
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE OAKHAM AND BARLEYTHORPE 
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN STEERING GROUP 

held on 10th. October, 2018 at the King Centre, Barleythorpe at 2.00 pm. 

Present: Christopher Clark (CC) (chair), Nick Taylor (NT), Paul Buxton (PB), Michael Hinman 
(MH), Janet Hughes (JH), Paul Dowse (PD), John Nowell (JN) and David Salkeld (DS). 

Apologies: Adam Lowe (AL), Christopher Marsland (CM). 

In attendance: Simone Landucci (SL) and John Bayes (JB) from Open Plan. 

Presentation 
The Open Plan representatives explained the structures and elements necessary for the submission 
of a neighbourhood plan. Group members would be sent copies of the presentation, a summary of 
which followed. 

Outline 
1. Process Overview and Consultation Summary – this would give the reason for the plan being 
instituted and a general reference to work done, such as the survey and walkabouts. 

2. Background and Context – forming an introduction to the more detailed sections, this would 
summarise data from the surveys, personal consultations with the public and walkabouts. 

3. Main Issues summarised. 

4. Vision – based on the Background and Context, this would be looking more to the future in 
general but concise terms. 

5. Objectives for each area of the plan. 

6. Policies. This would form the bulk of the plan. It would be based on the Objectives but be more 
specific – thus an objective might be good-quality housing but a policy be about house-design. It 
would refer to the local neighbourhood profile, local neighbourhood assessment and local plan 
because the local authority would use the Vision, Objectives and Policies to determine planning 
policies. Open Plan would prepare a basic conditions statement which would be submitted along 
with the neighbourhood plan in order to show how each policy obeyed national and local planning 
requirements. Open Plan would also prepare (in the form of a large spreadsheet) a consultation 
statement via the county council but, if the steering group disagreed with what anything that that 
said, it did not have to include it in its submission. As there was still no replacement for Colin 
Dunigan, CC would write to the county council chief executive to ascertain which officer Open 
Plan should contact about this. Action: CC 
After a six-week period for consultation, the consultation statement would be submitted to Rutland 
County Council for assessment by an inspector whom the council would appoint. Open Plan would 
review the local plan to see if the neighbourhood plan conflicted with it. 

7. Community Aspiration. Anything which the public wanted doing or not doing which lay outside 
the neighbourhood plan's remit could be included in an appendix as data for Oakham Town Council 
to present to RCC. Once the neighbourhood plan had been adopted, OTC would be entitled to 25% 



of the structural levy from a developer instead of 15%, which meant that more money would be 
available for investment in Oakham and Barleythorpe. 

Process 
Open Plan needed for the consultation statement's summary a table laying out events (the survey, 
consultations and walkabouts) which would show the nature of the event, its date, purpose, 
attendance, outcome, conclusion and impact on the plan's development. Much of this could appear 
on Google Drive, which PD would set up. Action: PD. 

Details 

1. Process Overview and Consultation Summary required a tabular timeline of events undertaken. 
Open Plan had a template which group members could fill in. 

2. Background and Context. This examined the area's past and present with historical assessment, as 
MH and David Blanksby (DB) had done for Oakham and Barleythorpe respectively. It should also 
include reference to the transport network, social cohesion, the town centre (for which the Task & 
Finish Group had a great deal of data) and demography. This section would include general 
observations not shown elsewhere in the plan. 

3. Main Issues – under this heading could come such social, economic and environmental matters as 
residential development, design and character of housing and the fact of an ageing population. 
Much had been done by the Rural Community Council (Leicestershire & Rutland) in analysing the 
survey's results. 

4. Vision. Although the group had already addressed this, it could be refined by including more 
views from Barleythorpe's representatives about that settlement's identity and how concerned the 
parish council and residents were about maintain green spaces between it and both Oakham and 
Langham. Action: for discussion at next steering group meeting. 

5. Objectives developed from the Vision and could cover such matters as the area's character, 
employment and socio-economic attractiveness for younger people. 

6. Policies. Each policy required:- 
(a) an explanatory paragraph in line with the National Policy Planning Framework and any other 
national legislation (Open Plan would write this); 
(b) a similar paragraph vis-à-vis the local plan (which Open Plan would write); 
(c) paragraphs 3-5 which the group would prepare to include what had been identified for that 
policy from the survey and walkabouts; 
(d) a policy box which Open Plan would write according to what had been said in the survey and 
other consultations, provided that that was realistic (Open Plan would alter anything to make it in 
line with the local plan); 
(e) an illustrative map. 
Typical policies:- 
(a) Residential Development Management – broad policy, setting out requirements; 
(b) Housing Design and Layout – design-requirements, including parking and pavements; 



(c) Site-Specific Designs and Layout – but the number and location of sites submitted for 
development had changed; 
(d) Housing Affordability and Local Connection – affordable housing, housing suitable for local 
people who would otherwise have to move away; 
(e) Town Centre – identify land use and business-types; 
(f) Employment – e.g. identify new sites and how they should be developed; 
(g) Historic Heritage and Character – identify and map listed buildings and structures and non-listed 
ones worthy of preservation; 
(h) Important Vistas – identify and map; 
(i) Community Facilities - much had been done on this already by group members; 
(j) Local Green Spaces – identify and map; 
(k) Green Infrastructure – public rights of way, parks, tree preservation orders. 
To the above general policies, the group wished to add: 
(l) Barleythorpe - its identity. 
Good neighbourhood plans for comparison were those written by Hexham, Morpeth, Thame and 
Alford. 

7. Community Aspirations. 
Such general matters as could not be put into a policy; they could include ideas from the Task & 
Finish group (provided that we acknowledged the source), but OTC was not obliged to act on them. 

Action 
One Google document was needed for each section of the plan. Ideally two people should be 
assigned to each task. Group members then agreed to the following assignment of responsibilities: 



1. Process Overview and Consultation Summary (DS, PD) 
2. Background and Context - Key Issues (CC, JN) 
3. Vision and Objectives (NT, PD) 
4. Policies:- 

  
1.  Residential Development Management (NT, JH) 
2.  Housing Design and Layout (NT, JH) 
3. Site Specific Design and Layout (NT, JH) 
4. Housing affordability and local connection (NT, JH) 

5. Town Centre (MH, PB, PD) 
6. Historic Heritage and Character (MH, PB, PD) 

7. Employment (JN) 

8. Community Facilities (DS, CC) 

9. Important Views (Barleythorpe Team) 
10. Local Green spaces (Barleythorpe Team) 
11. Green Infrastructure (Barleythorpe Team) 
12. Separation of Barleythorpe (Barleythorpe Team) 

5. Community Aspiration (all together at the end of the drafting) 


