%%

Yes,%definitely%%% %%%%%%Yes,%probably%%% %%%%%%Probably%not%%% %%%%%%%%%%No%%% %

%

16.%Which%one%of%the%following%statements%best%describes%your%attitude%to%renewable%energy?"

% Tick"one"

We%already%have%too%many%wind%turbines/solar%panels%in%the%Parish% ! 

I%know%it%is%important%but%I%don’t%want%to%see%any%more%in%the%Parish% ! 

I%would%be%happy%to%see%a%limited%increase%in%the%Parish% ! 

Renewable%energy%is%important%in%tackling%climate%change%and%we%should%do%more%in%our%
Parish%

! 

"

17.%Several%other%parishes%are%starting%to%develop%their%own%community%energy%generating%capacity.%This%
would%usually%require%households%to%invest.%Would%you%be%interested%in%a%scheme%for%Hungarton%Parish?% %

%

% % % % % % %%%Yes%%%% %%%%%%%%No%%% %%Tell%me%more%%%% %

Please%comment"

"

"

"

"

"
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% %

"

18.%At%our%recent%community%consultation,%some%green%spaces%within%the%Parish%were%identified%as%being%
important%to%local%people.%These%are%numbered%on%the%map%above%and%listed%below.%

The%Neighbourhood%Plan%offers%an%opportunity%to%protect%green%spaces%which%are%important%to%the%
character%of%Hungarton%Parish.%Please%can%you%indicate%whether%or%not%you%agree%that%each%of%these%
areas%should%be%protected.%"

" Yes"" No"
1. The%paddock%between%Church%Lane/Main%St/Barley%Leas% ! ! 
2. The%paddock%at%Hope%Farm% ! ! 
3. The%paddock%behind%Swedish%houses% ! ! 
4. The%ridge%and%furrow%field% ! ! 
5. The%field%opposite%Town%End%

%
! ! 

Are%there%any%other%areas%that%you%think%should%be%protected?%

"

"

%
%
%
%
%
%
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% %

Transport%
"

19.%Thinking%about%the%following,%how%concerned%are%you?"
" Very"

Concerned"
Concerned" Neutral" Not"concerned" Not"at"all"

concerned"

Speed%of%vehicles% ! ! ! ! ! 

Heavy%Goods%Vehicles% ! ! ! ! ! 

Junctions% ! ! ! ! ! 

Condition%of%roads% ! ! ! ! ! 

Parked%vehicles% ! ! ! ! ! 

Lack%of%community%transport%
%

! ! ! ! ! 

Please%give%brief%details%of%concerns 
"
"
"

"
20.%Would%you%be%interested%in%participating%in%a%car%sharing/lift%scheme%in%the%Parish?%
%

%%%%Yes%%%%%%% %%%%%%%%No%%%% "
"
"

"

21.%Would%you%be%able/willing%to%take%passengers%in%your%own%car?"

% Yes" No"

To%work% ! ! 
For%shopping% ! ! 
For%medical%appointments% ! ! 

"
"

%
Business%
%
22.%Would%you%like%to%see%further%business%development%in%the%Parish?%

%%Yes%%%%%%% %%%%%%No%%%%% %

If%‘yes’,%what%type?%If%‘no’,%why%not?%

%

%

%
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% %

23.%Does%a%local%business%provide%you%with%employment?%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%Yes%%%% %%%%%%%No%%%% %

If%so,%what%kind%of%business%is%it?%

%

%

24.%Do%you%operate%a%business%in%the%Parish?%%%%%%%%% % % %%%%%%%%%%%Yes%%% %%%%%%No%%%% %

% % % % % % % % % % (if%no,%please%go%to%Question%28)%

%

25.%Please%briefly%describe%the%type%of%business%below.%%

%

%
%
Number%of%people%employed?%________%

%

%%%%%%%%%%%%Sole%Trader?%%%%%%%Yes%%% %%%%%%No%%%%% %

"

26.%Are%there%any%constraints%on%you%operating%your%business%in%the%Parish?%%%Yes%%%% %%%%%%No%%%%% %
%
Please%comment%

"

"

"
27.%Which%of%the%following%services%do%you%need%or%aspire%to%in%the%Parish?%"
" Yes" No"

Meeting%facilities%for%hourly%rental% ! ! 
Small%office%space%for%short:term%rental%% ! ! 
Communal%workshop%area%% ! ! 
Meeting%place%e.g.%café%% ! ! 
Storage/Lock:up%% ! ! 
Superfast%broadband%
%

! ! 

Anything%else?%
%
%
"

"

"

"
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% %

General%

28.%Do%you%have%any%other%comments%you%would%like%to%make%about%Hungarton%Parish?%

"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"
%

%

Household%information%

"
29.%Your%name%and%contact%details%

%

Name% %

Address% %

Email%(optional)% %

%

We%would%very%much%appreciate%it%if%you%could%complete%the%following%optional%questions.%This%information%

will%show%that%we%have%gained%the%views%from%a%cross%section%of%the%population%for%our%Neighbourhood%

Development%Plan.%

%

30.%How%many%of%each%age%group%live%at%your%address?"
Numbers" Numbers"

%

0%:11%  
%

30%:39%  
%

12%:15%  
%

40%:49%  
%

16%:18%  
%

50%:59%  
%

18%:20%  
%

60%:69%  
%

20%:29%  
%

70+%  
"
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% %

31.%How%many%of%each%gender%live%at%your%address?%%%%%%%Male%%%% %%%%Female%%% %%%Prefer%not%to%say%% "

"
"

32.%Do%you%consider%yourself%or%anyone%in%your%household%to%have%a%disability?      Yes%%%%% %%%%%%%No%%% %
 
 
 

33.%How%long%have%you%lived%in%Hungarton%Parish?"
% " " Tick"

%%0%:%%5%years% ! 16%:%20%years% ! 
%%6%:%10%years% ! 21%:%25%years% ! 
11%:%15%years% ! Over%25%years% ! 

%
%

34.%What%is%the%occupational%status%of%those%in%your%household?"
" Numbers" " Numbers"

%
In%Full:time%Education%  

%
Self%Employed%  

%
Employed%Full:time%  

%
Unemployed%  

%
Employed%Part:time%  

%
Retired%  

 
 

35."What%is%your%ethnic%group?%%
(Please%choose%one%option%that%best%describes%your%ethnic%group%or%background)%
 
White%British ! 

White%other ! 

Mixed/Multiple%ethnic%groups ! 
Asian/Asian%British% ! 
Black/%African/Caribbean/Black%British% ! 

 
#

Thank#you#for#completing#this#questionnaire.##Your#views#are#very#important.#
#

Please"return"your"completed"questionnaire"to"Caroline"Pick,"Hope"House,"Main"Street"or"Mike"Preston,"The"
Gables,"Church"Lane"or"Helen"Willson,"Sycamore"House,"Main"Street,"Hungarton,"by"31"March"2016.""We"will"also"
be"collecting"completed"questionnaires.%

%
Any%responses%received%to%this%survey%will%be%used%solely%for%the%purposes%of%the%development%of%a%Neighbourhood%
Development%Plan%for%Hungarton%Parish.%%In%accordance%with%the%Data%Protection%Act%your%participation%in%this%
research,%together%with%your%individual%responses%to%the%questions%will%be%kept%strictly%confidential,%and%no%
individual,%family%or%household%will%be%identifiable%in%any%published%results.%

%

%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%% %%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%% "
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28% 
OF RESIDENTS 

 
 
The Parish of Hungarton has commenced the preparation 
of its Neighbourhood Plan.  
 
An important part of this inclusive process is, of course, 
obtaining the views and aspirations of the community.  A 
key aspect of this has been the development and 
completion of a community questionnaire.  
 
The questionnaire comprised 31 questions, based on 
important issues established following initial consultation 
work by the Hungarton Neighbourhood Development Plan 
Committee (HNDP) and its Theme Groups. These issues 
are: Community, Housing, Environment, Transport and 
Economy. 
 
The survey took place in March 2016.  
 
A printed copy was delivered to every household in the 
parish in early March, by volunteers from the Committee.  
It was available to complete electronically and as a paper 
copy. A link to the questionnaire was sent to 83 parish 
email addresses by the HNDP Secretary on March 9th. 
Reminder emails were sent on March 19 and 26. Door to 
door verbal reminders took place on March 24, 25, 28 & 
31. 
 
The level of response from the community was good, 
there being 79 individual returns, (21 paper copies and 58 
electronic) from a total population of 283 (28%). 7 people 
declined to provide their name/address so the following 
data is an estimate. At least 57 households (of which at 
least 45 are in Hungarton village) completed the 
questionnaire out of a total of 121 households in the 
parish. This represents 47% of all households.  
 
This demonstrates the level of commitment to the 
Neighbourhood Plan by the community and, in turn, adds 
strength to the validity of the collective views expressed.  
 
 

Population/household data taken from 2011 Census 
 

 

79 
RESPONSES 

 

47% 
OF  

HOUSEHOLDS 
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OVERVIEW 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Thinking about what’s important about living in Hungarton, 97% of respondents said the 
Environment; 92% said Community, friends, neighbours; 81% said local activities/groups. 85% 
scored Environment as very important. 
 
Further comments detailing what respondents value about Hungarton Parish are as follows: 
 
� Space  
� Peace and rural tranquility x2 
� The beauty, peace and quiet of the area x2 
� The community support offered by fellow villagers is a key part of enjoying being Hungarton 

residents. It is a beautiful place to bring up my daughter and the character of the village and 
the physical environment must be safeguarded for all current and future residents.  

� Local facilities including pub  
� Safety - more street lighting. Play area - relocation to a more central spot e.g. land on Main 

St between Manor House and Town End, away from deep water and quiet escape route for 
child snatchers.  

� Shop/community shop/cafe would be great and would help bring the community together 
(e.g. Barrowden)  

� Village Hall is important. Pub not important. Shop would be beneficial.  
� Local developments.  
� Maintaining the status quo is important. This is what attracts visitors to Open Gardens, 

Hungarton 7, pub etc. which help to maintain village facilities and supports local business.  

2 

COMMUNITY 

Parishioners were 
invited to rate the 
importance to them 
of three parish 
characteristics on a 
scale of 1 to 5, with 5 
being the most 
important.  
 



 
 

 
 
Each item was viewed as being important. The Village Hall and Pub appear equally important at the 
top, followed by The Church. The Parish magazine was rated equally with the Children’s playground, 
closely followed by Events. Other activities such as Sports Club and W.I were rated important 
among smaller numbers. The new village website is the only item rated not at all important by 3 
people. Comments made suggest that some items listed need to be more widely promoted: 
Comments from respondents are as follows: 
 
� To consider organising some clubs/events aimed specifically at the children of the village. I 

would be keen to be involved in this process, and I have a background in working with young 
people so would be happy to be contacted. Also possibly more 'whole village' events i.e. village 
bonfire etc. In addition, it is important to safeguard open spaces as well as existing village 
amenities such as village hall and playground.  

� Website-too early to say useful-inaccuracies, out-of-date entries, current matters missing; must 
be improved Parish mag-needs to be electronic & current-published deadline not consistently 
applied Open gardens & events generally must be well-considered & not simply repetitive to 
continue successfully & not disappointing for those generous persons who put in the hard work  

� Is there a website? I'm not sure what the book swap thing is. 
� Website important only if magazine is no more. Mobile library, disabled access for all village 

amenities. A community is built by the hard work of its inhabitants. All of these features 
contribute to Hungarton identity & are treasured as part of its history. New ones will irresistibly 
follow but old and new sit together.  

� An on-line parish magazine would improve communication immensely, and would improve the 
sense of community.  

� Churchyard, administered by the church PCC - this open churchyard is available for the burial of 
all creeds or none who were residents or die within the parish - an important asset for this 
community.  

� Some sort of support network for our elderly population  
� Helen's Plants. The beauty, peace and quiet of the area (just to re-emphasise!)  
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Parishioners were 
asked to rate the 
importance of each 
of thirteen items, 
places and village 
activities. 
 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

x 4 respondents currently live in bungalows and an additional 6 would like to in future.   
x 18 live in houses with 5+ bedrooms but only 8 require houses of this size in future. 
x None of the respondents lived in a flat, but one would like to in future.   

 
There is also an indication of a desire by some of those currently renting, to become 
homeowners in the future. 
 

HOUSING 

4 

The questionnaire asked 
about the type of homes 
people currently live in 
and about their future 
housing need.  These 
responses enable a 
direct comparison. 
 

Most respondents are 
currently living in larger 
properties within the 
Parish. Responses 
indicate a potential need 
for some smaller and 
some single storey 
accommodation within 
the Parish in future. 
 



 
 

 
 
53% of respondents thought that they could adapt their current home to meet future housing 
needs.  26% thought that their home could not be adapted to meet future needs and 21% were 
not sure whether their home could be adapted for any future needs. 
 
The questionnaire asked how many more homes parishioners thought should be built in the 
Parish up to the end of the Neighbourhood Plan period in 2031.   
 

 
 

x 36% of respondents thought there should be 6-9 new homes  
x 34% thought there should be 3-5  
x 16 % thought there should be 2 or less  
x 14% thought there should be 10 or more 
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The preferred style of housing would be consistent with the conservation area, style and 
materials (75%) and in keeping with neighbouring houses (53%).  However, 21% of respondents 
would be happy with a mixture of traditional and modern styles and 9% support modern style 
and materials. 
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In the view of respondents to the questionnaire, the type of housing needed in the Parish is: 

x 2-3 bedroom family homes (68%) 
x Housing for young couples (61%) 
x Housing for the elderly/disabled (43%) 

 

Parishioners were 
asked to identify their 
preferred housing 
style for Hungarton. 
 

Parishioners were asked 
to select the type of 
housing they feel 
Hungarton needs.  
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25% thought that housing for low income families was needed, but 7 people who had not 
ticked this option commented that they had not selected it because of the lack of public 
transport. 
 
15% thought that there was a requirement for housing for single people and only 8% thought 
there was a need for additional large family homes (4 bedrooms or more). 
 
Additional comments from respondents were: 
 
� Low income not suitable with current transport levels. 
� I would suggest yes for low income families if the bus service was usable for everyday 

travelling. 
� Good sized attractive bungalows that may attract older residents who want to downsize 

from large or high maintenance older properties, which would have the added benefit of 
freeing up their large house for new young families and avoid older residents having to 
leave the village. 

� Without appropriate transport facilities commuters need to be self-supporting. 
� Housing needs must be re-assessed over the term of plan till 2031. 
� I am firmly of the opinion that the village does not require, but more importantly does not 

have the amenities or associated infrastructure to support the building of ANY additional 
housing/either now or for the duration of the time span covered by the proposed local plan 
document. If placed in a situation where additional v small scale housing becomes 
'mandatory' looking to provide for low income families would I feel be the most appropriate 
way to go. 

� Housing that is of sufficient size to allow a family to grow up and remain in the village for a 
long time. Parking and garden essential. 

� The problem that underpins the choices here is that housing development has to be a part 
of total infrastructure and service and amenity planning. A more balanced community in 
terms of class and other diversity has to be achieved only as a part of that. 

� We need to keep family life going in the community when elderly people leave or sadly pass 
away. 

� Need affordable housing for young people starting on the housing ladder and retirement 
bungalow for the elderly. 

� I do not know if young couples would wish to live in Hungarton. I doubt it, as there is limited 
choice for social interaction. Bars, eating establishments are all in Leicester. 

� Difficult to provide certain types of housing given lack of public transport. 
� Housing for low income families would be good but not really viable as transport cost would 

be high. 
� Village services do not support elderly and low income. 
� We don't actually need any more housing. Houses at both the top and bottom end of the 

scale remain unsold and have been on the market for years. Our infrastructure can cope 
with what we have now, just about. The nature of the village would be completely changed 
if this had to be 'improved' to deal with an increase in population and traffic. 

� Housing for people who wish to join in with the community spirit within the village. 
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96%

4%

Renewable energy in new housing

Yes No

 
 
 
Comments:  
� Although I would argue that no future development is appropriate, then all possible 

environmentally beneficial solutions should be integrated within all housing- my house benefits 
from 'eco-friendly' measures which are very welcome.  

� Inclusion of at least one of the above should be a condition of planning application.  
� Not sure solar panels are cost effective.  
� Insulation first, as a priority. High levels of insulation will reduce the need for power generation 

for heating.  
� BIG Yes.  
� Should be mandatory on all new houses in the village.  
� Encourage – Yes, Require – No.  
� Solar panels and listed buildings are not visually compatible. Geothermal heating is visually 

unobtrusive and with economy of scale may be affordable.  
� Solar panels are overused and visible anything unobtrusive should be considered.  
� And grey water tanks for washing cars, watering gardens, flushing loos etc.  
� To some people, it is out of reach. Sharing the cost between village houses, could be the 

answer.  
� BUT Not large scale solar farms in fields. In new housing/existing stock or community buildings 

egg v hall or farm use e.g., Dixons' milking sheds.  
� Renewable energy should be encouraged however more suitable are things such as, low energy 

lighting and insulation - they won’t destroy views/green space as wind/solar power may. 
� We must be shown to be sympathetic to reducing the carbon footprint. 
� Not solar panels.... unless hidden.  
� Too late. Feed in Tariff not worth investing in.  
� High level insulation can cause condensation problems. 
� This is the most important issue for our planet and it must therefore be the most important 

issue for each individual and community on the planet - including Hungarton. 
� ‘Yes’ to geothermal, insulation, low energy lighting. No to eyesores especially solar panels. 
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There was strong 
support (96%) for 
encouraging the use of 
renewable energy 
solutions as part of all 
housing developments. 
 



 
 

87%

13%

Any structural features to preserve?

Yes

No

 
 
87% of respondents said that structural features, (buildings, architectural features) should be 
preserved to maintain the character of the Parish.   
 
� Our Church x21 
� The Church, Grade 2* listed, at present in good condition. 
� Our church is maintained and must continue to be.  
� Other than specific houses - the church.  
� Church wall. 
� The Pub x2 
� War memorial x11 
� Red brick, slate roofing x3 
� Village Hall x11 
� All listed buildings x2 
� Chapel x5 
� The chapel (but developed as a home). 
� Chapel should have character maintained. 
� The chapel should be preserved, probably through a sensitive conversion to a dwelling. 
� Consistent with conservation area, style and materials (see answer to Question 7).  
� All 18th century housing.  
� Ashby House Farm as a dwelling  
� We should preserve buildings and properties of historic importance /fabric.  
� Old Forge and School House.  
� All property dated 1700-1800 (whether listed or not).  
� Cottage type buildings with small windows.  
� All the listed buildings. The essential shape of the village itself is largely unchanged for the past 

250 years. I feel that it is important that this is retained.  
� Consistent with the conservation area, style and materials.  

9 



 
 

� All the listed properties. I can’t think of any buildings I would wish to see demolished. The 
recent social housing looks fine, but the landscape, bare earth, is very unattractive and should 
be sorted.  

� The Forge; the old farmhouses; vicarage.  
� The historic buildings and layout of the village: an eighteenth century village in a medieval 

landscape.  
� Preserving the non-listed eighteenth century (or earlier) houses/features is very important. The 

historic plan of the village should also be preserved.  
� Obviously, brick built and old timber framed farm structures.  
� Distinctive window designs and painted White as per Sycamore House also the use of Red brick.  
� Stone walls, grassy banks, open spaces.  
� Hope Farm Cottage is one of the original gatehouses.  
� Phone box. 
� Existing trees and buildings that are good examples of the architecture of the time of 

construction should be preserved.  
� See q7. All listed structures. All buildings should be adequately maintained by owners.  
� All the gatehouses should be preserved, including Hope Farm Cottage. The Swedish houses are 

important.  
� Lime trees on Main Street.  
� This is and should remain a conservation village with special attention to the existing character 

of buildings within the Parish.  
� Brick and slate cottages. The larger brick buildings such as The Manor House.  
� Main St. street scene.  
� Children’s playground area.  
� I love all of the stone houses. I have been trying to source local stone for my own house and 

garden. I think we should encourage this feature in new housing.  
� Yes: the road scape of the village, especially old buildings, walls and large trees should be 

preserved. The church and war memorial are of particular importance, but the brickwork of 
some of the old buildings is beautiful. The road scape has already been too much spoiled by 
infill buildings. The spaces between buildings matters.  

� I feel that the character of the village and the whole parish is something that should be 
prioritised and safeguarded for current and all future residents. The mix of farms, cottages and 
other features/dwellings within the village all add to the overall village character and I feel that 
wherever possible all should be maintained to avoid deterioration in the overall environment, 
unless specific buildings/individual features become unsafe or fall into disrepair as a result of 
age/erosion/damage.  

� Any historical/structural etc. features in existing properties of merit that can be saved/retained.  
� Listed buildings. Old signage maintained.  
� The church as a whole, the Chapel, the dedication stones in the village Hall exterior walls, the 

phone box, the post box, some of the older properties in the village with their date stones.  
� Hungarton should predominately stay as it is maintaining its current architectural features. 

People visiting Open Gardens have been known to compare it to The Cotswolds. This is a village 
that needs to preserve its tranquility and its placement in the countryside.  

� The basic 'old village' street scene should be preserved.  
� Current housing, playground & tennis courts, local farms & country estates e.g. Baggrave & 

Quenby.  
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Taking all the responses into account (with weighting out of 5 shown in brackets) the preferred options 
are: 

1. Conversion of the Wesleyan Chapel (3.83) 
2. The Northern part of the former cheese store site (3.23) 
3. The Washpit, Church Lane (2.99) 
4. Willowghyll (2.84) 
5. Land fronting Main Street between Manor House and Town End (2.14) 

 
Comments from respondents were: 
 
� No preferences but building/construction with minimum disruption to the village/roads. Chapel 

needs preserving - looks abandoned.  
� Main St. between Manor House & Town End is a large field and could lead to a sizeable 

development - not just development of part of it.  
� None of these.  
� This does not preclude land owners from eventually developing for housing as needs arise - we have 

to take our share nationally.  
� The Chapel is in disrepair & should be put to better use. The galvanised sheeting is an eyesore 

especially when viewed from the church. My choices, Willowghyll and Main St - obvious infill areas.  
� What about plots on the Baggrave Road after Swedish houses and beside the Black Boy  
� Careful placement of houses on all plots. Land on Main St south of Swedish Houses, vehicular access 

to east of Hope Farm Cottage from Cheese Store drive. Land opposite Pub should be considered.  
� Land fronting onto Main Street has topography and drainage issues. It is also potentially a large 

development site and we will lose a good open space area   
� I have ranked the above but only if my preferred option of zero development during the period up 

to 2031 is not accepted. I feel that converting existing buildings/renovating current housing stock is 
always preferable to any new build developments. Whilst opposing all the options in principle 
myself as my daughter would be most directly affected by option 4 of the list above I feel it should 
not be considered appropriate for development.  

�  
�  
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Respondents were asked 
to rank 5 potential sites in 
the Parish for housing 
development. These sites 
had been selected 
because they conform 
with National and 
Harborough District 
planning guidance.   
 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Parishioners were given a list of environmental features which had been identified at earlier 
consultations.  They were asked to rate the importance of these to them on a scale of 1 to 5. 

 

 
 
The majority of people thought all of the environmental features listed were very important. 
 
Most important were Open Green Spaces within the village with 82% saying these were very 
important and 16% saying they were important. Least important were views on approaching 
the village but still seen as being very important for 66%. 
 
Comments from respondents were: 
 
� I feel very strongly that all features listed above are important for the parish as a whole. 

Safeguarding areas such as the views into and from the village are very important not only 
for residents but also for any visitors to Hungarton to see the village in all its beauty. This is 
also true of the vitally important open green spaces which must be given a priority level of 
protection from any schemes or plans which may affect them. All hedgerows and the 
myriad species they support are at risk countrywide so their importance cannot be 
understated.  

� Roadside bins....  
� This is easily the prettiest village close to the city, and its present form should be preserved 

not just for the residents, but for people wanting a break from the big city (well, Leicester 
anyway...  The popularity of Hungarton Open Gardens, and the comments overheard during 
the 2015 event, reinforce this view.  

ENVIRONMENT 
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� All of these are absolutely central to the nature of Hungarton Parish.  
� I feel it’s important to keep all the above to maintain the character & feel of the village  
� We are fortunate to live in a village where there is a very good balance between housing, 

countryside, open space areas within the village and a good range of village folk. The Black 
Boy is very important to the village. The wildlife and footpaths around the village are a huge 
bonus to living here.  

� Efforts to keep the village small areas kept looking neat and attractive (not referring to large 
open spaces)  

� The traditional parkland and farmland situation works and it is valued by visitors to the 
area. The parish has become an important recreational area, especially at weekends, and 
this should not be jeopardised.  

� What do mean by Conservation Area Status?  
� All these features define the village. Its isolation and rural nature are what makes it and the 

area so attractive and such a nice place to live.  
� The scale of importance to us is pretty high maintenance  
� Field around tennis court useful for village activities. 
 
 
 

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

Never Ocassionally Monthly Weekly Daily

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge

How often do you use the footpaths?

 
 
 
96% of those responding in this survey use local footpaths.  39% said they used 
footpaths/bridleways on a daily basis.  Only 4% never use them. More than three quarters of 
respondents use the footpaths at least once a month. 
 

13 



 
 

33%

67%

Any difficulties with the footpaths?

Yes No

 
 
A third of respondents had experienced problems using local footpaths, as their comments 
describe below: 
 
� Various parts of footpaths & bridleways are being obstructed and damaged; churned mud 

extensively is problem; uncivil challenges by one landowner. Seriously affects those who 
come here & may well result in loss of business to the Pub, viability of which is important to 
Hungarton as well as the owners.  

� Some footpaths require us to lift our Black Labrador over stiles. The permissive footpath 
from the former cheese store has now been blocked by a barbed wire fence - we have 
walked this path for 35 years.  

� Thick mud after and before bridge.  
� Some styles difficult with dogs. Some gates & bridges in poor condition on them.  
� Some of the stiles could be more dog friendly especially on the Baggrave estate.  
� Use of dog friendly access.  
� Stiles - increasing in number - present a significant access problem for walkers with dogs 

and (one assumes) walkers with disabilities.  
� Stile at OS grid ref 691072, reached by path from Brook Cottage/Gables is set on slope at 

point that is difficult to elevate oneself/mud collection point; similarly, difficult, new, 
secondary style at brook end of bridge near to Cotheridge (OS ref 692073). Why not new 
style gates: very important paths used by many (often elderly) walking groups (using pub 
etc.). Also (unnecessary) secondary style at 708608 at point of Quenby Lodge - before 
stream crossing - all makes use of footpaths more difficult. Q13 Grid ref 705075: bridleway 
route has always been preserved across fields from road when used for arable purposes - 
now just ploughed up.  

� Difficulties associated with Quenby Lodge Farm land x3 
� Some dog unfriendly stiles.  
� Ploughed fields, gateways overgrown and gate fastenings hard to operate. Broken branches 

obstructing right of ways.  
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� Some stiles (probably about half in total) are not dog friendly.  
� Cuttings from recently cut hedgerows have been left blocking access to stiles. Some fields 

have been ploughed over the entire field making it awkward to walk over & leaving no 
defined footpath. In some areas stiles have been demolished and are left in a pile beside 
the footpath.  

� There has been an increase in dog waste in recent years, but I am not optimistic that this 
will improve. We are so rural that dogs are generally not cleaned up by their owners. It's not 
a big deal.  

� By the old cheese store.  
� Dog waste and loose dogs.  
� Some styles are unsuitable for disabled people and dogs (Baggrave Estate).  
� Lack of dog gates on Baggrave land. This may become an issue more locally in the future.  
� Some footpaths are not accessible if you have a large dog, especially those on the Baggrave 

Estate. Horses churn up footpaths.  
� Could be better signage in places. E.g. arrow directions.  
� Sometimes lack of signposting.  
� The path beyond the stream, now that there is a style there, is very dangerous. Dogs and 

owners will almost certainly receive electric shocks from the electric fence whilst trying to 
negotiate it.  

� The new stile into the field after the bridge over the brook is a nuisance, the path is so 
slippery it's dangerous and now the route has been limited it's just getting worse.  

 
 
 
Landowners’ difficulties with footpath maintenance and public use of paths on 
their land 
 
Two landowners reported problems while a third landowner had had no problems. Comments 
are listed below: 
 

Maintenance: 
� The footpath on the north side of the lake [at Baggrave] is extremely difficult to access 

when work is required.  
 
Public usage: 

� People often veer off the footpath which is frustrating. They don't all respect that it is 
private.  
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Many years ago there were allotments in the Parish.  In recent years the need for allotments 
has been raised with the Parish Council. This questionnaire sought to establish how many 
people would be interested in taking an allotment if provided.  
 
 

7%
19%

27%

47%

Would you like an allotment?

Yes, definitely Yes, probably Probably not No

 
 
 
5 respondents said that they would definitely take on an allotment if available.  A further 14 
said that they would probably be interested in taking on an allotment. One landowner 
suggested that they might be able to offer land for this.  
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A frequent discussion point during Hungarton’s Neighbourhood Planning process so far has 
been the issue of global warming and our contribution to the solution through carbon 
reduction. This is set against the potentially conflicting wish of some parishioners to minimise 
the number of solar panels and wind turbines within the Parish.  Parishioners were asked for 
their opinions about renewable energy in the Parish. 
 

 
 

75% would be happy to see an increase in the Parish, but 25% do not want to see any more 
renewables in the Parish. 
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A community energy scheme?

 
 
Considerable cautious (‘tell me more’) interest was expressed.  This will need to be followed up. 
 
Respondents made the following comments: 

 
� Any renewable energy initiatives that may be put in place to help combat climate change 

should be closely looked at. Obviously any future schemes or initiatives should be 
considered within the remit of carefully protecting greenfield sites open spaces and other 
areas of vital importance within the whole parish. Each initiative should be open to 
discussion by all villagers to ensure that all matters are taken into consideration in providing 
for and protecting all aspects of the village.  

� Renewable is best placed off-shore and more re-search is needed into viability and 
economic.  

� Sounds interesting but would like more detail particularly with regard to Solar & Ground 
Source.  

� Solar panels fine but not wind turbines if spoil views.  
� For older residents it clearly depends on the financial outlay. In principle I support this kind 

of idea.  
� Too late, the Feed in Tariffs are no longer viable. 
� Cost might be an issue.  
� For a Parish/village of our size, this is a non-starter. It would compromise the rural nature of 

our surroundings and possibly attract those not really willing to share the proceeds i.e. 
opportunists.  

� Good idea for those living in close proximity within the village. It could not work for those 
living outside the village on their own.  

� Very keen to see if there is a way forward with this. But there have to be enough 
parishioners who are serious about it.  

 
 

In response to a 
statement that several 
other parishes are 
starting to develop their 
own community energy 
generating capacity, 
people were asked if 
they would be 
interested in exploring 
this for Hungarton 
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Parishioners were asked whether they wanted to protect open green spaces within the village 
of Hungarton. These areas had been identified at earlier consultations and by site assessment 
against National and District criteria.      

 

 
 

All of the spaces illustrated in the map were considered worth protecting by the majority of 
residents (ranging from 78% - 93%) responding to the questionnaire. The other area that 
several people commenting thought should be protected was Hungarton Spinney (see 
comments below). 

 
� The field to the left of Coalbaulk (above 5) and also the field to the right of Coalbaulk which runs 

across to the Black Boy as they have the potential for a large scale housing development if not 
protected  

� Hungarton Spinney x2  
� Hungarton Spinneys  
� The spinneys and the fields west of Barley Leas  
� Hungarton Spinney, the spinney off Millennium Green, the lost villages, all ridge & furrow fields 
� Land fronting onto Main Street between Manor house and Town End. See answer to Q10  
� The large field and associated land to the north of the village which is not highlighted on this 

map but is just as important to the character of Hungarton Parish as the other green spaces 
shown.  

� Washpit, area between Town End and Manor House.  
� Hungarton Spinney should be protected   
� The area within the blue line behind Town End and the houses on Main Street. And the area 

west of the pub and the adjacent houses. So that we have a protective barrier around the whole 
village  

� The field which connects the end of Church Lane to the park and a foot path runs through it  
� Possibility; demolish village hall replace Village Hall with car parking on plan section 5 field 

opposite Town End, then preserve part of remaining land suitable for other village activities. 
Build 2 or 3 small houses on the original Village Hall site. 
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80% are concerned about HGV’s and vehicle speed and the condition of roads. The lack of 
community transport is of concern to 54% but junctions and parked vehicles are of less 
concern. The lack of community transport does not appear to be a major concern among the 
parishioners who responded in this survey. 

 
Further comments are as follows: 

 
� Too much traffic and HGVs, and going too fast  
� Vehicles approaching Millennium Green area drive very fast. Many pot holes appearing 

effectively narrowing areas of road in places. HGVs contribute to damage on roads. Lack of 
transport inhibits who can live in the village.  

� Important to discourage HGV's re proposed chicken farm passing through Hungarton 
� As the parent of a young child I am critically concerned about any increase in vehicles, 

especially larger HGV type and any speeding vehicles. I have found particular problems with 
the traffic increase and inconsiderate parking/road use by the hunt and followers in the 
village.   

� Particularly concerned about HGV, especially those heading for the new anaerobic 
digester/chicken factory. There must be zero tolerance breeches of agreement/rules.  

� We need to re-inforce the weight restriction to stop HGVs going to Manor Farm through the 
village.  

� HGVs connected with Development & use of AD/chickens will need constant monitoring & 
action when necessary. Serious roadside ruts & poor repairs of potholes Parking at Town 
End needs attention - 6/7 spaces could be created by substituting the 2 grass areas with 

TRANSPORT 
Parishioners were asked 
about 6 transport issues 
which had been 
identified during earlier 
discussions. They were 
asked to say how 
concerned they are on a 
scale of 1 to 5 with 5 
being the most 
concerned. 
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hard-standing & parking at right-angles to the road. Pavements in poor condition (by Open 
Reach boxes) & obstructed in places by parked cars & overgrown hedges.  

� There are some who have no regard for a safe speed - people from our own village 
included.  

� A lot of speeding takes place down Barley Leas and up out of the village - there's a children's 
play area there! When I'm old I won't be able to drive!  

� Speed restrictions needed on Baggrave Hall road. Milk & Oil tankers vital to village, Hunt 
lorries are not. Transport to GP & dental appointments needs to be available. As I can't 
return to previous pages - a system for collecting prescriptions would be valuable. 

� Speed on entering the village near the playground / village hall. Cars going too fast. Better 
signage might help. 

� Re speed of vehicles: great concern re speed of cars and delivery vans and farm traffic down 
Coal Baulk onto Main Street, in particular: fearful re pedestrian, children on bikes and horse 
riders; also householders maneuvering cars - danger of accident.  

� Speed is an issue on many of the roads outside the village especially the Coplow Road which 
is used as a rat run. Some HGV use is inevitable and acceptable. There should be no willful 
increase through new business development if possible. As a proportion of the village 
residents get older it would be appropriate to develop some form of community transport 
scheme.  

� Speed of school buses.  
� Church Lane is deteriorating. Delivery vans drive too fast and can be a hazard.  
� Parked vehicles render disabled walking impossible. Existing pavements ghastly!  
� There are taxis! The cost of occasional taxi use would be covered by the savings of not 

having a car, tax etc.  
� Poor road surfaces (potholes etc.)  
� The condition of roads is a major problem, especially Ingarsby Lane. The lack of community 

transport is a problem but not one which can easily be changed as many small villages do 
not have transport.  
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34%

66%

Would you be interested in a car sharing 
scheme?

Yes No

 
 
A third of those taking part in this survey would be interested in taking part in a car or lift 
sharing scheme.  
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60% would be willing to take passengers for medical appointments, 48% for shopping but far 
fewer are willing to take passengers to work - this may be because many of the respondents are 
retired, or work from home. 
 
 
 
 
 

22 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 

37%

63%

More business development?

Yes No

 
 
63% say they would not like to see business development in the parish while 37% would. The 
comments reflect concerns about noisy, industrial businesses affecting the rural location and 
potential to cause traffic or transport issues.  
 
Some say that smaller, rural-suitable businesses or those that would enhance village life, such a 
shop, would be more acceptable.   
 
� I do not feel that development in the form of physical buildings is required but the provision 

of high speed broadband would be invaluable for those wishing either to work entirely from 
home or wishing to work partly from home as well as making advertising, contacting 
potential customers etc. much easier.  

� Post Office or exercise classes etc. in village hall.  
� Necessary for a sustainable future but needs to be on an appropriate scale.  
� Afraid there won't be enough controls to stop development changing the whole character 

of the village. Depending on the nature of the 'business' there might be more noise, 
pollution, traffic etc.  

� This is a farming area to provide food for the nation NOT factory farming.  
� It's not suitable for the area.  
� increased noise and traffic.  
� It’s a village with poor transport links.  
� Would bring extra traffic.  
� Lack of space.  
� Sufficient at present.  

BUSINESS 
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� Depends on the nature of the business. Small businesses with limited visual impact that do 
not generate large quantities of waste or need greater vehicular access to the village would 
be good. When the cheese business operated it appeared most of the staff had to come 
from outside the village.  

� I do not believe the infrastructure is adequate for commercial use.  
� Combining business development with chicken farm/AD. Local road congestion a worrying 

future development.  
� This would cause more movement of traffic within the village.  
� Currently most people at work leave & return to the village in a concentrated period in the 

morning & evening, however, there is already an increasing amount of traffic in & around 
the village throughout the day. I feel that additional business development would only 
further increase this traffic.  

� Anything as long as it doesn't produce noise, smells or excessive increase in traffic. Possibly 
a care home so we can all stay here when we get old.  

� Plenty of people work from home. Commercial development belongs in a commercial zone, 
not Hungarton. Agriculture is essential to Hungarton.  

� Unless small home based confined to home.  
� I have neutral views on this. It depends on the type of business.  
� There are/need to be some places where business development does not occur. Currently 

Hungarton has very little and it suits the village to be so.  
� Not particularly, any business opportunity should be led by demand and evolve 'organically'. 

Also be home based or within person’s property. The village doesn't need/want increased 
traffic that could be generated by more businesses.  

� It depends on type and impact.  
� Happy for home offices to increase and perhaps some craft workshops. Prefer no allied 

increase in traffic.  
� Farming/rural businesses diversifying re tourism/retail/development - e.g., LEADER funding. 

Development of pub offering.  
� Depends on the type of development? if there was a business which could improve the 

village that would be nice e.g. a village shop.  
� Anything that would require a marked increase in traffic would not fit in with a conservation 

village ideal.  
� Small offices/workshops. Facilities for small businesses are essential for local employment 

and for the village to thrive. We had to go to Uppingham to find an office to work from!  
� Light industrial, craft or office.  
� Rural offices which could provide local employment and avoid the need for long commutes.  
� Small cottage industries e.g. at the cheese farm.  
� Noise levels low restricted small from home. 
� Small scale rural offices Small.  
� Rural Type - Crafts, Pottery, Nursery.  
� Rurally sympathetic.  
� Rural business.  
� Office based/micro manufacture/craft.  
� Small scale start-up development.  

24 



 
 

� Small independent - non industrial.  
� Small shop managed by volunteers. Light industrial i.e. joiner/carpenters workshop.  
� Small businesses operating from home, creative businesses.  
� Small business contained within existing properties.  
� Should be modest in size, appropriate to a rural community and not generate significant 

traffic (especially HGV).  
� Small scale rural.  
� A small shared workspace / studio would be great. 
� Whatever can be done to bring variety, diversity and life to the village. 

 
 

13%

87%

Are you employed by a local business? 

Yes No

 
 
13% of those responding in this survey are employed by a local business and 12% currently run 
a business in the Parish. In the main these are professional services businesses with 1 or 2 
employees.  
 
Superfast broadband is what these businesses say they need most in the Parish, and there is 
some interest in a meeting place to allow businesses to network together within the Parish. 
 
Respondents listed the type of businesses which employed them as follows: 
 

� IT Consultancy. 
� Gardening/handyman (on an ad hoc basis). 
� A primary school.  
� Health Service and Theatre.  
� Internet based vehicle leasing broker which is local (Billesdon) but is outside of the Parish.  
� The Pub.  
� My business, farming. 
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16%

84%

Do you operate a business in the parish?

Yes No

 
 
16% run a business in the Parish: 
 

� Farming.  
� Home-based IT Consultancy.  
� I am currently in the early stages of 

getting my idea off the ground - 
Gardening. Environmental and 
household maintenance services.  

� Consultant Solicitor - work at home.  
� Educational psychology service.  
� Work from home as part of 

Accountancy practice.  

� Legal services.  
� Possible consultancy in future.  
� Business Advice/Professional Services 

Consultancy.  
� Public house.  
� Creative design, education, 

development work with young 
people.  

� A social enterprise.  
 

 

46%54%

Are you a sole trader?

Yes No

 
About half of businesses is the Parish are sole traders. 

How many people do 
you employ? 
 
1, 2, 4, 1, 1, 1, 3, 10, 1, 2 
= 26 total  
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Are there any constraints on your business?   
12 responded, all saying ‘no’. 
 
Comments:  
 

� Work from home.  
� Not aware of any at this very early stage.  
� N/a - could always go to the office.  
� Now that superfast broadband is here it's brilliant! 

 
 

 
 
� Superfast broadband is a must!  
� Now have superfast and signed up so not an issue now.  
� Small shop (newspaper, chocolate, milk)  
� Local people networking, knowing about each other's businesses and seeking ways to work 

together to enable the businesses to flourish and grow 
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General comments 
 

Parishioners were also asked for their comments in general. There was a strong response to this 

question and a wide range of comments given.  These are listed as follows: 

 

� Although I have lived in Hungarton for a relatively short time I am fully aware what a special 

village it is, and one that deserves full protection to ensure the continuation of its unique 

character. We must do everything possible to safeguard all green spaces, footpaths, village 

events and amenities and more and NOT allow any actions, including unwanted and 

unneeded housing developments that would destroy the most important aspects of rural 

life especially in such a small village with vital but clearly limited amenities and 

infrastructure. We should work as a village to offer the best possible future for all, whilst 

respecting the past.  

� Serious threats to quality of village life becoming clear; these risk destroying efforts & 

contributions of villagers and landowners over so many years in the past to serve the 

Community as a whole  

� Maintaining the balance between progress and preservation is a challenge facing all rural 

communities. Having lived here for over 30 years I think Hungarton isn't doing too badly. 

However, I'm becoming concerned about people moving into the village who seem unaware 

of what it takes to maintain 'community spirit", i.e. involvement/commitment. I wonder if a 

booklet outlining our village values, activities, history, opportunities etc., could be popped 

through the letterbox of new arrivals, along with the village mag.  

� More facilities please - for the community and for small businesses please  

� Nice area, leave buildings and add solar panels. Houses built should be eco and modern.  

� Grit deposited on verges is wasted, we need grit bins.  

� We love our Parish, and would hope that any minor expansion will be considerate of it's 

extremely well balanced character and community.  

� A really beautiful place - whatever change we agree to, we need to think about allowing the 

village (and parish) to change too much. The mixture of historic buildings and layout of the 

community - an eighteenth century village in a medieval landscape - are relatively rare for 

this part of the Midlands and need to be preserved as much as possible.  

� Hungarton's unique character as an eighteenth century village in a medieval landscape 

should be preserved.  

� Hungarton parish offers something of great value both to its residents (present and future) 

and to the many visitors to it: a characterful village (high interest/integrity architecturally & 

in amenities to all) most importantly located in an important green belt zone, and in an 

important part of 'High Leicestershire". It must never be underestimated that these are of 

value to all leisure pursuits and their associated contribution to physical, emotional and 

spiritual well-being; and they are of value to all who live in and visit this place. Location is a 

core contributor to wellbeing and happiness; location is easily lost forever & so its potential 

to contribute to all who move in and through it. Q6: high spec eco houses takes into 

account the time period stated in Q5 but consideration must be made of the way they could 

blend into the landscape. It is a wonderful place to live. We are happy to help improve the 

quality of the environment for everyone in the Parish.  
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� Most people live here because it is quiet and tranquil and like it as it is.  
� Hungarton is a friendly and relaxed village. It's important we retain that feel and carefully 

develop what we have without changing the dynamic and feel.  
� We understand the need for development but it would be a shame to spoil this wonderful 

village.  
� The amount of general litter, (most discarded from cars) & the increase in fly tipping is a 

concern. On my travels throughout the county (especially in the Charnwood Borough) I 
often see litter pickers clearing the hedgerows & verges. In my 28 years here I have never 
seen anything like this.  

� It's a great place to live but the "community" aspect of it seems to be fading somewhat.  
� I am very concerned about the presence and impact of factory farming and would not want 

any extension of the present facilities. Re Q10: The Washout is an obvious site but the 
approach road by the old Ashby Arms/Barnacle House/Church is not suitable for greater 
traffic flow. The land between Town End and Manor House is a useful area of open 
space/wildlife corridor.  

� Very good place to live in at the moment but feel constantly threatened by the pace of 
change these days and invariably an erosion of quality.  

� Parish Council needs to encourage people to attend meetings.  
� We presume that people choose to live here because they like it. Not all change is for the 

better and we will be forced to change in some ways over the years, why leap in and 
volunteer needlessly for things that may never have to happen. If residents strongly don't 
like things the way they are, they can move. For those that have no option but to stay, let's 
keep it as pleasant and uncluttered as we can: tranquil, serene, beautiful - with skylarks and 
buzzards overhead, hares and muntjac in the hedges -- and a chicken farm on the horizon. 
We have problems looming, let’s not ask for/create more.  

� Re the question on number of new houses - I would prefer more smaller houses to improve 
the housing mix, but if they are 4 bed + I would want a minimum number built.  

� It is a quiet country parish. We all work together well with good community spirit. We look 
after each other, may it continue.  

� This is the most significant survey and opportunity to preserve our historic village. Too many 
ugly, poorly designed, modern houses have been built in the past. No More!  

� This is a wonderful village with a community spirit that is currently undergoing a major 
change and efforts need to be made to reverse this trend.  

� I love living in the village as it is I know there has to be change but any changes should be in 
keeping with the type of village it is. Communal allotments were mentioned at the open 
meeting I think this would be a good idea.  

� A great place to live but like the "Marie Celeste" during the day. New housing, limited and 
carefully planned, is needed.  

� This is a special village which has so far not been spoilt by too much in filling and over 
development whilst accepting some limited development will be necessary we must retain 
the character of the village which has been lost in many similar villages in the area.  

� I know it is a privilege to live in Hungarton, and feel with large scale building estates at 
Scraptoft, Houghton, Kibworth, and other areas proposed, the green spaces are rapidly 
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being eroded and once under concrete will be lost forever, and ultimately small villages and 
hamlets melt into large estates.  

� Any bus service could connect with other services i.e. at Billesdon or another village to 
facilitate more alternative destinations and allowing more time to shop before returning. 
That could also help patients visiting the doctor or hairdresser.  

� Positivity is key to happiness and success. I want Hungarton to be a place that strives to be 
the very best it can be, that exudes positivity and that works together, in a spirit of equality, 
to make the good decisions necessary to have a happy, positive and successful future.  

� When considering the look and feel of the road scape, the spaces in between houses matter 
nearly as much as making sure any new build suits the area. New build should be restricted 
to new sites - not infill.  

� I feel that, as with any village, a small number of people feel that their views are more 
important than those of anyone else and as a result not everyone feels it's worthwhile 
giving their opinion. I believe if you live in the village you should have an equal say in things 
that impact on you as a resident, whether you've lived here for ten years or forty, rather 
than feeling like it's a competition as to who has lived here the longest. The Neighbourhood 
Plan will be a good way to capture wider views. I think it would be really healthy for the 
village community to have a wider socio-economic mix, which would be possible through 
careful selection of additional housing types. There are positive ways of embracing change 
and considering the needs of others without being insular and focused on self.  
 

 
Survey Respondents 
14% of the respondents consider themselves to have a disability. 
 

 
 
Responses to this question about the number of years lived in the Parish show a recent influx. 
25% have lived here for less than 6 years whilst the largest category shows 33% of the 
respondents have lived in the parish for over 25 years.  
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In summary, a strong response to the Neighbourhood Development Plan Community Questionnaire 
has demonstrated a set of clear concerns and preferences amongst the respondents in our Parish.  
This offers a good steer to the Parish Council as it progresses with the development of the Hungarton 
Neighbourhood Development Plan. These results will be taken into account as part of the evidence 
gathered to develop the Plan policies. 
 
Please Note 
Verbatim comments listed in the summary report have been amended in a few instances to remove 
details which might identify respondents or other individuals. 
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1. Background 

a) Project Brief 

Two Neighbourhood Planning Open Events took place on 14 and 15 May 2016. The 
events took place between 2:00 pm and 5:00 pm on Saturday 14 May and between 10:00 
am and 1:00 pm on Sunday 15 May at the Village Hall. 

The aim of this event was to inform the community of progress on the Neighbourhood Plan 
and to share the emerging policies that are being developed in areas such as 
environmental protections; housing allocations; mix and design; heritage; community 
facilities and services; traffic and transport and business. 

b) Publicity 
 

The drop-in event was promoted in the following ways: 
 

• Flyers were produced and delivered by hand to every address in the Parish 
 

• The event was publicised in the April and May Parish Newsletters 
 

• An eflyer (the front cover of the flyer below) was sent to 87 parish email address as 
a reminder on May 8 and 12 

• On Sunday 15 May one of the Parish Councillors and the Committee Secretary 
knocked on doors throughout the village to encourage attendance. 
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2. Format of Event 

a) Process on the day 
 

 
Sign in 

 
Committee and theme group members welcomed visitors on arrival 
and asked them to sign in 

 
Background 

 
The first displays introduced Neighbourhood Planning and 
described the process that is being followed by Hungarton Parish 
Council, and progress to date. 

 
Information 

 
Copies of finalised Neighbourhood Plans were available for people 
to read as they walked around the displays, along with documents 
describing the process. A copy of the Harborough District Council 
Draft Local Plan, which is out for consultation, was available to be 
read. 

 
Consultation 
on key 
issues 

 
A series of display boards were spread across the room, each of 
which described a particular issue within the Neighbourhood Plan, 
and summarised the policy to which it relates. These included the 
broad themes of : 

! Local Green Space and Environment 
! Housing, Design and heritage 
! Businesses and Employment 
! Traffic and Transport 
! Community Facilities 

People were also asked to comment on the appropriateness of 
housing sites, Local Green Space designations, local heritage 
assets; and locations of wildflowers.  

 
Having read the displays, attendees were asked to comment on 
each policy using post-it notes and to place them on flip-chart 
paper under each display. In this way comments were recorded. 

 
Visual maps 

 
A range of maps were available to be viewed including ancient 
maps of Hungarton.  
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b) Display Boards 
 

Wlidflowers                                               Housing 

        
 

Heritage                                                        Design 
 

                    
 

                 Environment                                  Employment and transport 
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c) List of attendees 

A list of attendees is available separately. 
 

69 people attended the event  
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3. Results 
 
HOUSING 
 
Housing provision: Policy H1 
 
11 people said they agreed with this policy. 1 disagreed. 
Comments: 

• Happy with the policy proposed 
• ALL houses built should be part of the imposed quota 
• 5 dwellings for the life of the plan sounds perfect 
• eco-house must be included in total if it is approved = 6 new! 
• I still have some reservations about whether the village either needs or can support 

any new housing and feel that green spaces should be protected at all times 
• If any houses are built they must be of suitable materials and well constructed.  Not 

sure about 5 or 6 new properties and must be in keeping with the conservation 
village. 

 
Housing Allocations: Policy H2 
 
11 people supported this policy.  3 specifically supported starter homes 
 
Comments: 

• Development site 1, totally agree to a conversion will enhance the village 
• 2 starters and one bungalow? 
• Starter homes!! 
• Difficult to comment what ‘market’ is being aimed for and if so are starter homes 

meant for sale or rent 
• 2 starter homes is a fair percentage for the population of Hungarton 

 
Starter homes:  
 
10 people said they agreed with this policy. 4 people disagreed 
 
Comments: 

• No evidence of a requirement 
• No. Expensive for people who have to commute to work/schools 
• Starter homes normally mean smaller & cheap May not be a good idea for 

Hungarton 
• More affordable homes for younger people 
• How old is a younger person – 17, 35, 40? 
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• Starter homes don’t seem to work here - from experience!  
• We need more affordable starter homes for local/young people 
• Why local? Why has Town End house not been sold then? 
• OK in principle does it work in practice? (x2) 

 
Reserve sites: Policy H3 
 
8 people said that they agreed. 3 disagreed. Others favoured one site more than the 
other, 6 were concerned about Washpit (flooding and access) and 3 about the Town 
End site. 
 
Comments: 

• Washpit may flood (x3) 
• I would strongly disagree with any housing/developments being placed on the 

allocated reserve sites due to likely damage to woodland/green space etc. it seems 
unnecessary in such a small village 

• Washpit road condition unsuitable and unfit for amount of traffic any development 
would produce 

• Washpit – width of road, condition of road access issue for current residents of 
Church Lane. 

• Worried that Town End site is not restricted and could lead to a mini-estate in future 
(x2) 

• Agree – only as genuine reserves 
• Reserve 1 OK , not sure about Washpit re drainage 
• A great shame to develop between Town End and Manor House.  This sort of infill is 

what spoils the village centre.  Much better to develop beyond town End – up the 
field 

• If Orchard and Washpit developed will have 2 developments either side.  Gordon is 
away currently but should be consulted 

• Development at Washpit must not erode Spinney or create flooding/pollution 
 
Development Boundary: Policy H4 
 
18 people agree with the proposed development boundary.  One did not agree. 
Comments: 

• The existing boundary should be maintained 
• The boundary must be either at this level or even smaller – imperative t is not 

allowed to ‘creep’ outwards! 
• Keep the boundary as defined.  If need is shown for 5 more houses no extension 

beyond Conservation village borders. 
• I had rather see the village continue up the streets outside the boundary than crowd 

in more inside 
• Important the boundary is strictly adhered to (x2) 
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Housing mix: Policy H5 
 
12 people said they agreed with this policy. One strongly. Some concerns were 
expressed. 
Comments: 

• Yes the right mix 
• Interests of diversity (e.g. age) key to maintaining village/community identity 
• Mix is imperative. 2 bed and single storey are desirable to maintaining a good and 

vibrant population 
• Agree that 2-3 bed starter homes and single storey accommodation would be great 

(x3) 
• Starter homes so we don’t lose our youth! Priority village residents/offspring.  MUST 

blend. 
• Yes 2-3 bed and single storey 
• No transport for affordable housing 
• If any houses are built then a good mix of types is imperative 
• Mix important but question properties for the very elderly because of the lack of 

public transport 
• Would there be sufficient support re transport /services for elderly/disabled residents 
• Smaller type properties are essential to encourage younger people. Lowest 

important 
• If we do have development imposed on the village a mix is important to ensure that 

all those who wish to use them have the same level of opportunity 
 
Built Heritage: Policy H6 
 
People were asked to indicate which of a range of buildings they considered to be of 
historic significance, either in their own right and/or because of their ‘group value’ in the 
context of the buildings around them.  Stickers were applied. 
 
The Old School House [c.1870] 
 

24 stickers 

Sunnyside [1769 origins, pair to listed 
Bluebell Cottage, marking the 
entrance to the village] 

21 stickers 

The Paddocks [1774 origins as 2 
cottages] 

15 stickers 
 

The Hollies [probably C17th origins, 
1772 date plaque, considered for 
listing 2015, marks entrance to 
village] 

18 stickers 

Old Cottage [1772 as above] 16 stickers 
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The Cottage [1775 as two cottages] 15 stickers 
Vicary House [1770 as 3 cottages] 20 stickers 
The Old Forge [C18th façade] 21 stickers 
The Barns, Church Lane [1700 
origins] 

16 stickers 

Cotheridge [C18th origins] 9 stickers 
Long Cottage [1728 as 3 cottages] 16 stickers 
The Close [mid C19th] 15 stickers 
Rose Cottage [origins late C18th as 
range of buildings] 

16 stickers 

The Old Post House [c.1810] 16 stickers 
Christmas Cottage [late C18th 
origins?] 

12 stickers 

Jasmine Cottage [late C18th origins] 15 stickers 
Wesleyan Chapel [c1893, replacing 
earlier 1846 chapel] 

16 stickers 

Hope Farm Cottage [1773 date 
plaque] 

12 stickers 

The Black Boy [C18th at rear] 10 stickers 
Swedish Houses [svenska hus – 
post-WW2 housing – few remaining 
narionally] 

12 stickers 

Ingarsby Station 11 stickers 
Old Station Master’s House 10 stickers 
 
Comments: 

• These buildings are not listed but nevertheless need to be protected and considered 
re any development 

• Unfortunately so many of the old brick walls of houses have been painted white or 
cream in the Conservation area.  Suggest that subtle historic heritage colours could 
be used instead 

• The village has such a fantastic number of buildings with heritage that needs to be 
given whatever protection is available from any effect of any possible development 

• Should be listed to keep the village Main Street view 
• Can we change all the kerbstones to granite sets as a Community Action? 
• Important to preserve 1700/1800 buildings (x5) 

 
Design: Policy H7 
 
12 people said they agreed with this policy.  2 people did not agree. There were also 
some significant qualified agreements (see below). 
Comments: 

• As long as this does not prevent energy efficient construction 
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• This all sounds good.  Can the principles be added to the village website so we all 
have easy access to it? 

• The village is in need of distinctive housing rather than a rigid template which does 
not take account of future building developments i.e. new technologies 

• I believe it is possible to incorporate modern materials that complement and 
enhance traditional materials.  Therefore I consider it right to consider modern 
designs that use quality products provided they reflect and compliment the old. 

• Whilst I broadly agree I believe that the guidance as set out is too prescriptive.  
There needs to be a place for good design using other materials that is sympathetic 
to the existing village.  Good design includes consideration of location and impact on 
neighbouring properties and the village scene.  There are some dreadful examples 
of pastiche developments – these examples are, in my opinion, far less desirable 
than good, sympathetic modern design. 

• White windows on white painted would look dreadful 
• Fully agree – it is important that the nature of the village is preserved. 
• Variety of styles is important but ? ? keeping with village context 
• Character of Hungarton must be maintained and any future building should have off 

road parking as most families have at least two cars. 
• Hungarton is full of charm.  New buildings should reflect this and be in keeping with 

neighbouring properties. 
• Sustainability and environmentally sound? must also be of  ? importance 
• As the proposed building of 5/6 new houses very close to any village property it is 

essential the design meld with these older buildings and not be of ‘jarring’ modern 
designs 

• The character of Hungarton would be compromised if a completely modern new 
build were to be erected.  Must all be in keeping and look as though they have been 
there as long as its neighbour. 

• Whilst in broad agreement that the essential character of the Georgian village 
should be maintained, I am cautious of laying down guidance that, whilst it ? for the 
run of houses, might rule out an innovative and exciting design which would 
enhance the village-scape. Even the Georgian houses were modern once. We 
should not attempt to freeze time 

• I agree broadly, I think some of the detail is a bit too prescriptive!  I think it is 
important to consider the variety of styles within the village.  For me the importance 
is in design that takes into account locally sourced materials and blends rather than 
being a completely standardised design. 

• Broadly agree as keeping to styles is good.  However there are more styles than 
this.  For example 40% of the village’s houses are white painted and forcing people 
to have white windows is a step too far. 

• New houses to consider use of wheelchairs – future proof 
• Whilst maintaining opposition in principle [to development] I feel that these 

guidelines offer the best level of protection against ‘out of character’ housing or 
anything out of keeping with the village as a whole 

 
Tandem Development: Policy H8 
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24 people agreed with this policy. Two did not agree. 
 
Comments: 

• You do not live in a village to hear your close neighbours argue 
• Tandem development is a BAD idea and once started will catch on.  It should be 

wholeheartedly resisted 
• Not just for neighbours but to avoid overcrowded feel to village 
• Tandem Development is not objectionable per se. If there is no impact on safety, 

amenity security and disturbance why should there be any objection? On principle - I 
think not! 

• I'm totally against tandem development in Hungarton. NO TANDEM of any sort. 
• Definite concerns about tandem development. 

There was also a discussion about the merits of the current application at Willowghyll, 
supporting the proposal, not listed here.   
 
ENVIRONMENT 
 
Protection Of Local Green Spaces: Policy ENV1 
 
17 said they people agreed with this policy. 
Comment: 

• It is absolutely vital that all green spaces/open spaces are given the full level of 
available protection- no concessions should be made now or in the future. 

 
Important open spaces: Community Action ENV 1 
 
18 people said they agreed with this Community Action. 
Comments: 

• Vital for people’s well-being. 
• A rather random list? 
• Spaces must be protected for historical significance and future generations 
• All open spaces need protecting especially those very close to the village 

boundaries 
 
Other significant natural environment sites: Policy ENV2 
 
12 people said they agree with this policy. 
Comments: 

• Absolutely essential for the village’s future 
• Agree but the list could be more thorough. 

 
Important trees and woodland: Policy ENV3 
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12 people said they agree with this policy. 
Comments: 

• Not just protecting trees – more trees! The policy should include this aspiration 
• Could be more trees 
• Trees also need full protection and look at programme of further tree planting across 

village/Parish 
• Need to highlight existing trees, newly planted trees and need for further planting of 

trees on agricultural land and on margins of agricultural  land; needs to extend 
scope as far as possible beyond immediate village boundaries 

• I agree (obviously!) with the ‘more trees’ persons.  What is needed is people to allow 
trees to be planted on their land and tree project will plant and care for. Pam 

 
Biodiversity: Policy ENV 4/Community Action ENV2 
 
10 people said they agree with this policy. Additional sightings were added to the list 
provided. 
Comment: 

• Could one stop households cutting hedges during bird nesting seasons? 
 
Protection of other sites of historical significance: Policy ENV5 
Ridge and Furrow: Policy ENV6 
 
18 people said they agree with these policies. 
Comments:  

• The Ridge and furrow surrounding the village must be preserved, it defines the 
village 

• All ridge and furrow to be protected as once it has gone it has gone forever 
• Protection is very important 
• Must always remain protected 
• Protect all areas within parish boundaries 
• All possible areas lying within the village/parish boundaries should be given the 

most protection possible for future generations 
• Excellent work and presentation whole heartedly agree with all 3 areas [hedges, 

views included]. 
 
Hedges: Policy ENV7/Community Action ENV3 
 
24 people said they agree with this policy. 
Comments: 

• I think we should protect all the hedges (x5) 
• As many as possible should be protected 
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• More hedges for nesting and protection of soil needed 
• Any help to fund [hedges] helpful to landowners 
• Work with Woodland Trust? 
• Protecting of wildlife important. Our hedges are a very important landscape. Our 

countryside essential to wildlife and nesting birds. 
• Protect 
• No hedges should be (?) in any way – all hedges are vital to biodiversity of local 

fauna and flora and should be fully protected. 
 
Views: Policy ENV8 
 
22 people said they agree with this policy, some strongly, very strongly etc. 
Comments: 

• Once ruled can’t be left unprotected 
• Views important for positive feeling uplifting 
• Strongly agree with anything that can be done to protect /plant tress & hedgerows 

also ridge ad furrow 
• That’s why I live here in this lovely part of Leicestershire protect always 

 
Public Rights of way: ENV9/Community Action ENV4 
 
23 people said they agreed with this policy/Community Action. 
Comments: 

• Keep all rights of way as is 
• There have been recent hindrances caused by changes made to access through 

changing stiles: difficult now for those with some physical movement impediment 
etc.  Should advocate for gated access on paths. 

• Need to engage with local landowners to avoid conflicts.  Better access i.e. replace 
styles with kissing gates 

• Footpaths/Rights of way are a vital/intrinsic part of village/rural life and should be 
protected from harm or any (unreadable) 

• We seem to be well served in this area with Rights of Way.  Thank you to the 
landowners. 

• Essential to maintain the enjoyment we have already been given of the rights of way 
(by generosity of landowners) and need to liaise with them and them with us. 

• Keep footpaths open very important for open space 
• Love walking around the local area 
• Vital for people’s wellbeing: walkers, cyclists, horse riders etc. 
• Keep them all open so important to all our well-being 
• Footpaths are an incredibly important feature of Hungarton and the surrounding 

area I would support all efforts to maintain them 
• Perhaps are threatened by many things it’s great to see they are covered in the 

policy 
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• Protect all Rights of Way and paths 
• The Parish Council needs to plan this and make sure it happens 
• Every effort should be made to maintain the footpaths around the village 
• Current fencing (electric) of farmland sold by Quenby Trust is affecting ease of 

walking footpaths/accessing stiles.  The attitude is on the verge of hostility and not in 
keeping with the spirit of the village and other landowners. 

Request: Could we have a version of this map up by the WI board for walkers? 
 
Sustainable development: Policy ENV10 
Sustainable Drainage: Policy ENV11/Community Action ENV5 
 
18 people agreed with these policies. 
Comments (sustainable development): 

• I agree up to a point , however some energy saving schemes are not allowed, and 
some properties are unable to make environmental saving due to restrictions 

• Agree important  - but solar panels are hideous 
• Yes, but to be most sustainable the emphasis should be on insulation rather than 

eco sources of energy generation 
• Agree increased measures will be essential to combat effects of development and 

climate change 
• Absolutely agree; but I just can’t see how the holistic under…. of the environmental 

perspective allows the ‘arbitrary’ boundary (human) of Charnwood v Harborough to 
bracket off the digester/chicken farm project for inclusion re impact 

• Appropriate scale and character are things that will need monitoring as the plan 
comes into effect.  The parish council helps with this bit 

• Sustainable development massively important as shown in the questionnaire 
responses 

• Agree that sustainability is essential to consider in development. 
Comments (sustainable drainage): 

• Very important that drainage, sewerage are not affected by any development.  All 
new buildings will add an extra load. 

• Agree with policy. Encourage local landowners to work with organisations like the 
Trent Rivers Trust. 

 
Flora 
 
In addition to the information on the display board collected by members of the 
Environment Theme Group the following wildflowers were reported: 
Yellow Rattle; Scarlet Pimpernel; Ladies Smock (by the stream and on the bank on Barley 
Leas); Meadow Salsify; Garlic Mustard; Veronica. One person commented that this was 
the best bit of the whole display. 
Village Farm, Hungarton provided a list of species which is appended separately. 
 
Butterflies 
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(Reported under flora): Tortoiseshell; Peacock; Holly Blue; Brimstone; Cabbage White. 
 
 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
 
Protection of existing: Policy CF1 
 
17 people agreed with this policy 
Comments: 

• Community facilities are very important 
• Absolutely essential 

 
Promoting additional: Policy CF2 
 
17 people agreed with this policy. 
Comments: 

• Stop the annual invasion of the road race.  They don’t own the village but think they 
do. 

• Agree and try to promote more active community input 
• We must protect our community spirit for future generations 
• Community composting 
• No facilities for disabled/wheelchair users.  Access is impossible for wheelchairs 
• Disabled: pavements very poor. Traffic too fast for wheelchair/disability scooter.  

Think about more youthful disabled too. 
• Agree – support for the allotments 

 
ECONOMY 
 
Support For Employment : policy E1 
 
8 people agreed with this policy. 
Comments:  

• Agree but Hungarton is not a large employer so existing work availability is probably 
sufficient 

• Need not to forget link between environmental concerns and quality of access 
(footpaths etc.) and generation of visitors/walkers etc. and use of pub therefore 
employment 

 
Support for new: Policy E2 
 
8 people agreed with this policy. 
1 person agreed strongly. 
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Comments:  
• Respect for the rural and residential nature of the village must be foremost when 

considering new business development 
• E2 Very important! If we work together we can create new business opportunities 
• Any income from employment should be good for the village, helping to ensure 

upkeep 
• Maybe craft small scale business could be encouraged 
• Agree with limitations as to what – where 

 
Home working: Policy E3 
 
10 people agreed with this policy, one very much and one strongly. 
Comments: 

• This is the future for many and could provide local jobs that were once part of a 
village life 

• A good idea 
• A big one for the future and should be helped and encouraged 

 
Farm diversification: Policy E4 
 
10 people agreed with this policy, one strongly. 
Comments: 

• Very important need to find ways for farmers to make a living and employ people 
• Vacant farm buildings are important for swallows, bats and barn owls 
• Agree with reservations: thought a mention of the appalling decision re CHICKEN 

FARM and its very bad potentially on Hungarton: 2 other people agree with this. 
 
Broadband/mobile: Policy E5 
 
8 people agree with this policy. 
 
TRANSPORT 
 
Transport: Policy TI; Community Action CF1 
 
14 people agree with this policy /community action. 
Comments: 

• Non-existent.  Would get nowhere if not for help from neighbours 
• We must not become a ‘rat run” 
• Parking at Town End a very important project 
• Agree to explore any options that improve parking and facilities at Town End 
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SUMMARY 
 
This was an opportunity for people who live in Hungarton to view and comment on the 
emerging policies and to find out more about the process involved. 
 
The comments received demonstrated significant majority agreement for the policies on 
display. 
 
All comments will be taken into account in finalising the Neighbourhood Plan and the draft 
amended where necessary. 
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ant their village w
here 

they live to be and preserving it in 
its present form

 for future 
generations. A

ll I can say is w
ell 

done to the group w
ho spent tim

e 
putting this together a great job. 

M
r and M

rs 
B

ater 
(residents) 

Thanks for these 
w

elcom
e com

m
ents. 

N
one 

2 
 

Y
our N

eighbourhood P
lan falls 

w
ithin the boundary of the 

H
ungarton C

onservation A
rea and 

includes a num
ber of designated 

heritage assets including Q
uenby 

H
all, B

aggrave D
eserted M

edieval 
V

illage, and the C
hurch of S

t. John 
the B

aptist. It w
ill be im

portant that 
the strategy you put together for 
this area safeguards those 
elem

ents w
hich contribute to the 

im
portance of those historic assets. 

This w
ill assist in ensuring they can 

H
istoric 

E
ngland 

N
oted 

N
one 



 
2 

be enjoyed by future generations of 
the area and m

ake sure it is in line 
w

ith national planning policy.  
The conservation officer at 
H

arborough is the best placed 
person to assist you in the 
developm

ent of your 
N

eighbourhood P
lan They can help 

you to consider how
 the strategy 

m
ight address the area’s heritage 

assets. A
t this point w

e don’t 
consider there is a need for H

istoric 
E

ngland to be involved in the 
developm

ent of the strategy for 
your area.  
If you have not already done so, 
w

e w
ould recom

m
end that you 

speak to the staff at Leicestershire 
A

rchaeological S
ociety, w

ho look 
after the H

istoric E
nvironm

ent 
R

ecord and give advice on 
archaeological m

atters. They 
should be able to provide details of 
not only any designated heritage 
assets but also locally-im

portant 
buildings, archaeological rem

ains 
and landscapes. S

om
e H

istoric 
E

nvironm
ent R

ecords m
ay also be 

available on-line via the H
eritage 

G
atew

ay 
(w

w
w

.heritagegatew
ay.org.uk 

<http://w
w

w
.heritagegatew

ay.org.u



 
3 

k>). It m
ay also be useful to involve 

local voluntary groups such as the 
local C

ivic S
ociety, local history 

groups, building preservation 
trusts, etc. in the production of your 
N

eighbourhood P
lan.  

Y
our local authority m

ight also be 
able to provide you w

ith general 
support in the production of your 
N

eighbourhood P
lan. N

ational 
P

lanning P
ractice G

uidance is 
clear that w

here it is relevant, 
N

eighbourhood P
lans need to 

include enough inform
ation about 

local heritage to guide planning 
decisions and to put broader 
strategic heritage policies from

 the 
local authority’s local plan into 
action at a neighbourhood scale. If 
appropriate this should include 
enough inform

ation about local 
non-designated heritage assets 
including sites of archaeological 
interest to guide decisions.  
Further inform

ation and guidance 
on how

 heritage can best be 
incorporated into N

eighbourhood 
P

lans has been produced by 
H

istoric E
ngland. This signposts a 

num
ber of other docum

ents w
hich 

your com
m

unity m
ight find useful in 

helping to identify w
hat it is about 



 
4 

your area w
hich m

akes it distinctive 
and how

 you m
ight go about 

ensuring that the character of the 
area is retained. These can be 
found at:-  
<http://w

w
w

.historicengland.org.uk/
advice/planning/plan-
m

aking/im
prove-your- 

neighbourhood/>  
 

3 
 

The historical detail w
as very 

interesting. 
S

ubject to m
y com

m
ents above, I 

am
 in agreem

ent w
ith the plan. 

W
ell done and w

hat a lot of hard 
w

ork! 

P
am

 S
m

ith, 
resident 

Thank you. 
C

om
m

ents noted. 
N

one 

4 
 

C
an’t fault in any w

ay.  A
 full and 

detailed account of historical and 
present day.  N

othing has been left 
out.  56 pages is a lot to get 
through but a brilliant effort.  
E

xcellent! 

M
arie Lloyd, 

resident 
W

e appreciate the 
com

m
ent. 

N
one 

5 
 

In our previous correspondence 
regarding your em

erging P
lan (our 

letter dated 03 A
ugust 2015, 

reference LT/2006/000111/O
R

-
10/IS

1-L01, (please find copy 
attached)) w

e indicated that the 
environm

ent constraints w
ithin the 

P
lan A

rea w
ere such that it w

ould 
be unlikely that w

e w
ould have any 

bespoke com
m

ents to m
ake on 

E
nvironm

ent 
A

gency 
N

oted 
N

one 



 
5 

those issues w
hich fall w

ithin our 
rem

it. 
6 

 
N

atural E
ngland does not have any 

specific com
m

ents on this draft 
neighbourhood plan.  
H

ow
ever, w

e refer you to the 
attached annex w

hich covers the 
issues and opportunities that 
should be considered w

hen 
preparing a N

eighbourhood P
lan.  

 

N
atural 

E
ngland 

N
oted. 

N
one 

7 
D

eveloper 
C

ontributions 
D

eveloper C
ontributions 

There is no specific policy on 
S

ection 106 developer/financial 
contributions w

ithin the draft 
H

ungarton N
P

. There is a 
reference to financial contribution 
in policy T1, how

ever it is a lim
ited 

reference and  if new
 developm

ent 
is to com

e forw
ard for exam

ple for 
housing in reserved sites as show

n 
w

ithin the draft N
P

 there m
ight be a 

requirem
ent for developer 

contributions to m
itigate the 

im
pacts of new

 developm
ent, 

particularly on local services and 
infrastructure.  A

 policy therefore 
w

ould be prudent to be included 
w

ithin the (draft) H
ungarton N

P
 

m
ade along sim

ilar lines to those 
exam

ples show
n in the D

raft N
orth 

K
ilw

orth N
P

 and the draft G
reat 

Leicestershire  
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

The N
P

s referred to 
are required to take 
significantly m

ore 
developm

ent in the 
neighbourhood area 
than is H

ungarton. 
 E

ach allocation has a 
range of requirem

ents 
including car parking 
provision and 
affordable housing 
w

hich reflect a 
proportionate 
response to 
developer 
contributions. 
 N

evertheless it is 
recognised that 
developm

ent m
ay 

N
one 



 
6 

G
len N

P
 albeit adapted to the 

circum
stances at H

ungarton.    
w

w
w

.northkilw
orth.com

/w
p-

content/uploads/2016/01/nk-draft-
low

-resolution-1.pdf  
w

w
w

.greatglen.leicestershireparish
councils.org/uploads/175670305ae
af48650823074.pdf 

have negative 
aspects and this is an 
opportunity to 
address this through 
the prioritisation of 
sm

all scale projects 
that w

ould m
itigate 

the negative aspects 
of the developm

ent. 
 H

N
D

P
 C

om
m

ittee 
28/09/16 decided on 
balance this 
am

endm
ent is 

unnecessary. 
  

8 
E

ducation 
W

hereby housing allocations or 
preferred housing developm

ents 
form

 part of a N
eighbourhood P

lan 
the Local A

uthority w
ill look to the 

availability of school places w
ithin a 

tw
o m

ile (prim
ary) and three m

ile 
(secondary) distance from

 the 
developm

ent.  If there are not 
sufficient places then a claim

 for 
S

ection 106 funding w
ill be 

requested to provide those places.    
 It is recognised that it m

ay not 
alw

ays be possible or appropriate 
to extend a local school to m

eet the 

Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

N
oted. 

  

N
one. 
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needs of a developm
ent, or the 

size of a developm
ent w

ould yield 
a new

 school.   H
ow

ever, in the 
changing educational landscape, 
the C

ouncil retains a statutory duty 
to ensure that sufficient places are 
available in good schools w

ithin its 
area, for every child of school age 
w

hose parents w
ish them

 to have 
one. 

9 
A

dult S
ocial 

C
are 

S
uggest reference is m

ade to 
recognising a significant grow

th in 
the older population and look for 
developm

ents to include 
bungalow

s etc. of differing tenures. 
This w

ould be in line w
ith the draft 

A
dult S

ocial C
are A

ccom
m

odation 
S

trategy for older people w
hich 

prom
otes that people should plan 

ahead for their later life, including 
considering dow

nsizing, but 
recognising that people’s choices 
are often lim

ited by the lack of 
suitable local options. 

Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

The significant 
grow

th in the elderly 
population is 
referenced on page 6 
of the N

P
 and w

ill be 
strengthened (see 
com

m
ent 13 below

) 
and the housing 
allocations w

ithin 
policyH

2 address the 
need for housing for 
older people and for a 
range of tenures. 

N
one. 

10 
P

olicy C
F2 

(and other 
policies m

ore 
generally) 

sem
i-colons/ ‘and’ som

etim
es 

used but not consistently. 
E

nsure consistency throughout 
the policies. 

H
D

C
 

A
greed – the drafting 

inconsistencies w
ill 

be addressed. 

C
hanges to be m

ade as proposed. 

11 
 

A
 thoroughly professional, 

thorough and fair docum
ent. W

e 
are very grateful to the group for 

K
ate 

R
ichm

ond, 
resident 

Thank you for these 
com

m
ents. 

N
one. 



 
8 

the w
ork that has been done 

and the openness of the 
consultation process 

12 

B
urials etc 

H
ungarton churchyard has 20 

burial plots available and 72 
plots for the internm

ent of 
ashes.   

C
ynthia 

M
cLauchan, 

C
hurchw

arden 

N
oted.  C

apacity 
considered sufficient 
for tim

escale of plan. 
 

N
one. 

 O
ur N

eighbourhood 
N

o. 
Plan 
section/policy 
num

ber 

C
om

m
ents 

From
 

R
esponse 

Proposed am
endm

ent 

13 
P

age 6 
S

ection on 
C

urrent 
H

ousing. 
S

econd 
P

aragraph 
 

This paragraph feels a bit random
. 

The point it is trying to m
ake is that 

the proportion of older H
ungarton 

residents is higher than the district 
average and is show

ing a rapid 
rise.  I suggest a rew

ording as 
follow

s: 
‘A

t the 2011 census, H
ungarton 

had a higher num
ber of older (over 

60) residents than the average 
across the district (25.8%

 / 24.5%
) 

and a significantly sm
aller 

proportion of residents under 16 
(15.9%

 / 19.1%
). The num

ber of 
people aged 65+ increased by 10 
from

 32 to 42 betw
een 2001 and 

2011. In 2011 there w
ere 31 

people aged betw
een 60 and 64 

w
hich suggests that the num

ber 

Jam
es 

P
atterson, 

resident 

A
greed. Strengthens 

the response to the 
com

m
ent from

 LC
C

 at 
9 above. 

‘A
t the 2011 census, H

ungarton 
had 25.8%

 older (over 60) 
residents and a significantly 
sm

aller proportion of residents 
under 16 (15.9%

 / 19.1%
). The 

num
ber of people aged 65+ 

increased by 10 from
 32 to 42 

betw
een 2001 and 2011. In 2011 

there w
ere 31 people aged 

betw
een 60 and 64 w

hich 
suggests that the num

ber could 
alm

ost have doubled in the over 
65 age bracket since the census. 
The m

edian age of those living in 
the parish…

 



 
9 

could alm
ost have doubled in the 

over 65 age bracket since the 
census. The m

edian age of those 
living in the parish…

 
14 

P
4, para 4 

Typo “and converted to it pasture” 
should read “it to”. 

C
aroline P

ick, 
resident 

A
greed. 

Text to be changed to ‘and 
converted it to pasture’. 

  S
trategy 

N
o. 

P
lan 

section/policy 
num

ber 

C
om

m
ents 

From
 

R
esponse 

P
roposed am

endm
ent 

15 
P

olicy S
1 

W
e support, in principle, P

olicy S
1 

S
avills 

N
oted. 

N
one 

16 
P

olicy S
2 

W
e propose P

olicy S
2 should be 

am
ended to state that “N

ational 
and D

istrictw
ide planning policies 

continue to apply and the policies 
w

ithin the N
eighbourhood P

lan, 
w

here relevant, is to provide 
additional policy / guidance in 
respect of future developm

ent in 
H

ungarton P
arish”.  

 

S
avills 

The proposed 
revision, rew

orded to 
om

it the gram
m

atical 
error, adds a positive 
additional elem

ent to 
the policy.  

A
dd in a second paragraph to the 

existing text: ‘N
ational and 

D
istrictw

ide planning policies 
continue to apply and the policies 
w

ithin the N
eighbourhood P

lan, 
w

here relevant, provide additional 
policy/guidance in respect of 
future developm

ent in H
ungarton 

P
arish’. 

 H
ousing 

N
o. 

P
lan 

section/policy 
num

ber 

C
om

m
ents 

From
 

R
esponse 

P
roposed am

endm
ent 

17 
G

eneral 
I continue to think that the 
H

ungarton N
D

P
 should have 

som
ething w

ritten into it that 

M
ike P

reston, 
resident and 
P

C
 

W
hilst this is a valid 

point it is too late in 
the process to 

N
one 



 
10 

addresses the planning perm
ission 

for tw
o properties at A

shby H
ouse 

Farm
.  W

hilst unlikely, planning 
perm

ission for the tw
o properties 

there could expire and I think the 
N

D
P

 should cover the fact that the 
com

m
unity has expressed 

collectively that there should only 
be a single dw

elling there.  That 
w

ay, if the issue becom
es live, w

e 
have our view

 already published. 

address it as the 
housing allocations 
have been agreed 
through consultation. 

18 
P

olicy H
1 

W
e support policy H

1 in principle, 
how

ever, consider that the w
ord 

“m
axim

um
” does not com

ply w
ith 

the N
P

P
F and should be replaced 

w
ith “approxim

ately” to ensure that 
the policy provides enough 
flexibility to guarantee that the 
identified developm

ent sites are 
used in the m

ost efficient and 
effective m

anner to create viable 
and deliverable residential sites  

S
avills 

This is not agreed. 
The reserve sites 
policy in H

3 provides 
the required flexibility 
to m

eet future 
housing 
requirem

ents. 
 The purpose of the 
policy is not to 
guarantee the 
efficiency and 
effectiveness of the 
developm

ent sites but 
to m

eet the P
arish’s 

housing requirem
ent 

in a m
anner that in 

endorsed by the 
com

m
unity w

hich is 
for a range of sites 
spread across the 

N
one. 



 
11 

village. 
 P

aragraph 2.10 of the 
response references 
paragraph 58 of the 
Local P

lan w
ith 

reference to 
optim

ising site 
potential. This is in 
fact a reference to 
paragraph 58 of the 
N

P
P

F. The 
H

arborough C
ore 

S
trategy 2006-2028, 

policy C
S

17 talks 
about developm

ent in 
places such as 
H

ungarton being 
‘strictly controlled’. 
The N

P
P

F states that 
N

eighbourhood P
lans 

cannot prom
ote less 

grow
th than in the 

Local P
lan. 

H
arborough D

C
 is 

com
fortable w

ith the 
level of residential 
developm

ent 
proposed. It is 
therefore considered 
that the policy is in 
general conform

ity 



 
12 

w
ith developm

ent 
plan policies w

hilst 
having regard for 
national planning 
policy. 
 

19 
a) pages 9-11 
                 b) para 3 p11 
       

There are several references to the 
‘draft Local P

lan’ – this should be 
replaced w

ith the N
ew

 Local P
lan 

O
ptions C

onsultation P
aper 

(S
eptem

ber 2015) as the draft 
Local P

lan is not yet w
ritten. The 

num
bers they m

ention as are as 
set out in the consultation paper. It 
also m

entions that the draft Local 
P

lan establishes a hierarchy of 
settlem

ents – again this w
as part of 

the options consultation and m
ay 

change in the draft Local P
lan. 

S
afer just to refer to ‘O

ptions 
P

aper’. 
   re: S

H
LA

A
 2015 – U

nder the 
agreed scope of the S

H
LA

A
 call for 

sites, the C
ouncil did not ask for 

sites adjacent to sm
aller villages 

(below
 S

elected R
ural V

illage level) 
to be subm

itted. 
  

H
D

C
 

A
greed. 

                 Text to be changed on 
page 11 to m

ake this 
clear. 
     

R
eferences to the ‘draft Local 

Plan’ w
ill be replaced w

ith the 
‘N

ew
 Local Plan O

ptions 
C

onsultation Paper (Septem
ber 

2015)’ or ‘O
ptions Paper’ w

here 
appropriate. 
            R

eplace ‘Follow
ing a call for 

landow
ners to identify sites w

ith 
potential for housing, no land in 
and around H

ungarton w
as put 

forw
ard’ w

ith ‘This call for sites 
w

as not extended to villages 
below

 Selected R
ural Village 

level’. 



 
13 

 p12 
 S

tarter H
om

es - w
ould only kick in 

as a requirem
ent on sites over 10 

dw
ellings.  

 P
olicy H

2 references starter hom
es 

and the preference for these to be 
provided for people w

ith local 
connection.   I am

 not sure if the 
P

lan is intending that these should 
fulfil the governm

ent definition of  
S

tarter H
om

es  - hom
es sold at 

80%
 of m

arket value to those 
under 40  (no link to a local area 
has to be proved)  or if the P

lan 
sim

ply w
ants sm

aller 2/3 bed 
hom

es .    The evidence on 
preferred m

ix suggests only 51%
 of 

future m
ix should be 2/3 bed 

hom
es w

hich does not tally w
ith 

this policy. 
  W

hilst the plan says “w
here 

possible“,  there is no w
ay that 

local connection can be enforced  if 
dw

ellings are sold privately on the 
open m

arket.  Local connection is 
only possible if dw

ellings are 
advertised via a recognised social 
housing allocations system

 such as 
H

arborough H
om

esearch and 
potential hom

eseekers are 

 This is agreed. 
   The issue is w

ith the 
priority to be given to 
local people, w

hich 
cannot be enforced 
through the N

P
. 

 S
uggest re-w

riting the 
text and policy to 
indicate support for 
local people to be 
given priority rather 
than this being a 
requirem

ent. 
 In relation to housing 
m

ix, the policy 
supports sm

aller 
housing w

hich policy 
H

2 delivers, w
hich is 

supported by the 
housing needs 
assessm

ent. 

 Text to say ‘w
here the 

developm
ent provides for S

tarter 
H

om
es, it is expected that priority 

w
ill be given to local people as 

defined in the policy, w
herever 

possible. 
 The policy H

2 b) is to say ‘w
here 

possible, local people are to be 
given first consideration in the 
allocation of S

tarter H
om

es’ 
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assessed for local connection. 
  A

lthough the plan seem
s to 

acknow
ledge that it m

ay not be 
practical – there is nothing in 
planning law

 w
hich can insist that 

open m
arket hom

e of w
hatever 

size are sold to local people or 
those w

ith a local connection. 
20 

P
13, top 

B
elow

 is the relevant section from
 

latest version of the H
N

D
P

 I've 
been sent.  N

ote that planning 
perm

ission for the "eco" 
developm

ent w
as not 

extant.  P
resum

ably reference to 
the "eco" developm

ent has been 
rem

oved and the final paragraph 
has been changed to "up to tw

o 
dw

ellings (contributing one 
additional dw

elling to the 
D

evelopm
ent P

lan)"? 
If so, I'm

 happy w
ith it. 

“U
p to three dw

ellings (contributing 
one additional dw

elling to the 
D

evelopm
ent 

P
lan). S

uitable for bungalow
s. “ 

Laurie 
Faulkner, 
resident 

This is agreed. 
  

The w
ording in the N

P
 narrative 

w
ill be am

ended to say ‘up to tw
o 

dw
ellings’ to bring it in line w

ith 
the policy H

2. 

21 
     

P
olicy H

2 
W

e suggest P
olicy H

2 is am
ended 

to read as follow
s in respect of S

ite 
B

): “P
olicy H

2: H
O

U
S

IN
G

 
A

LLO
C

A
TIO

N
S

 - Land is allocated 
for housing developm

ent at three 
locations as show

n on the 

S
avills 

     

N
ot agreed. 

 The use of the w
ord 

‘approxim
ately’ w

ill 
introduce uncertainty 
into the delivery of 

N
one 
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proposals m
ap (figure 2). 

D
evelopm

ent w
ill be perm

itted for 
approxim

ately five additional 
dw

ellings subject to the follow
ing 

criteria: 
b) For the A

gricultural store at 
H

ope Farm
, M

ain S
treet, 

developm
ent w

ill be perm
itted 

subject to:  
1. 

The developm
ent providing 

approxim
ately three 

dw
ellings in total;  

2. 
A

ll m
ature hedging and 

trees being retained w
here 

appropriate; and, 
3. 

O
n-site car parking 

provision for 2 cars per 
dw

elling”.  
             

                                

the num
bers of new

 
dw

ellings; the 
rem

oval of the 
requirem

ent to m
eet 

the preferred housing 
m

ix w
ill lead to the 

possibility of housing 
being built w

hich fails 
to m

eet locally 
identified need as w

ill 
the rem

oval of the 
requirem

ent for 
starter 
hom

es/affordable 
housing.   
There is no 
justification provided 
for the proposed 
am

endm
ents except 

for the com
m

ent 
m

ade in 18 above 
proposing the 
replacem

ent of the 
w

ord ‘m
axim

um
’ w

ith 
‘approxim

ately’. 
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                 22 

                insert ‘or’ after e). 

                 H
D

C
 

    G
iven the location of 

existing trees and 
hedging w

e do not 
accept that there is 
any need for 
qualification 
regarding hedging 
and trees. 
 A

greed 

                 ‘or’ to be inserted after e). 

23 
Figure 2 p15 

The proposals m
ap m

ust show
 

the precise boundaries of the 
allocations 

H
D

C
 

A
greed.  

The m
ap w

ill be am
ended to show

 
the boundaries. 

24 
         

P
age 16, para 

c) R
eserve 

S
ites 

       

Land fronting on M
ain S

treet 
betw

een Tow
n E

nd and The M
anor 

H
ouse should not be developed. 

Far better to go outside the 
proposed developm

ent boundary. 
Filling in this green space w

ould 
seriously dam

age the feel of the 
village. (I have been through so 
m

any villages w
here the charm

 of 
the place has been destroyed by 

P
am

 S
m

ith, 
resident 
        

N
oted and thank you 

for taking the trouble 
to com

m
ent. 

 H
ow

ever the sites 
have been put 
forw

ard follow
ing 

com
m

unity 
consultation that has 
endorsed the priority 

N
one. 
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                 25 

                 H
3b) 

this sort of infill – H
ungarton 

already has too m
uch) 

               refers to H
arborough Local P

lan 
– I presum

e this m
eans the 

2001 LP
 – if so this should be 

stated. 

                 H
D

C
 

  

for developm
ent as 

indicated in policies 
H

2 and H
3. 

 A
lthough this is a 

green space betw
een 

dw
ellings, its 

developm
ent w

ill help 
to preserve other 
such open spaces 
w

ithin the village and 
w

e hope that by so 
doing the feel and 
charm

 of the village 
w

ill be preserved long 
into the future. 
 A

greed. 

                 D
ate to be inserted. 

26 
P

15 Fig 2 
P

roposed developm
ent sites (c) – 

Land at W
illow

ghyll, M
ain S

treet 
and (d) – The W

ashpit, C
hurch 

Lane (as show
n in Figure 2: 

P
roposal m

ap, p15) are bounded 
by ‘ordinary’ w

atercourses. The 
Lead Local Flood A

uthority 
(Leicestershire C

ounty C
ouncil, 

flooding@
leics.gov.uk) are the 

statutory body for such 
w

atercourses and therefore their 

E
nvironm

ent 
A

gency 
N

oted. 
 A

ny planning 
applications that are 
m

ade on these tw
o 

sites w
ill need to 

dem
onstrate 

aw
areness of these 

w
atercourses and 

provide m
itigation as 

necessary. 

N
one. 
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view
s/consenting requirem

ents w
ill 

need to be sought for any 
developm

ent proposals w
hich lie in 

close proxim
ity of the adjacent 

w
atercourse.  

27 
P

16 section on 
developm

ent 
boundary 

W
e are not sure that Lim

its to 
D

evelopm
ent are needed. S

ites for 
housing are already allocated – 
Lim

its to developm
ent im

ply that 
there is a presum

ption in favour of 
developm

ent w
ithin the lim

its on 
top of the allocations. W

e think the 
group should have a think about 
this w

ording.  
 

H
D

C
 

The C
om

m
itttee 

considered this and 
took the view

 that the 
revision to the  lim

its 
to developm

ent allow
 

for the level of 
housing required 
w

hilst protecting
 the 

village against 
inappropriate 
developm

ent. 
  

N
one 

28 
P

olicy H
4 

In respect of P
olicy H

4, the 
am

endm
ents proposed to the 

D
evelopm

ent Lim
its are w

elcom
ed. 

S
avills 

N
oted. 

N
one 

29 
P

olicy H
5 

W
e suggest that P

olicy H
5 is 

rem
oved from

 the P
lan as it is not 

considered appropriate for the 
N

eighbourhood P
lan to specify the 

housing m
ix per developm

ent site.  
 

S
avills 

C
oncern for housing 

m
ix is som

ething that 
m

ost N
eighbourhood 

P
lans give 

consideration to, and 
is specifically 
provided for w

ithin 
N

ational P
lanning 

P
ractice G

uidance.  
 G

iven the sm
all 

N
one 
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num
ber of allocations 

it is necessary that 
the N

P
 specifies the 

actual required m
ix 

per developm
ent site. 

W
e note the letter 

from
 S

avills to 
H

ungarton P
C

 
received at the start 
of the N

P
 process 

(19/06/15) about this 
site says: “Y

ou w
ill be 

aw
are of the national 

requirem
ent for 

dw
ellings in the 

countryside, to 
provide a variety of 
hom

es including 
starter hom

es and 
retirem

ent hom
es. 

The survival of  
village com

m
unities 

is a vital requirem
ent 

including the 
incorporation of the 
young and elderly.”  
The C

om
m

ittee 
believes the P

lan has 
taken this on board. 
 

30 
Fig 4 P

19 
C

onservation A
rea m

ap needs to 
include copyright. C

heck other 
H

D
C

 
A

greed 
C

opyright to be added in. 
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plans and m
aps also as they w

ill 
also require copyright. 

31 
                32 
            

D
esign 

G
uidance 

               P
age 23, 

E
nvironm

ental 
S

ustainability 
P

age 25, 
G

utters and 
dow

n pipes 
P

age 25, 
E

levations &
 

P
age 25, 

B
oundary 

garden w
alls 

  

I continue to think that the design 
guidance for new

 build properties is 
prescriptive to the point that w

e 
could find ourselves unable to 
support a beautiful tim

ber fram
ed 

structure or som
ething even m

ore 
creative but outstanding in design.  
I feel that this guidance is the 
brainchild of a single person and 
w

e as a com
m

unity should perhaps 
stand up to this singular view

, 
softening the guidance a little to 
allow

 for alternative visions of 
beauty and excellence. 
   V

isible P
hotovoltaic cells should 

not be allow
ed. The green energy 

produced does not justify the 
eyesore 
   S

houldn’t cast iron be included? 
 B

ricks used should be of a colour 
m

ix appropriate to traditional village 
properties (a m

atch in case of 
extensions to existing properties) 

M
ike P

reston, 
resident and 
P

C
 

              P
am

 S
m

ith, 
resident 
           

The plan states 
“D

esign proposals 
that deviate 
significantly from

 the 
design principles 
detailed below

 m
ay 

exceptionally be 
considered at an open 
parish m

eeting.”  The 
C

om
m

ittee feels this 
is best approach to 
this issue. 
     This is already w

ell 
underw

ay and 
appetite for green 
energy is show

n to be 
strong through the 
consultations. 
 A

greed 
 A

greed 
   

N
one 

                N
one 

      C
ast Iron to be included 

 E
levations: add: B

ricks used should 
be of a colour m

ix appropriate to 
traditional village properties (a m

atch 
in case of extensions to existing 
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           33 
   34 
      35 

           P
age 9/10 

   D
esign 

guidance 
     P

24 

The brick bond should also follow
 

traditional buildings. The form
er 

farm
houses in the village are in 

Flem
ish bond. O

ther old buildings 
are Flem

ish garden w
all or other 

traditional bonds. They are not in 
stretcher bond. N

ew
 build of plain 

orange/red brick in stretcher bond 
is seriously dam

aging to the street 
scene. 
 G

ood to read how
 any new

 housing 
should com

ply w
ith existing design 

and character 
 M

uch detail but no guidance on 
“footprint” of houses. M

ost of the 
buildings have a long and thin 
footprint (often L shaped) rather 
than square.  This should be built 
in to the guidance.  
 D

esign and A
ccess G

uidance 
(page 24) – num

bering needs 
am

ending 

           M
arie Lloyd, 

resident 
  C

aroline P
ick, 

resident 
     H

D
C

 

           C
om

m
ent noted 

   N
oted, but no further 

detail required. 
     N

oted and agreed 

properties) The brick bond should 
also follow

 traditional buildings. The 
form

er farm
houses in the village are 

in Flem
ish bond. O

ther old buildings 
are Flem

ish garden w
all or other 

traditional bonds. S
tretcher bond 

should be avoided. 
    N

one 
   N

one 
      N

um
bering to be revised. 

  
37 
     38 

P
21 B

uildings 
of im

portance 
    P

olicies H
6 &

 

Further w
ork has been done over 

the S
um

m
er on assessing the list 

of buildings on p21/22.  A
 reduced 

list w
ith com

m
ents against 

assessm
ent criteria is attached. 

 W
e w

ould like to raise our concern 

C
aroline P

ick, 
resident 
    Iain and 

N
oted 

     Follow
ing further 

R
educed list to be included in N

P
 

and appendices. 
    P

roperty to be rem
oved. 
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                           39 

7 
w

ith The H
ollies being 

recom
m

ended for local listing. 
H

aving only just m
oved into the 

village a year ago w
e purchased 

the property in a som
ew

hat run 
dow

n condition and as a dow
n size 

from
 our previous property. A

s 
such w

e alw
ays envisaged 

renovating the property to its true 
potential and also possibly adding 
an extension w

ith a view
 to m

aking 
it m

ore practical for our future 
fam

ily plans. W
hen buying the 

house w
e w

ere aw
are that 

H
ungarton is a conservation area 

and that certain criteria m
ust be 

m
et in order to do the above. O

ur 
concern now

 how
ever, is that w

ith 
locally listed status this could be 
detrim

ental to our future plans for 
the property. A

s w
e are located in a 

conservation area w
e feel this 

should be adequate protection to 
conserve and enhance the 
character, integrity and setting of 
the building. 
 W

hile w
e understand the sentim

ent 
that lies behind Local Listing w

e 
w

ould like to m
ake a few

 
observations. W

e w
ould not like to 

see houses that w
ere locally listed 

M
ichelle 

S
tew

art, 
residents 
                        K

ate 
R

ichm
ond, 

resident 

discussion it w
as 

agreed to rem
ove the 

property from
 the 

local list. 
                       Further inform

ation 
has been shared w

ith 
the householder and 
they are now

 happy 
for their hom

e to be 

                           N
one 
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be subject to m
ore stringent 

planning controls than are already 
applied by H

D
C

. M
odernisation 

and upgrading w
ill inevitably be 

needed to m
ake som

e existing 
properties fit for purpose as w

e 
anticipate the needs of people up 
to 2031. W

e w
ould give 2 

illustrations of this: 
 i) adaptations and /or extensions in 
order to provide am

enities of an 
acceptable m

odern standard. 
 ii) adaptations of properties -
internally and externally - to m

eet 
S

pecial N
eeds. 

  

locally listed. 
      

40 
P

olicy H
7 

It is considered that P
olicy H

7 is 
unnecessary and should be 
deleted from

 the N
eighbourhood 

P
lan.  

 D
esign guidance on pages 24 and 

25 should be listed as a preference 
and not prescriptive. 
 

S
avills 

N
ot agreed. 

 The design guidance 
has been prepared in 
consultation w

ith the 
com

m
unity to help 

preserve the 
character of 
H

ungarton and is an 
im

portant feature of 
the N

eighbourhood 
P

lan. 

N
one. 
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N
atural and historic Environm

ent 
N

o. 
Plan 
section/policy 
num

ber 

C
om

m
ents 

From
 

R
esponse 

Proposed am
endm

ent 

41 
P

28 3a para 1 
H

ungarton is identified as a sub-
selected rural village in the ‘N

ew
 

Local P
lan O

ptions C
onsultation’ 

not the S
H

LA
A

. 

H
D

C
 

A
greed 

R
eplace SH

LA
A

 w
ith ‘N

ew
 Local 

Plan O
ptions C

onsultation’ 

42 
P

olicy E
N

V
 1 

In respect of P
olicy E

N
V

1, w
e 

acknow
ledge that S

ite 5 has 
already been subject to a sim

ilar 
land designation as part of the old 
Local P

lan and have no objection 
to this being carried forw

ard 
through to the N

eighbourhood 
P

lan. W
e do, how

ever, contest the 
proposed allocation of S

ites 10 and 
11 as Local G

reen S
paces. A

s 
such, w

e request that these sites 
are not allocated as Local G

reen 
S

pace in the N
eighbourhood P

lan.  

S
avills 

N
ot agreed. 

 N
o reason is given for 

the request to rem
ove 

these sites from
 LG

S 
designation w

hich 
have been the subject 
of a robust and 
thorough assessm

ent 
process and 
endorsed through 
com

m
unity 

consultation.  W
e 

note that Savills, in 
their letter to the PC

 
19 June 2015 refer to 
site 10 as follow

s “…
a 

sm
all grass paddock 

w
hich is ow

ned by 
the Trustees.  This 
paddock provides a 
pleasant open space 
w

ithin the village , 
onto w

hich adjacent 

N
one. 
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existing houses 
overview

.”  
  

43 
P

age 32, 
Trees para 2 
 

32 beeches and 10 S
equoias have 

been planted 
 50 elm

 trees planted 10 oaks 
beech and the sequoias.  Is that 
w

ithin the parish or just village? I 
have 3 new

 elm
s in m

y paddock 
 

P
am

 S
m

ith, 
resident 
M

arie Lloyd, 
resident 

Thank you for this 
addition to the 
evidence base. 

‘Som
e beech and sequoias’ to be 

replaced w
ith ‘32 beeches and 10 

Sequoias have been planted’ 

44 
P

age 32 
P

olicy E
nv3 

Trees 
  

It is not m
uch use asking for 

protection for trees in a site being 
developed. The rules m

ay be 
adhered to at the tim

e, but 
subsequently the inconvenience to 
occupiers of shade, roots in drains, 
m

essy leaves, bird dirt on cars etc. 
w

ill m
ean that eventually they w

ill 
be pruned dow

n to nothing or 
felled. Far better to allow

 
developm

ent outside the 
developm

ent boundary on green 
field sites w

ithout trees. 

 
N

oted 
N

one 

45 
P

32 
d) Trees &

 
E

N
V

3:Im
porta

nt trees and 
w

oodland 
  

In addition to the inform
ation and 

policy concerning trees. It w
ould be 

valuable to include an up-to-date 
list of trees in the village w

hich 
have been aw

arded a TP
O

. [In 
addition I w

ould like to com
m

ent 
that the P

arish C
ouncil is currently 

S
ally G

ow
er, 

resident and 
P

C
 

Thank you for this 
com

m
ent. 

TPO
 list to be added to the 

inform
ation available on the 

w
ebsite. 
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attem

pting to have additional 
TP

O
’s instated adjacent 05 a 

‘protected local green space’ as 
suggested in the C

om
m

unity A
ction 

E
N

V
1: Trees section.] 

46 

B
iodiversity 

Thanks for consulting us on the 
neighbourhood plan.  It w

ould be 
useful if w

e could see a copy of the 
appendices relating to the 
biodiversity of the parish; it m

ay be 
that you have som

e additional 
inform

ation to us! To m
y 

know
ledge, no com

prehensive 
biodiversity survey of the parish 
has been com

pleted in recent 
years.  It’s therefore possible that 
m

ore detailed survey m
ay highlight 

good areas that should not be 
developed.  H

ow
ever, surveys 

subm
itted in support of planning 

applications should identify areas 
of im

portance through the planning 
process. 
 I’ve com

pared Figure 6 to the 
inform

ation that w
e have for 

H
ungarton; you have m

any sites 
highlighted that w

e don’t have 
specific inform

ation on, w
hich is not 

a problem
.  H

ow
ever w

e do have a 
couple of Local W

ildlife S
ites that 

you do not seem
 to have included 

K
irsty G

am
ble 

S
enior 

P
lanning 

E
cologist 

Leicestershire 
and R

utland 
E

nvironm
ental 

R
ecords 

C
entre 

P
lanning, 

H
istoric and 

N
atural 

E
nvironm

ent 
Team

 
Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

N
oted.  

 
A

dditional w
ildlife sites to be 

incorporated into the N
P
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w
ithin the docum

ent.  The w
hole of 

field ‘29’ is a Local W
ildlife S

ite, 
designated for its species rich 
grassland.  There are also 3 ponds 
on V

illage Farm
 that are Local 

W
ildlife S

ites as w
ell as som

e 
additional land adjacent to the 
D

ism
antled R

ailw
ay.  I’ve attached 

a plan w
ith Local W

ildlife S
ites 

m
arked.  O

bviously it is up to you 
w

hether these are included w
ithin 

the plan, but the designation w
ill be 

considered by us for any planning 
responses for the sites. 

47 

P
age: 37 

Fig:9 
   E

N
V

6 

The field south of H
ungarton Lane, 

and south of ridge and furrow
 field 

no. 38, in fig:9 also has ridge and 
furrow

, particularly noticeable at 
the w

estern end, adjacent to the 
junction of C

oal B
aulk and 

H
ungarton Lane. 

 question w
hat ‘strongly’ adds – 

elsew
here only resisted is used. 

P
enny 

Faulkner, 
resident and 
P

C
 

    H
D

C
 

N
oted thanks. 

       A
greed. 

N
P

 to add in the additional detail 
provided. 
      ‘S

trongly’ to be rem
oved. 

48 
P

age 39, 
H

edges 
 

I w
ould like to see protection for 

village hedges: probably one of the 
reasons w

e have done w
ell for 

sparrow
s in the past. (Fences are 

so m
uch m

ore convenient and 
tidy). 

P
am

 S
m

ith, 
resident 

N
oted. 

N
one. 

49 
 

I surveyed hedge 3 on the m
ap and 

discovered it m
eets the criteria 

M
artyn G

ow
er, 

resident 
N

oted – hedge 3 is in 
the schedule. 

N
one 
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easily: 
. 

it has 6 or 7 w
oody species 

. 
it runs alongside a public 
right of w

ay for a significant 
part of its length 

. 
it has a ditch along at least 
half its length 

. 
gaps am

ount to less than 
10%

 of its length 
. 

it has connections w
ith 

another area of w
ood 

. 
it has standard trees 
roughly every 50 m

etres 
D

uring the process it becam
e clear, 

as you and others had already 
pointed out, that other hedges also 
m

eet the criteria but w
e can't nam

e 
them

 all I guess, just state that the 
area is divided by an ancient and 
significant pattern of hedges. 

50 
O

ur 
neighbourhood
/ 3.3j)P

ublic 
R

ights of W
ay 

 

I have read (m
ost of) the docum

ent 
w

ith great interest, especially the 
parts on the village history. The 
village has m

issed a couple of 
pieces of highw

ay history in that 
tw

o old roads go thru the parish. 
The w

ork I have done on 
bridlew

ays - m
uch staring at m

aps 
- convinces m

e that there are a lot 
of "lost" E

-W
 routes across E

 
Leicestershire, m

any of them
 

probably dating back to the tim
e 

Leics &
 

R
utland 

B
ridlew

ays 
A

ssociation 

M
any thanks for this 

interesting and 
helpful contribution. 
  

N
one. 
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w
hen salt w

as m
ade on the E

 coast 
(m

uch nearer then, before the 
D

utch drained the fens) and 
transported into the M

idlands.  The 
A

47 w
as definitely a salt road as 

there is a S
altersford B

ridge a few
 

yards before it is joined by 
S

craptoft Lane at the "Trocadero" 
junction (a very fine cinem

a the 
Troc!). S

o it is likely the S
craptoft 

Lane w
as also in this trading 

netw
ork and it continues as C

overt 
Lane w

hich becom
es nothing m

ore 
than a track passing S

 of O
ld 

Ingarsby and exiting onto the 
K

eyham
 road (just above B

otany 
B

ay C
overt) near to the junction 

w
ith the Tilton Lane.  From

 there 
the E

dw
ards route w

ould have 
gone to Tilton and then on to 
W

ithcote and O
akham

.  D
id you 

know
 M

ary Q
ueen of S

cots spent 
her last 2 nights of "freedom

" at 
Leicester and then W

ithcote before 
being incarcerated in 
Fotheringhay?  S

he m
ust have 

used this old road.  A
lso that 

"B
otany B

ay" m
ust link back to 

w
hen this country w

as hunted by 
the Q

uorn - B
.B

ay signifying one of 
their 'furthest aw

ay' m
eeting places 

(lots of B
.B

ays scattered round the 
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county for the various hunts) from
 

w
hen convicts w

ere sent to O
z.The 

other old road also goes to Tilton 
but com

es in from
 the N

E
 and 

probably headed to S
yston and a 

crossing of the S
oar.  It m

ay have 
com

e from
 Leicester A

bbey lands 
N

 of Leicester.  It now
 com

prises a 
series of bridlew

ays (D
2 past 

W
aterloo Lodge to Inkerm

an Lodge 
is the relevant one) and ending up 
as a cart road w

riggling up the 
steep scarp to Tilton. This latter 
now

 carries the M
idshires W

ay one 
of the few

 E
nglish long distance 

routes aim
ed particularly at horse 

riders.  It links The R
idgew

ay w
ith 

the P
ennine W

ay and B
ridlew

ay, 
so has potential for rural tourism

 
(altho' Leics C

C
 is not very 

supportive of this in spite of the 
econom

ic benefits it could bring to 
E

 Leics in particular). The 
M

idshires W
ay com

es from
 Tilton 

but just after Inkerm
an Lodge turns 

off northw
ards up bridlew

ay D
38 to 

the Thim
ble H

all x-
roads.  U

nfortunately D
38 tow

ards 
H

ungarton village is only a 
footpath.  IF the relevant 
landow

ners could be persuaded to 
upgrade the rights to bridlew

ay it 
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w
ould be a quick w

ay to bring 
equestrian travellers to the 
pub.   G

oing round 2 sides of a 
triangle on roads is not so 
attractive!  P

erhaps the P
arish 

C
ouncil could think on 

this??????  I am
 not quite sure 

w
here the H

G
V

s from
 the chicken-

rearing com
plex at M

anor Farm
 

B
eeby w

ill go (not to B
eeby!) but I 

am
 sure they w

ill m
ake the roads in 

the area m
uch less pleasant. 

51 
P

olicy E
N

V
11 

Finally, P
olicy E

N
V

11 is considered 
overly onerous. Flood R

isk is 
already addressed at Local and 
N

ational level. It is therefore 
proposed that P

olicy E
N

V
11 should 

be deleted.  

S
avills 

      

N
ot agreed. 

 The policy adds a 
layer of detail beyond 
that contained w

ithin 
the C

ore S
trategy. 

N
one. 

52 
G

eneral 
B

est and M
ost V

ersatile 
A

gricultural Land  
W

e have not checked the 
agricultural land classification of 
the proposed allocations, but w

e 
advise you ensure that any 
allocations on best and m

ost 
versatile land are justified in line 
w

ith para 112 of the N
ational 

P
lanning P

olicy Fram
ew

ork.  
 

N
atural 

E
ngland 

P
ara 112 of the N

P
P

F 
requires poorer 
quality land to be 
developed in 
preference to higher 
quality land w

here the 
developm

ent is 
‘significant’. 
 The level of proposed 
developm

ent is not 
considered to be 
‘significant’. 

N
one. 
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 C
om

m
unity facilities and am

enties 
N

o. 
P

lan 
section/policy 
num

ber 

C
om

m
ents 

From
 

R
esponse 

P
roposed am

endm
ent 

53 
G

eneral 
I w

elcom
e the thorough 

consideration of com
m

unity 
facilities in the N

eighbourhood 
P

lan.  It is a positive feature of the 
P

lan that com
m

unity facilities are 
recognised and valued and that the 
P

lan seeks to protect and retain 
existing facilities and to prom

ote 
new

 facilities taking account of 
consultation. C

om
m

unity facilities 
provide a venue for social, 
recreational and educational 
activity and a place w

here people 
can m

eet and access local 
services. P

erhaps a policy relating 
to the protection of A

ssets of 
C

om
m

unity V
alue to support any 

existing or future designations 
could be considered? 

Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

S
uch a policy w

ould 
indicate that such 
w

ork w
ould be 

undertaken by the P
C

 
throughout the 
lifetim

e of the N
P

. 
 If required this is 
som

ething the P
C

 w
ill 

undertake w
ithin their 

program
m

e of w
ork. 

N
one 

 E
conom

y 
N

o. 
P

lan 
section/policy 
num

ber 

C
om

m
ents 

From
 

R
esponse 

P
roposed am

endm
ent 

54 
G

eneral 
W

e w
ould recom

m
end including 

econom
ic developm

ent aspirations 
Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
This is addressed in 
5b) on page 49. V

iew
s 

N
one. 
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w
ith your P

lan, outlining w
hat the 

com
m

unity currently values and 
w

hether they are open to new
 

developm
ent of sm

all businesses 
etc. 

C
ouncil 

about further 
econom

ic 
developm

ent w
ere 

m
ixed. 

55 
S

uperfast 
B

roadband 
H

igh speed broadband is critical for 
businesses and for access to 
services, m

any of w
hich are now

 
online by default. H

aving a 
superfast broadband connection is 
no longer m

erely desirable, but is 
an essential requirem

ent in 
ordinary daily life.  It is therefore 
encouraging to see this recognised 
w

ith the plan and the inclusion of a 
B

roadband Infrastructure policy.  
W

ould suggest inclusion of w
ording 

to ensure that all new
 

developm
ents should have access 

to superfast broadband (of at least 
30M

bps)  D
evelopers should take 

active steps to incorporate 
superfast broadband at the pre-
planning phase and should engage 
w

ith telecom
s providers to ensure 

superfast broadband is available as 
soon as build on the developm

ent 
is com

plete 

Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

N
oted and  agreed 

A
dd the follow

ing to P
olicy E

5: 
 A

ll new
 developm

ents should 
have access to superfast 
broadband (of at least 30M

bps)  
D

evelopers should take active 
steps to incorporate superfast 
broadband at the pre-planning 
phase and should engage w

ith 
telecom

s providers to ensure 
superfast broadband is available 
as soon as build on the 
developm

ent is com
plete 

 Transport and R
oads 

N
o. 

P
lan 

section/policy 
C

om
m

ents 
From

 
R

esponse 
P

roposed am
endm

ent 
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num
ber 

56 
 

H
ighw

ays E
ngland w

elcom
es the opportunity to 

com
m

ent on the P
re-S

ubm
ission version of the 

D
raft H

ungarton N
eighbourhood P

lan w
hich covers 

the period 2011-2031. It is noted that the 
docum

ent provides a vision for the future of the 
village and sets out a num

ber of key objectives 
and planning policies w

hich w
ill be used to help 

determ
ine planning applications.  

H
ighw

ays E
ngland has been appointed by the 

S
ecretary of S

tate for Transport as strategic 
highw

ay com
pany under the provisions of the 

Infrastructure A
ct 2015 and is the highw

ay 
authority, traffic authority and street authority for 
the S

trategic R
oad N

etw
ork (S

R
N

). It is the role of 
H

ighw
ays E

ngland to m
aintain the safe and 

efficient operation of the S
R

N
 w

hilst acting as a 
delivery partner to national econom

ic grow
th. In 

relation to the H
ungarton N

eighbourhood P
lan, 

H
ighw

ays E
ngland’s principal interest is 

safeguarding the operation of the A
46 w

hich routes 
approxim

ately 7 m
iles northw

est of the P
lan area.  

H
ighw

ays E
ngland understands that a 

N
eighbourhood P

lan is required to be in conform
ity 

w
ith relevant national and B

orough-w
ide planning 

policies. A
ccordingly the N

eighbourhood P
lan for 

H
ungarton is required to be in conform

ity w
ith the 

em
erging H

arborough Local P
lan and this is 

recognised w
ithin the docum

ent. It is noted that 
H

ungarton is classified as a S
ub-S

elected R
ural 

H
ighw

ays 
E

ngland 
N

oted. 
N

one. 



 
35 

V
illage w

here only lim
ited infill developm

ent is 
deem

ed appropriate and as such only 5 dw
ellings 

are expected to com
e forw

ard across H
ungarton 

during the plan period. G
iven this lim

ited scale of 
grow

th, and the distance of H
ungarton from

 the 
S

R
N

, it is considered that there w
ill be no im

pacts 
on the A

46.  

H
ighw

ays E
ngland has no further com

m
ents to 

provide and trusts the above is useful in the 
progression of the H

ungarton N
eighbourhood P

lan.  
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G
eneral 

The C
ounty C

ouncil recognises that residents m
ay 

have concerns about traffic conditions in their local 
area, w

hich they feel m
ay be exacerbated by 

increased traffic due to population, econom
ic and 

developm
ent grow

th. Like very m
any local 

authorities, the C
ounty C

ouncil’s budgets are 
under severe pressure.  It m

ust therefore prioritise 
w

here it focuses its reducing resources and 
increasingly lim

ited funds. In practice, this m
eans 

that the C
ounty H

ighw
ay A

uthority (C
H

A
), in 

general, prioritises its resources on m
easures that 

deliver the greatest benefit to Leicestershire’s 
residents, businesses and road users in term

s of 
road safety, netw

ork m
anagem

ent and 
m

aintenance. G
iven this, it is likely that highw

ay 
m

easures associated w
ith any new

 developm
ent 

w
ould need to be fully funded from

 third party 
funding, such as via S

ection 278 or 106 (S
106) 

developer contributions. I should em
phasise that 

Leicestershire 
C

ounty 
C

ouncil 

N
oted 

N
one. 
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the C
H

A
 is generally no longer in a position to 

accept any financial risk relating to/m
ake good any 

possible shortfall in developer funding.   To be 
eligible for S

106 contributions proposals m
ust fulfil 

various legal criteria. M
easures m

ust also directly 
m

itigate the im
pact of the developm

ent e.g. they 
should ensure that the developm

ent does not 
m

ake the existing highw
ay conditions any w

orse if 
considered to have a severe residual im

pact. They 
cannot unfortunately be sought to address existing 
problem

s. W
here potential S

106 m
easures w

ould 
require future m

aintenance, w
hich w

ould be paid 
for from

 the C
ounty C

ouncil’s funds, the m
easures 

w
ould also need to be assessed against the 

C
ounty C

ouncil’s other priorities and as such m
ay 

not be m
aintained by the C

ounty C
ouncil or w

ill 
require m

aintenance funding to be provide as a 
com

m
uted sum

.   W
ith regard to public transport, 

securing S
106 contributions for public transport 

services w
ill norm

ally focus on larger 
developm

ents, w
here there is a m

ore realistic 
prospect of services being com

m
ercially viable 

once the contributions have stopped i.e. they 
w

ould be able to operate w
ithout being supported 

from
 public funding. The current financial clim

ate 
m

eans that the C
H

A
 has extrem

ely lim
ited funding 

available to undertake m
inor highw

ay 
im

provem
ents. W

here any m
easures are proposed 

that w
ould affect speed lim

its, on-street parking 
restrictions or other Traffic R

egulation O
rders (be 

that to address existing problem
s or in connection 

w
ith a developm

ent proposal), their im
plem

entation 
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w
ould be subject to available resources, the 

availability of full funding and the satisfactory 
com

pletion of all necessary S
tatutory P

rocedures. 

 Locality H
ealthcheck review

 
58 

 
The num

bering of the docum
ent is a little difficult to 

reference and it w
ould help considerably if 

paragraphs w
ere num

bered throughout. 

    Throughout the docum
ent there is reference to 

C
om

m
unity A

ction P
olicies, yet no clear 

explanation of how
 these differ from

 the m
ain 

policies, is given. This should be clarified and an 
explanation given as to w

hy tw
o types of policies 

are presented. 

   

H
ealth check 

review 
N

um
bering needs 

reform
atting but the 

C
om

m
ittee feels that 

the docum
ent w

ill be 
less user friendly 
w

ith every para 
num

bered and it has 
not beebn drafted in 
report style 
   A

greed 
             

Form
atting to be 

revised. 
          To insert on page 7 
after the penultim

ate 
paragraph: 
 There are som

e 
restrictions to w

hat 
N

eighbourhood P
lans 

can achieve. For 
exam

ple: 
• 

They cannot 
prom

ote less 
developm

ent than is 
set out in the Local 
P

lan. 
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                P
age 9 - The initial paragraph of S

ection 2 of 

                               A
greed 

• 
They deal 

essentially w
ith land 

use issues; they 
cannot address 
enforcem

ent issues. 
• 

W
hile issues 

such as 
‘im

provem
ents to 

pavem
ents’ do not 

directly relate to land 
use issues, 
N

eighbourhood P
lans 

can encourage 
funding for these 
through developer 
contributions or 
through action to be 
undertaken by the 
P

arish C
ouncil. N

on 
planning-related 
issues such as this 
are addressed w

ithin 
the N

eighbourhood 
P

lan as issues for 
C

om
m

unity A
ction 

and are separated 
from

 the policies 
w

ithin the text. 
   D

elete first paragraph 
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C
hapter 3 repeat m

uch of the text from
 the extant 

C
hapter 1. This is unnecessary. 

P
age 10 - The housing needs study supporting the 

housing policies is considered robust and w
ell-

presented thus supporting the housing policies 
w

ithin the P
lan. H

ow
ever, reference to the 

em
erging Local P

lan for H
arborough D

istrict w
ould 

benefit from
 the inclusion of publication dates. 

R
eference could also be m

ade to the extant 
classification of the village. 

 P
age 11 - S

om
e acknow

ledgem
ent needs to be 

given in P
olicy H

1 or in the accom
panying text that 

the provision of 5 additional dw
ellings on the sites 

identified is the preference of the P
lan. 

D
evelopm

ent of these site could have com
e 

forw
ard given the extant policies for the area, in 

any event, and indeed proposals m
ay com

e 
forw

ard w
hich run counter to the identification of 

these sites, but w
hich w

ould otherw
ise be 

acceptable given extant strategic policy and other 
policies w

ithin the N
P

. Furtherm
ore, 

acknow
ledgem

ent of the use of perm
itted 

developm
ent rights could be given. 

  

   A
greed 

          A
greed 

                 

   The H
ousing N

eeds 
study w

ill be am
ended 

to include the 
classification of the 
village. The em

erging 
Local P

lan does not 
yet have a publication 
date but is expected 
to be A

dopted in 2017. 
  Im

m
ediately before 

the description of 
developm

ent sites on 
page12 is to be 
inserted: 
 ‘The provision of 5 
additional dw

ellings is 
w

elcom
ed by the 

com
m

unity as an 
opportunity to 
rebalance the housing 
stock in line w

ith 
locally identified need 
in preferred locations. 
 It is also recognised 
that through 
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     P
age 11 - R

eference to the H
ousing B

ill is 
assum

ed to m
ean the H

ousing and P
lanning A

ct 
2016 and should be am

ended accordingly 

P
age 14 – the reference at the end of P

olicy H
2 to 

‘other eligible households’ should be qualified. 

   P
age 15 – Fig 2 could benefit from

 a key to identify 
the sites in question, as opposed to relying on 
colour – w

hich is difficult to interpret if the 
docum

ent is printed in m
onotone. 

P
age 17 – P

olicy H
4 should refer to figure 3, 

erroneously it refers to figure 1. 

P
age 18 – (f) and reference to the C

onservation 
A

rea and im
portant buildings of special 

          A
greed 

    A
greed 

      A
gree 

    A
gree 

  A
greed.  M

ove to 
section 3c).  A

lso 

perm
itted 

developm
ent rights 

property ow
ners are 

able to m
ake certain 

changes to a building 
w

ithout the need to 
apply for planning 
perm

ission.’ 
  C

hange to be m
ade as 

proposed. 
   C

hange text to 
‘individuals elsew

here 
in the district w

ho 
m

eet the criteria for 
affordable housing’. 
  K

ey to be added. 
    P

olicy H
4 to refer to 

figure 3. 
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architectural or historic interest m
ay be better 

located w
ithin S

ection 3 of the H
N

D
P

 

P
age 20 – the list of statutorily protected property 

w
ould be better included w

ithin an appendix to the 
P

lan. 

  P
age 22 – w

hile it is acknow
ledged that the public 

consultation highlighted the need to preserve and 
enhance locally im

portant heritage property, P
olicy 

H
6 provides greater protection to non-designated 

assets than to designated ones and m
ay be 

considered to go too far. C
onsideration should 

therefore be given to a less dem
anding w

ord than 
“required”. The use of “expected” w

ould be m
ore 

appropriate together w
ith the addition of “in line 

w
ith the P

lanning (Listed B
uildings and 

C
onservation A

reas) A
ct 1990”. 

A
dditionally, “conserve and enhance” w

ould be 
better replaced w

ith “conserve or enhance”. 

 P
age 22 – it is acknow

ledged that the details 
contained w

ith the design section (g) reflects m
uch 

of the com
m

ents raised during the consultation 
periods and highlighted in the substantial evidence 
base prepared by the Q

B
. H

ow
ever, given N

P
P

F 

reference w
here list 

w
as sourced. 

 N
ot agreed. It is felt 

that the inclusion of 
the list w

ithin the 
docum

ent adds 
im

portant detail and 
doesn’t detract from

 
the flow

 of the text. 
 A

gree 
           A

gree 
    H

D
C

 have had sight 
of this section of the 
plan tw

ice to date 
(29/09/16). H

D
C

 has 

           The use of ‘expected’ 
to replace ‘required’ 
and ‘in line w

ith the 
P

lanning (Listed 
B

uildings and 
C

onservation A
reas) 

A
ct 1990’ to be added. 

     R
eplace ‘conserve 

and enhance’ w
ith 

‘conserve or 
enhance’. 
 N

one 
   



 
42 

paragraphs 58 to 60 care should be given to 
unnecessary prescription or detail. It is suggested 
that LP

A
 need to confirm

 that the proposals as 
currently presented are sufficiently robust w

ithout 
being overly prescriptive or repeat controls already 
in place under different pow

ers (eg footpaths and 
the need for a m

axim
um

 w
idth of 1.4m

 – this w
ould 

be subject to C
ounty C

ouncil H
ighw

ay jurisdiction 
and w

ithin existing highw
ay land w

ould not be a 
planning m

atter) 

P
age 23 – the text contains a repeat of previous 

sections of the P
lan. R

eference to ‘new
 signage 

proposals’ need qualification w
ith the text having 

regard to extant advertisem
ent regulations and 

deem
ed consent. 

   P
age 24 – developers should be “expected” or 

“encouraged”, rather than “required”, to present 
‘D

esign and A
ccess’ statem

ents unless they fall 
w

ithin the C
onservation A

rea w
here there is an 

obligation for these to be prepared under A
rticle 2 

of the Tow
n and C

ountry P
lanning (D

evelopm
ent 

M
anagem

ent P
rocedure (E

ngland) O
rder 2015 or 

otherw
ise required by law

. 

not raised concerns. 
C

onsultation has 
endorsed the 
approach. 
       A

greed 
           A

greed 
        

           C
heck earlier text for 

repetition. 
 A

m
end text ‘…

lim
ited 

in num
ber, conform

 to 
advertising 
regulations and not 
present a distraction 
…

’ 
   R

eplace ‘required’ 
w

ith ‘expected’. 
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 P
age 26 – reference to the em

ploym
ent of an 

‘experienced architect’ is considered onerous. The 
reference to ‘contem

porary design features’ and 
their appreciation is considered vague and 
subjective. 

  The checklist of sustainable elem
ents includes a 

num
ber of subjective references; reference to a 

‘m
inim

um
 S

A
P

 rating of 90’ should be qualified, 
and acknow

ledgm
ent given to ‘any other relevant 

national guidance’; reference to airtightness to 
exceed m

inim
um

 requirem
ents; orientation 

tow
ards the sun; ‘quality of w

orkm
anship found 

w
anting’ and the use of ‘m

ust’ as opposed to 
‘encourage’ require review

. It should be redrafted 
to avoid conflict w

ith the W
ritten S

tatem
ent of the 

R
t H

on S
ir E

ric P
ickles M

P
 at 

https:/w
w

w
.gov.uk/governm

ent/speeches/planning-
update-m

arch-2015. 

   

 A
greed. 

B
ullet point in 

question says 
‘should’ rather than 
‘m

ust’ w
hich affords 

a degree of 
flexibility. 
   A

greed – am
ends to 

the text to be m
ade. 

 The S
tatem

ent from
 

E
ric P

ickles 
supports the drive 
tow

ards zero carbon 
hom

es and these 
m

easures w
ill 

contribute to this 
aspiration. 
          

 R
em

ove 
‘experienced.’ 
C

hange text to: 
C

ontem
porary design 

features w
hich do not 

cause harm
 to the 

street scene or 
C

onservation A
rea 

w
ill be supported. 

 A
m

endm
ents and 

additions: 
 S

A
P

 rating com
m

ent 
to say ‘m

inim
um

 S
A

P
 

rating of 90. S
A

P
 

ratings m
easure the 

energy efficiency of 
hom

es on a scale 
from

 1-100. 
 A

irtightness to m
eet 

m
inim

um
 standards 

and exceed them
 

w
here possible. 

 ‘oriented tow
ards the 

sun w
herever 

possible’. 
 D

elete ‘all of the 
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           P
age 27 – policy H

7 refers to B
uilding D

esign 
principles for residential developm

ent, yet the 
design principles refers to general developm

ent. A
 

consistent approach and reference w
ould be 

helpful and qualification given to allow
 for 

circum
stances w

hen M
aterial C

onsiderations 
m

eans that the guidance cannot be follow
ed. 

 

                      A
greed 

         

above are 
com

prom
ised if the 

quality of 
w

orkm
anship is found 

w
anting’. 

 Throughout the 
section, replace 
‘m

ust’ w
ith ‘should’  

 R
ew

ord final bullet 
point before the 
policy H

7 on page 27 
to say ‘sm

art m
etering 

and sm
art controls 

are im
portant to 

energy system
s and 

should be used 
w

herever possible’. 
  A

m
end policy to read 

‘A
ll new

 developm
ent 

proposals including 
one or m

ore houses, 
replacem

ent 
dw

ellings and 
extensions w

ill need 
to satisfy the above 
building design 
principles unless 
M

aterial 
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  P
age 28 – it is unclear in policy H

8 if tandem
 

developm
ent that doesn’t incur any of the concerns 

listed w
ould be acceptable. 

         P
age 29 – w

hile the principle of identifying Local 
G

reen S
paces (LG

S
) is supported by the 

consultation exercises undertaken to date, the 
sites highlighted in policy E

N
V

1 include 4 relatively 
large sites w

hich, m
ay not fully com

ply w
ith the 

third bullet point of paragraph 77 of the N
P

P
F, 

nam
ely sites 01, 05, 06 and 11 as show

n on Figure 

    C
hange policy title 

to ‘B
ackland and 

Tandem
 

D
evelopm

ent. A
dd a 

definition. 
 R

em
ove the 

qualifications. 
              Experience 
indicates that 
designations as an 
O

SSR
 site does not 

afford sufficient 
protection from

 

C
onsiderations m

ean 
that the guidance 
cannot be follow

ed 
 B

ackland 
developm

ent is 
generally the m

ore 
com

prehensive 
developm

ent of land 
behind an existing 
frontage w

hilst 
tandem

 developm
ent 

is generally the 
placing of one 
dw

elling behind 
another w

ithin a 
single plot.  
 ‘TA

N
D

EM
 A

N
D

 
B

A
C

K
LA

N
D

 
D

EVELO
PM

EN
T in 

gardens of existing 
properties w

ill not be 
supported’. 
  N

one 
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5. This raises a high risk that the allocation of 
these parcels of land as LG

S
 is tantam

ount to 
restricting grow

th of the village, should this be 
required in the future. In any event, areas 01, 05 
and 07 are already highlighted as ‘im

portant O
pen 

Land in the extant C
S

 and hence subject to a 
degree of protection. 

          P
age 33 – reference to ‘significant’ local habitats 

and species in policy E
N

V
4 should be qualified. 

 

developm
ent. 

 There is no form
al 

guidance as to the 
m

axim
um

 size of a 
LG

S
 – it depends on 

the degree of 
specialness to the 
com

m
unity. E

ach of 
the sites proposed 
for designation are 
bounded, close to 
the village and 
‘special’ to the 
com

m
unity. 

 Future developm
ent 

potential is provided 
for in fields 97,98, 99 
and 100, allow

ing 
these special sites 
to rem

ain 
undeveloped 
w

ithout preventing 
further developm

ent 
should it be needed. 
  A

greed 
   

                            C
hange to ‘locally 

significant habitats 
and species’. A

dd in 
after non-designated 
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   P
age 35 – for clarity it is suggested that the phrase 

‘non-designated’ is qualified to explain that it 
reflects the N

P
P

F in that these elem
ents do not 

currently enjoy statutorily designated protection. 

P
age 41 – the evidence base to support policy 

E
N

V
8 and the protection of im

portant view
s needs 

to be fully referenced. R
eference to ‘strong 

resistance’ to developm
ent that m

ay im
pact on 

these view
s should be fully qualified and allow

ance 
m

ade for developm
ent supported by ‘exceptional 

circum
stances.’ 

P
age 43 – the principle of policy E

N
V

9, protecting 
footpaths and bridlew

ays, is covered by the 
H

ighw
ays A

ct and hence is superfluous. 

 P
age 44 – it is unclear w

hy C
om

m
unity A

ction 
policy E

N
V

5 is required to supplem
ent policy 

E
N

V
10. 

  

      A
greed 

   A
greed 

             N
ot agreed. 

 The C
om

m
unity 

A
ction adds a 

discretionary 
elem

ent to policy 
E

N
V

5 w
hich reflects 

a com
m

unity 

heritage assets in 
policy E

N
V

5 (sites 
w

ithout a statutory 
designation). 
  W

ording to be 
incorporated as 
proposed. 
 C

ross-reference to the 
evidence base to be 
added. 
 The qualification’ 
except in exceptional 
circum

stances’ to be 
added. 
 A

dd footpath m
ap. 

    N
one 
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 P
age 44 – the reference to ‘every developm

ent’ in 
P

olicy E
N

V
11 should be qualified w

ith reference to 
‘developm

ent of appropriate scale and w
here 

relevant’. 

    The addition of m
ap indicating relevant flood zones 

w
ould be helpful. 

 P
age 48 – the reference to ‘unacceptable traffic 

m
ovem

ents’ w
ithin policy C

F2 is subjective and 
should be qualified 

    

aspiration. 
 A

greed 
            A

 flood m
ap is 

available as 
supporting 
inform

ation on the 
P

arish w
ebsite 

 A
greed 

          

  D
elete ‘E

very 
developm

ent proposal 
in the P

arish w
ill be 

required to 
dem

onstrate that’ and 
replace w

ith 
‘D

evelopm
ent 

proposals of 
appropriate scale and 
w

here relevant w
ill be 

required to 
dem

onstrate that:’ 
       C

hange to ‘w
ill not 

result in 
unacceptable traffic 
m

ovem
ents that 

generate increased 
levels of noise, fum

es, 
sm

ell or other harm
ful 

disturbance to 
residential properties 
including the need for 
additional parking 
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   P
age 49 – policy E

1 and the accom
panying text 

needs to acknow
ledge the use of perm

itted 
developm

ent rights and the conversion of rural 
property and B

1 accom
m

odation for residential 
purposes. 

 P
age 50 – the reference at (f) of policy E

2 referring 
to ‘unacceptable levels of traffic m

ovem
ent’ is 

subjective and need qualification. The general 
intent of this policy w

ould be best presented as 
‘encouraging developm

ent’ as opposed to 
‘requiring developm

ent’ to address the list of 
criteria 

     

      A
greed 

 R
eference to 

perm
itted 

developm
ent rights 

is m
ade on page 52. 

 A
greed 

                  

w
hich cannot be 

catered for w
ithin the 

curtlidge of the 
property’. 
  A

m
end policy to add 

in ‘W
here planning 

perm
ission is 

required there w
ill be 

a strong presum
ption 

…
’ 

 A
m

end opening 
sentence to say 
‘developm

ent should’ 
rather than 
‘developm

ent w
ill be 

required’ 
 C

hange ‘N
ot generate 

unacceptable levels of 
traffic m

ovem
ent’ to 

‘w
ill not result in 

unacceptable traffic 
m

ovem
ents that 

generate increased 
levels of noise, fum

es, 
sm

ell or other harm
ful 

disturbance to 
residential properties 
including the need for 
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    P
age 53 – acknow

ledgem
ent could be given in the 

text accom
panying policy E

5, to the statutory 
pow

ers held by som
e providers. 

P
age 54 – policy T1 and accom

pany text could 
include reference to the role of the C

ounty 
H

ighw
ay A

uthority. 

       This is not felt 
necessary 
          

additional parking 
w

hich cannot be 
catered for w

ithin the 
curtilage of the 
property’. 
  N

one 
    A

dd into the narrative 
after the policies and 
com

m
unity actions ‘In 

exploring solutions to 
the transport issues 
identified the P

arish 
C

ouncil w
ill engage 

w
ith the C

ounty 
H

ighw
ays A

uthority 
w

ho hold statutory 
responsibility 

 Y
ourLocale com

m
ents 

59 
P

age 54 
The policy references in the final section are 
m

arked ‘policy x’ rather than actual policy 
num

bers 

G
ary K

irk 
A

greed.  
The policies should 
be referenced as (in 
order) E

N
V

9; E
2, E

3, 
H

2 and H
7. 

60 
P

age 29 
P

roposed rew
ording of LG

S
 policy E

N
V

1 
G

ary K
irk 

A
greed 

E
xisting policy 

‘D
evelopm

ent 
proposals that w

ould 
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result in the loss of, or 
have an adverse effect 
on, an identified LG

S
 

(listed below
) w

ill not 
be perm

itted, except 
in exceptional 
circum

stances’. 
C

hange to ‘W
ithin the 

areas of Local G
reen 

S
pace identified on 

the m
ap below

 (figure 
5), developm

ent is 
ruled out, other than 
in very special 
circum

stances.” 
61 

P
age 30 

P
roposed rew

ording of policy E
N

V
2 

G
ary K

irk 
A

greed 
E

xisting policy ‘The 
sites identified in this 
P

lan are of local 
significance for their 
w

ildlife and/or 
landscape features. 
They are im

portant in 
their ow

n right and 
are locally valued. 
D

evelopm
ent 

proposals that affect 
them

 w
ill be expected 

to protect and/or 
enhance their 
identified features’ 
change to ‘The 
protection and 
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enhancem
ent of the 

identified significant 
features of sites 
show

n in Figure 6 as 
“O

ther sites of high 
environm

ental and 
com

m
unity 

significance”, and 
detailed in the 
Environm

ental 
Inventory (available 
on the Parish w

ebsite) 
w

ill be supported.” 
62 

P
age 37 

P
roposed rew

ording of policy E
N

V
6 

G
ary K

irk 
A

greed 
Existing policy 
‘D

evelopm
ent 

proposals that 
adversely affect or 
dam

age an identified 
surviving area of ridge 
and furrow

 
earthw

orks (figure 9) 
w

ill be strongly 
resisted. They are 
form

ally identified in 
the Plan as non-
designated heritage 
assets’ change to ‘The 
surviving areas of 
R

idge and Furrow
 

fields are non-
designated heritage 
assets and any harm

 



 
53 

arising from
 a 

developm
ent proposal 

w
ill need to be 

balanced against their 
significance as 
heritage assets. 
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Leicestershire & Rutland Environmental Records Centre
Leicestershire County Council, Room 400,
County Hall, Glenfield, Leicestershire LE3 8RA

Leicestershire County Council. Licence number LA 076724

Based upon the Ordnance Survey mapping with the permission of the Controller of HMSO - Crown Copyright.
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.

Hungarton Parish
Local Wildilfe sites / candidate Local Wildlife sites

Job no. 15-260

20/08/2015
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