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DRAYTON PARSLOW PARISH COUNCIL 

NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN (NDP)  

 

1. Membership of the Working Group. 

The Working Group will consist of parish councillors and local volunteers who live in the 

village. A Chairman must be elected. 

It will report back to the full Parish Council on a regular basis, and the work of the 

Working Group will be a standing item on the agenda of Parish Council meetings, over 

the life of the Group. 

The Working Group has no authority to allocate or spend any Parish Council funds. 

2. Roles and Responsibilities of the Working Group. 

Members of the Working Group will: 

 Draft an initial vision and an outline scope and objectives for a NDP. 

 

 Identify and agree on any external constraints (Central Government or Local 

Authority policies, for example) on the production of a NDP. 

 

 Identify physical constraints (such as the availability of volunteers to help draft a 

NDP, and budgetary issues), and suggest means to reduce the impact of these 

constraints. 

 

 Produce a draft budget for the development of a NDP, and identify sources of 

funding to meet it. 

 

 Liaise with relevant authorities and organizations to help establish the feasibility 

of a NDP. 

 

 Draft an outline plan to establish essential timelines for the development of a 

NDP. 

 

 Suggest a structure and composition of a Steering Group and sub-Groups to take 

the detailed production of a NDP forward. 

 

 Draft TORs for a NDP Steering Group and its sub-Groups. 

 

 Ensure that there is no discrimination in the plan making process and that it is a 

wholly inclusive, open and transparent process. 

 

 Treat other Members of the Steering Group with respect and dignity, allowing 

Members to express their views without prejudice and interruption. 
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 The main output of the Steering Group will be a structured and detailed report to 

the Parish Council, with recommendations to enable a final decision to be made 

to either develop a NDP or not for Drayton Parslow. 

 

Members of the Parish Council will: 

 

 Support the Steering Group throughout its life, and provide additional oversight 

and advice as necessary to help it meet its objectives. 

 

 Following the presentation of the Steering Group report, make a considered 

decision whether or not to develop a NDP. 

 

 

 Details of the scope of work entailed are shown at 

http://locality.org.uk/resources/neighbourhood-planning-roadmap-guide/  

 

http://locality.org.uk/resources/neighbourhood-planning-roadmap-guide/
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The Components of the Plan 

 

 Vision and Aims.  Includes such aspects as overall aims for future development and 

growth - social, planning and regeneration. Should also include the life of the plan 

(usually 20-30 years, although subject to review). 

 Planning Policies.  These would be used to make decisions on planning 

applications1 .  They would be determined in accordance with the NDP’s policies, 

unless material considerations indicate otherwise. 

 Site Allocations.  The Plan may identify key sites for specific kinds of development 

(eg housing, retail, employment of mixed).  

 Community Proposals.  Could include policies on improving key public spaces, and 

pedestrian links, for example. 

 Background Document.  A supporting document should also be created to 

summarise the evidence base used in formulating the plan, including sources and 

describing the outcomes of the community engagement programme at different 

stages in the plan process. 

 Consultation Statement.  This is a report, summarising the comments received at 

the pre-submission consultation phase, the issue raised by those comments and 

describing if and how the plan has been modified in response.  This is a legal 

requirement. 

 Summary.  The Plan itself and its background supporting document will be detailed.  

A summary should therefore be provided. 

 Examples of NDP are shown at the following links: 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/great-horwood-neighbourhood-plan 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/marsh-gibbon-neighbourhood-plan  

Constraints 

 

The basic conditions for an NDP are enshrined in law, and provide a number of constraints 

within which the NDP must be formulated: 

 Must be appropriate having regard to national policy (essentially the National 

Planning Policy Framework or NPPF). 

 Must contribute to the achievement of sustainable development (ie it cannot specify 

‘No development’). 

 Must be in general conformity with the strategic policies in the development plan in 

the local area.  This is problematic given that the Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan 

(VALP) will not exist until at least 2017. 

 Must be compatible with human rights requirements. 

 Must be compatible with EU obligations. 

 A major constraint for us is the lack of an accepted 5-year housing land supply for 

AVDC, so that we would have to assess that need for the life of the NDP using 

derived evidence. However, a new updated assessment (Oct 2016) indicates that a 5 

year supply is now available. 

 

Support Available 

 

                                                           
1
 Although AVDC would still remain the Planning Authority. 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/great-horwood-neighbourhood-plan
http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/marsh-gibbon-neighbourhood-plan
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Whilst we as a community would need to be seen to be taking the lead on this, a number of 

sources of support are available: 

 AVDC Planning.  Now that the NA has been designated, the Planning Authority 

(AVDC) has a formal and statutory duty to support (and indeed they receive a Central 

Govt grant to do so for each submission).  This would include the following: 

o A dedicated support officer – Olivia Wojniak 

o Making existing data and maps available for the Evidence Base supporting 

the plan. 

o Identifying key local strategic policies from the Local Plan. 

o Advising on relevant national policies /guidance. 

o Sharing information on key contacts, stakeholders and best practice plan-

making. 

o Making available venues (but not necessarily funding it) and helping to 

arrange community engagement activities. 

o Checking the plan prior to final submission. 

o Providing a degree of technical support. 

o Providing members for neighbourhood forums or more informal working 

groups (not relevant in our case), although given their other priorities for 

resources, they have stated that it is most unlikely that they could be in 

attendance at meetings. 

o Setting up a neighbourhood planning web page 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/section/neighbourhood-planning   

o Providing funding and support for the referendum at the end of the making 

process for the NDP. 

 AVDC Planning’s main effort is in finalising the VALP, and it has already been 

confirmed that their current resources may prevent them meeting some of the above.  

However, AVDC has provided a useful guidance document. 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/sites/default/files/page_downloads/Neighbourhoo

d-Plan-Guidance-Note-Post-Vale-of-Aylesbury-Plan-March-2014-.pdf  

 Community Impact Bucks.  CIB can provide bespoke consultant and practical 

support.  They now have a lot of experience supporting the making of NDPs.  Some 

of their support is free, but we would have to pay for specialist consultancy. 

 Financial grant providers. Advice on appropriate funding organisations is at: 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/neighbourhood-planning-guidance-and-funding  

 

Risks  

 

Whilst these would need to be assessed in detail by a Steering Group, should it be decided 

to proceed with a NDP, the following exist now, as a minimum: 

 Failure to form a NDP Steering Group (and sub-groups).  Impact Critical. Likelihood 

Possible.  Mitigation: realistic campaign by PC to attract appropriate numbers of 

volunteers. 

 Failure to formulate a robust plan for a NDP. Impact Critical.  Likelihood Possible.  

Mitigation: appropriate selection of Steering Group(s) and leadership and 

management by PC. 

 Failure to maintain a NDP Steering Group (and sub-groups).  Impact Critical.  

Likelihood Possible (given the experience of local PCs attempting to formulate a 

http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/section/neighbourhood-planning
http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/sites/default/files/page_downloads/Neighbourhood-Plan-Guidance-Note-Post-Vale-of-Aylesbury-Plan-March-2014-.pdf
http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/sites/default/files/page_downloads/Neighbourhood-Plan-Guidance-Note-Post-Vale-of-Aylesbury-Plan-March-2014-.pdf
http://www.aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk/neighbourhood-planning-guidance-and-funding
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NDP). Mitigation: appropriate monitoring and leadership of activities and membership 

by PC. 

 Failure to attract appropriate grant funding.   Impact Critical.  Likelihood Unlikely.  

Mitigation: application supported by evidence. 

 Failure to attract other funding.  Impact Very High – Critical.  Likelihood Possible. 

Mitigation: appropriate research into other potential funding streams. 

 NDP may not meet basic conditions.  Impact Critical.  Likelihood Unlikely.  Mitigation: 

robust project management of development of plan, with advice from appropriate and 

trusted organisations.  In addition, the plan should be based on compliance with 

national and local policies as they exist now, and not assume any change. 

 NDP may not meet requirements of an evidence-based AVDC 5 year housing land 

supply assessment, and could therefore require amendment, which would result in 

delay in making the NDP.  Impact Severe.  Likelihood Possible.  Mitigation:  

investigate other metrics to assess this issue, used elsewhere by other PCs.   

 Failure to attract public support of NDP.  Impact Critical.  Likelihood Possible.  

Mitigation: robust and credible public engagement and consultation through the 

whole NDP process. 

 

 

 


