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[bookmark: _Toc209784711]Overview
This document compiles all the responses received during the Regulation 16 consultation. Original copies of the responses have been supplied to the Independent Examiner, to inform the assessment of the Plan. Please contact the Neighbourhood Planning Team with any queries, including reference to any supplementary documents not included here.


[bookmark: _Toc209784712]1: Anglian Water

Received 24 September 2025

Thank you for consulting Anglian Water on the submission version of the East Drayton Neighbourhood Plan.

Anglian Water has previously submitted comments on the pre-submission version (Reg 14) of the neighbourhood
plan.

We must re-iterate our comments on water efficiency which concern Policy 1 Sustainable Development, Infill and the Development Boundary and Policy 11 Renewable Energy, Energy Efficiency, and Reducing Carbon Usage. 

We note that the Environment Agency has raised similar representations on considering new residential development to meet tighter water efficiency measures of 110 litres per person per day (l/p/d) and the associated benefits of doing this.

Since publication of the pre-submission version, the Environment Agency and Natural England in partnership with a number of water company partners have published the ‘Shared Standards in Water Efficiency for Local Plan’ on the imperative for development plan policies to achieve tighter water efficiency standards than the optional standard of
110 litres l/p/d for new homes. shared-standards-in-water-efficiency-for-local-plans.pdf

Natural England has also published a blog on Getting water wise – Shared Standards in Water Efficiency for Local Plans in East Anglia – Natural England

This week the Ministry for Housing, Communities and Local Government (MHCLG) has commenced public consultation on the review of the Water Efficiency Standard(s) within the Building Regulations 2010 (Part G2 of the Approved Documents). This includes an option to revise the ‘mandatory water efficiency standard’, from 125 l/p/d to 105 l/p/d and amend the ‘optional technical water efficiency standard’, from 110 l/p/d, where there is a clear local need such as in areas of serious water stress, to 100 l/p/d. See Review of Water Efficiency Standards in the Building Regulations 2010 - Defra - Citizen Space

Given, the neighbourhood plan area is in a water stress area, there is merit in the plan looking at greater water efficiencies and to support those proposals where greater water efficiency can be achieved. Text from the Environment Agency has been included under paras. 141 and 142. Additional wording could be included within Policies 1 and Policy 8 (or their supporting text) such as “proposals which go further would be supported”. This is an
approach which has been adopted in other neighbourhood plans and local plans. This would still ensure general conformity with the strategic policies in the Bassetlaw Local Plan, namely Policy ST48: Reducing Carbon Emissions, Climate Change Mitigation and Adaptation, and therefore meet the Basic Conditions.

I should be grateful if you could please acknowledge receipt of this representation and keep me updated on further progress made on the neighbourhood plan.


[bookmark: _Toc209784713]2: Bassetlaw District Council: Conservation

Received 25 September 2025

We made various comments in relation to the Reg 14 consultation (copy attached). The majority of those changes requested have been made and we are thankful for this. In relation to the Reg 16 version, we have the following minor suggestions:

•	Paragraph 122: “Most of the built-up are area of East Drayton…”
•	Paragraph 124: “BDCs Conservation Team have identified a further 11 41 buildings that I are considered to contribute positively to the Conservation Area’s character and appearance. These are shown in yellow on the map below.”

[bookmark: _Toc209784714]3: Bassetlaw District Council: Neighbourhood Planning

Received 25 September 2025

Specific Observations

Policy 4, Part 2: The wording of this clause does not currently read like policy.

Page 41, Photo 5: This is a view of Top Street, but it is looking south rather than north. 

Page 47, Para 117: The reference to “M(4)3” in the first line should read “M4(3)”.

SEA / HRA Screening Report: The published document is the correct, finalised version, including the consultee comments and conclusions, but the title on the front page incorrectly identifies it as the Consultation Draft.


[bookmark: _Toc209784715]4: Bassetlaw District Council: Planning Policy

Received 29 September 2025

We welcome the responsive way our previous comments to the Regulation 14 Neighbourhood Plan have been considered. Our comments therefore relate to the following:

General comments
Paragraph 8 should reference the Land Availability Assessment June 2021 May 2022.

Paragraph 48 references opportunities for the re-use of agricultural buildings. We suggest the following minor change to clarify that proposals must be consistent with planning guidelines. 

‘There will also be opportunities for the conversion of agricultural buildings to dwellings over the Plan period that will also contribute to future housing needs, subject to being consistent with national legislation.’

Policy 1: Sustainable Development, Infill and the Development Boundary

We support the approach taken to Policy 1, which focuses development within the development boundary. Paragraph 48 supports the provision of converting agricultural buildings to dwellings. To reinforce the communities support for this, we’d suggest a minor wording change in Policy 1:

[bookmark: _Hlk200440428]‘Proposals for new development, including the appropriate conversion or change of use of existing buildings, will be supported ….’ 

Policy 2: Protecting the Landscape Character

We recommend minor wording changes to Policy 2: 1a) to aid legibility:

Development proposals in the areas identified as having a landscape sensitivity (Map 5) and within the Key Views on Map 6 should be: 

a) designed to respect this landscape sensitivity and safeguard relevant Key Views. In this way to ensure their contribution to the wider character and sense of openness that they provide around East Drayton Village and to the long views out to the open countryside will be maintained

Part 4 explains that the loss of hedgerow boundaries and trees that contribute to the streetscene should include a landscape plan, tree survey and arboricultural assessment that demonstrates how the planting programme will reflect the rural character. It is unclear if Part 4 is intended to address replacement hedgerow/trees or is intended to be used by applicants to justify the loss on the streetscene – because if the hedgerows and trees are being removed/lost there would be no need for a planting programme. We welcome clarification on this point.

We suggest a minor change to Part 5 to strengthen the aim of this criterion:

The quality and accessibility of the natural environment in the Parish is highly valued by local residents. Development proposals should protect, and where appropriate enhance Public Rights of Way

Policy 5: Reducing the Risk of Flooding

The end of Part 2 seems to contradict with the start. To align with national policy we suggest:

2. Proposals for flood management, or green/blue infrastructure offering improvements that do not result in an increase in lower the risk of flooding on site and elsewhere will be supported subject to the proposal not resulting in an increase in flood risk elsewhere

Policy 9: Supporting the Local Economy

We support the approach taken to Policy 9, which focuses on helping the local rural economy prosper. However, we would suggest minor wording changes to better align with Policy ST8 and Policy ST10 of the Local Plan. 

1. Proposals for small scale employment uses in the area relating to local farming, forestry, recreation or tourism development in the rural area will be supported where:

Policy 10: Protecting and Enhancing Community Facilities

We are pleased that Policy 10 seeks to protect the cricket field for sport and recreation use. We advise that 4 a) as written will be difficult to implement and may not seek the desired outcome. The following change is suggested:

4. Development proposals, which would result in the loss of the cricket field (Part 1c) will only be supported where: 

a) an assessment has been undertaken which demonstrates the sports facility or playing field is surplus to requirements no longer required to meet an identified need for sport; or 

Policy 11: Renewable Energy, Energy Efficiency and Reducing Carbon Usage

Policy 11 is supported. We recommend that Part 5 c) is revised to provide further clarity about what is meant by acceptable ‘residents living conditions, amenity, health and quality of life.’ To strengthen the policy and aid implementation we suggest:

It can be demonstrated that there will be no significant adverse impacts upon residents’ living conditions, amenity, health and quality of life are or can be made acceptable during construction, operation and decommissioning of installations

Appendix F:

We welcome and support the inclusion of Community Aspiration in Appendix F. This will provide a strong basis to engage with relevant stakeholders in the future. 



[bookmark: _Toc209784716]5: Coal Authority

Received 25 August 2025 


Thank you for your notification of 8 August 2025 seeking the views of the Coal Authority on
the above.

The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department for
Energy Security and Net Zero. As a statutory consultee, the Coal Authority has a duty to
respond to planning applications and development plans in order to protect the public and
the environment in mining areas.

However, the area to which this consultation relates is not located within the defined
coalfield. On this basis we have no specific comments to make.


[bookmark: _Toc209784717]6: Environment Agency

Received 25 September 2025

Thank you for consulting the Environment Agency on the this submission draft consultation for the East Drayton Neighbourhood Plan.
We previous provided comments on the pre-submission reg 14 consultation, a copy of our previous comments is appended to this response. 
We are pleased to see that are comments have been considered and changes implemented.
We welcome and support:
· The strengthened wording of policy 1 regarding flood risk and water efficiency standards.
· Amendments to policy 3, particularly changes to part 3 providing a stronger steer towards the inclusion of sustainable drainage within developments.
· The addition of reference to the Laneham Beck in section 12.
· Updated flood risk mapping with Map 8a and 8b.
· Amendments to policy 5.
[bookmark: _Hlk209783190]

[bookmark: _Toc209784718]7: Historic England

Received 11 August 2025


Thank you for consulting us on the Regulation 16 Consultation of the East Drayton Neighbourhood Plan. 

We have no further comments to make in addition to those we made at Regulation 14 stage - a copy of which I have attached for your information.


[bookmark: _Toc209784719]8: National Highways

Received 25 September 2025

Thank you for consulting National Highways on the proposed Neighbourhood Plan which
covers the period 2024 to 2038. The plan is to be in conformity with the Bassetlaw Local
Plan and this is acknowledged within the document.

National Highways has been appointed by the Secretary of State for Transport as a
strategic highway company under the provisions of the Infrastructure Act 2015 and is the
highway authority, traffic authority and street authority for the Strategic Road Network
(SRN). It is our role to maintain the safe and efficient operation of the SRN whilst acting
as a delivery partner to national economic growth.

In responding to Local Plan consultations, we have regard to DfT Circular 01/2022: The
Strategic Road Network and the Delivery of Sustainable Development (‘the Circular’).
This sets out how interactions with the Strategic Road Network should be considered in
the making of local plans. In addition to the Circular, the response is also in accordance
with the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other relevant policies.

National Highways principal interest is in safeguarding the safe operation of the SRN in
the area, namely the A1 which routes approx. 4 miles to the west of the Plan area. East
Drayton is classed as a ‘Small Rural Settlement’ with limited housing growth (infill) as
identified by the minimal housing figure.

It is acknowledged that due to the scale and anticipated distribution of any additional
development growth being proposed through the Neighbourhood Plan, it is unlikely that
there will be any significant impacts on the operation of the SRN in the area.

This Reg 16 consultation identifies the scale of acceptable residential development as
‘limited infill’. These sites will be assessed through the planning process (Transport
Assessment) however, as mentioned, when considering the scale of the development
concerned, it is unlikely that there will be any significant impacts on the safe operation of
the SRN in the area. As such we have no further comments to make.

If I can be of any further assistance on this matter, please do not hesitate in contacting
me.


[bookmark: _Toc209784720]9: Natural England

Received 24 September 2025

Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 08 August 2025.

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.

Natural England is a statutory consultee in neighbourhood planning and must be consulted on draft neighbourhood development plans by the Parish/Town Councils or Neighbourhood Forums where they consider our interests would be affected by the proposals made.
Natural England does not have any specific comments on this draft neighbourhood plan.
However, we refer you to the attached annex which covers the issues and opportunities that should be considered when preparing a Neighbourhood Plan and to the following information.

Natural England does not hold information on the location of significant populations of protected species, so is unable to advise whether this plan is likely to affect protected species to such an extent as to require a Strategic Environmental Assessment. Further information on protected species and development is included in Natural England's Standing Advice on protected species .

Furthermore, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all environmental assets. The plan may have environmental impacts on priority species and/or habitats, local wildlife sites, soils and best and most versatile agricultural land, or on local landscape character that may be sufficient to warrant a Strategic Environmental Assessment. Information on ancient woodland, ancient and veteran trees is set out in Natural England/Forestry Commission standing advice.

We therefore recommend that advice is sought from your ecological, landscape and soils advisers, local record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local soils, best and most versatile agricultural land, landscape, geodiversity and biodiversity receptors that may be affected by the plan before determining whether a Strategic Environmental Assessment is necessary.

Natural England reserves the right to provide further advice on the environmental assessment of the plan. This includes any third party appeal against any screening decision you may make. If an Strategic Environmental Assessment is required, Natural England must be consulted at the scoping and environmental report stages.


[bookmark: _Toc209784721]10: Nottinghamshire County Council – Consolidated Response

Received 24 September 2025

Thank you for your email requesting strategic planning observations on the above consultation. I have consulted with my colleagues across relevant divisions of the County Council and have the following comments to make. 
In terms of the County Council’s responsibilities there are a number of elements of national planning policy and guidance that are of particular relevance in the assessment of the neighbourhood plan. These include Minerals and Waste, Education, Transport and Public Health. 
County Planning Context 
Highways 
The County Council as Highway Authority is a statutory consultee to Local Planning Authorities and therefore makes separate responses on the relevant highway technical aspects. 
Should further information on the highway elements be required contact should be made directly with the Highway Development Control Team to discuss this matter further with the relevant officers dealing with neighbourhood plan. 
Flood Risk Management 
The County Council notes that the plan appears to suitably reflect flood risk management considerations for the area. 
It is suggested that exert titled A1 – Resilience to Climate Change shown under paragraph 92 on page 34 may wish to be reviewed for grammar, as it notes ‘risk flood areas’ where it should state flood risk, and several other minor grammar or spelling issues. 
Public Transport 
Background 
In 2021 the government published its document ‘Bus Back Better – A National Bus Strategy for England’. The strategy requires Local Transport Authorities to implement ambitious bus priority schemes and Bus Service Improvement Plans (BSIPs) which consider how a coherent and integrated network should serve schools, health, social care, employment and other services. This includes requiring the provision of economically necessary bus services, including those which improve people’s access to employment. The aims of the Strategy should be reflected in the Neighbourhood Plan. 
The 2025 Better Buses Bill builds upon the foundations of the National Bus Strategy, further strengthening the role of Local Transport Authorities in delivering integrated and socially inclusive bus networks through Enhanced Partnerships. The forthcoming legislation places a statutory duty on authorities to safeguard “socially necessary” services. 
Local bus operators provide services that they consider as commercial, and the Council provide revenue subsidies to provide additional services to ensure communities have access to essential services including education, work, health, shopping and leisure. 
The level of revenue funding available to the Council to provide supported services is diminishing. Therefore, other funding sources are required to enable the council to maintain a socially necessary and sustainable public transport network. 
Plan Observations 
The County Council suggest that Objective 1 is expanded to include aspirations of supporting public transport within the plan area to promote the social and economic vitality of the village through potential tourism opportunities. 
The county Council notes that paragraph 136 refers to residents with limited mobility or those without a car having access to local spaces. It is suggested that references could be made to community transport and to the accessibility of the public transport network. 
The County Council welcomes paragraph 146.c) which mentions community third sector support, enhancing social mobility and providing further support for those without car access or those with limited mobility. 
It is acknowledged that since 2011 eight new homes were developed in the area. The Bassetlaw Local Plan Policy ST2: Housing Growth in Rural Bassetlaw specifies that East Drayton has been allocated 5 dwellings (as a minimum) of the overall growth. The level of development is modest and will not allow public transport contributions to be sought. 
Minerals and Waste 
The County Council welcome the acknowledgement in paragraph 2 on page 6 of the Neighbourhood Plan that the County Councils Minerals Plan and Waste Plan alongside the Bassetlaw Local Plan and Neighbourhood Plan form part of the overall development Plan for Bassetlaw. This is greatly appreciated, to ensure the correct reference the Council would suggest the following small amendment: ‘Once the EDNP has been ‘made’ by Bassetlaw District Council (BDC) it will form part of the Development Plan for Bassetlaw, which also includes the Bassetlaw Plan adopted in 2024 and the Nottinghamshire County Council (NCC) Minerals and Waste Local Plans. 
Public Health 
Given the potential impacts on local health outcomes identified in the Neighbourhood Plan area, it is recommended that the Neighbourhood Plan itself is subject to a Rapid Health Impact Assessment (RHIA), using the template set out in the County Council’s Spatial Planning for Health Framework. This will help to ensure that the Plan’s policies and proposals fully consider and address the wider determinants of health for existing and future residents. 
In addition, the County Council recommends that the Neighbourhood Plan includes a dedicated Health & Wellbeing policy. This should reference the Nottinghamshire Spatial Planning for Health Framework (SPHF) and require the use of a Rapid Health Impact Assessment for major developments (50 or more dwellings, or 1,000 sqm or more non-residential floorspace). 
Further information can be found at: https://www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/planning-and-environment/housing-and-health or by contacting planning.publichealth@nottscc.gov.uk 

Conclusion 
It should be noted that all comments contained above could be subject to change, as a result of any ongoing negotiations between the County Council and the Local Planning Authority. These comments are based on the information supplied and are without prejudice to any comments the County Council may make on any future plans. 


[bookmark: _Toc209784722]11: Nottinghamshire County Council - Archaeology

Received 25 September 2025

Thank you for consulting us on the draft Neighbourhood Plan and I o􀆯er the following comments in relation to archaeology.
We very much welcome the inclusion of Section 15 and Policy 8 Protecting and Enhancing Heritage Assets (page 50). Paragraph 126 recognises the rich heritage and archaeological resource across the parish and references the known heritage assets recorded on the Nottinghamshire Historic Environment Record (NHER).
In addition to the noted assets, the NHER also holds additional records which are not shown on the included map (Map 10c Areas of Archaeological Interest) and which we think would be helpful to add. These include a circular enclosure (NHER: L4684), an area of surviving medieval ridge and furrow (NHER: L6972), a findspot recording recovery of a Neolithic (NHER: L4728) , an undated earthwork (NHER: L6969) and an undated field system (NHER: L9988). I would recommend that the NHER is consulted for an up-to-date map of all the known heritage assets in the parish which can be included in Map 10c. More information on the NHER and contact details can be found here Historic Environment Record (HER) | Nottinghamshire County Council.
In addition to the known non-designated heritage assets on the NHER it is highly likely that currently unknown heritage assets dating to all historical periods would be identified through further archaeological investigation within the parish.
Given the above, I would encourage addition of a note in the Plan relating to archaeology in development, something along the lines of:
“Nottinghamshire County Council manages the Historic Environment Record for the county and holds numerous records for the parish relating to evidence of historic settlement and other cultural activity. Nondesignated archaeological heritage assets would be managed in development through guidance in the National Planning Policy Framework. Nottinghamshire County Council and Bassetlaw District Council advise that there should be early consultation of the Nottinghamshire Historic Environment Record and assessment of the archaeological potential of the area at an appropriate stage in the design of new developments, in order that the requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework, and Bassetlaw’s Local Plan are met. The District Council’s archaeological advisors are happy to advise on the level of assessment and appropriate stages to be undertaken.”
This would give clarity to developers of future sites. The plan could also highlight a level of outreach and public engagement that might be aspired to from archaeological work undertaken as part of a development project. Increased public understanding of heritage assets is an aspiration of the NPPF, and provision in project designs for outreach and engagement are always welcomed.
As a large proportion of archaeology is unknown and only discovered during ground disturbance, I would further recommend that Policy 8 is updated to specifically reference non-designated archaeology in the development process. This could include a section where the Plan would ‘only support development where appropriate archaeological assessment has been undertaken to inform a programme of archaeological mitigation work (where necessary)’.
This would also align the Plan well with the existing guidance in NPPF and Policy ST40 and Policy 41 of the Bassetlaw Local Plan (2020 – 2038).
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