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1.

Introduction

1.1

This consultation statement is prepared in pursuance of Section 15(1)(b) of The
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (as amended) to accompany the
Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan (RNP) upon submission to the North Norfolk District
Council.

1.2

“Consultation Statement” for this purpose is defined (S15 (2)) as a document which –
-

Contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the
proposed neighbourhood development plan
Explains how they were consulted
Summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted and
Describes how those issues and concerns have been considered and, where
relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan.

2.

Organisational Structure

2.1

The RNP has been developed by a Working Group comprised of parish councillors,
representatives nominated by key stakeholders in the village and villagers. The work
of the Working Group has been overseen throughout by the Ryburgh Parish Council.
The persons attending the Working Group have changed somewhat over the course of
the four years it has taken to reach the stage of submission of the RNP. Participation
has been open at all stages to anyone interested in the process

2.2

The Working Group has been assisted and supported by North Norfolk District Council
throughout the process, for which help it is very grateful.

2.3

Invitations were issued upon the formation of the Working Group (20.02.2017) on
behalf of the Parish Council to the Sennowe Estate (the owners of almost the entirety
of the agricultural land within which the village is set), Crisp Maltings Limited (the
company whose business is the industrial site in the midst of the village), Andrew J
Purdy (Chair of Ryburgh PCC and Chair of the Ryburgh Village Shop CIC), All Saints
CEVA Primary School, Pensthorpe Natural Park (the Wensum Valley nature reserve
and visitor centre part of which is included in the Neighbourhood Area) and Mill Lane
Nursing Home. Mr Ian Wilson joined the Working Group as a parish councillor so as to
represent and report to the Parish Council.

2.4

Sennowe Estate nominated Mr Tom Cook, and subsequently Mr Algy Williams, Crisp
nominated its Production director Mr Graham Taylor and, when not available, it’s
Managing Director Mr Adrian Dyter, the school nominated its governor Mr Hugh
Lanham and Mill Lane Nursing Home declined to respond. At a later date (December
2017) Pensthorpe nominated Mr Mark Noble and subsequently Mr Dan Duthie. The
make-up of the Working Group over the course of the process can be readily seen
from the minutes of their meetings, all of which are and were published on the Parish
Council Website (www.ryburghpc.info) so that the progress of the Working Group
could be followed by anyone interested.
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3.

The main events in the production of the RNP

3.1

The table that follows is intended to give an overview of the procedure and thereby,
the interface between the Working Group and the community during the production
of the NDP.

Date

Action

13.12.2016

PC votes to proceed with NDP

16.02.2017

Meeting with NNDC for preliminary advice

21.02.2017

Submission by PC of application to designate a
Neighbourhood area.

04.04.2017

First meeting of Working Group

13.04.2017

Report on progress made to PC

02.05.2017

Second meeting of Working Group – to develop
methodology

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

May 2017

Schedule of businesses compiled.
Social media established - G-mail, Ryburgh PC
website NDP page with explanation of the process.
Third meeting of Working Party preparatory to
public meeting.

Schedule Doc 2 in Annex 1

06.06.2017

Notes

18.06.2017

Notice posted on PC Website of intended public
meeting on 12th July.

02.07.2017

Notice of intended public meeting on 12th July sent
to all Ryburgh Wildlife Group members ([N0]
members)
Flyers advising of public meeting hand delivered to
all houses in the parish and A3 ‘verge’ notices
announcing meeting put up at either end of village.
e-mail Notice of intended public meeting on 12th
July sent to all Ryburgh Village Amenity Group
subscribers
Working Group report to Parish Council

09.07.2017

09.07.2017

11.07.2017
12.07.2017

Copy Attendance sheet giving names and contact
details of all attending the public meeting and Sec’s
note of the meeting.

16.07.2017

NDP ‘Booth’ at village Dog Show
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Notice of application posted
On four village notice boards in
the form of Doc 1 in Annex 1
For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

Copy flyer Doc 3 in Annex 1

Copy report Doc 4 in Annex 1
Copy Doc’s 5 & 6 in Annex 1
The contact details have been
redacted in compliance with data
protection.
Copy Note Doc 7 in Annex 1

Date

Action

Notes

20.07.2017

Schedule of contributions received – document
updated as new entries arrived

Copy Schedule Doc 8 in Annex 1

08.08.2017

Fourth meeting of Working Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

11.08.2017

Copy of e-mail/letter sent to non-contributing
attendees of the public meeting of 12th July

Doc 9 in Annex 1

19.09.2017

Minutes of Fifth meeting of the Working Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

07.10.2017

Review of submissions – updated as new material
arrived

Doc 10 in Annex 1

17.10.2017

Minutes of Sixth meeting of Working Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

19.10.2017

Progress report made by e-mail to PC

27.10.2017

Letter to stakeholder businesses in the village
pressing for submissions

02.11.2017

Notice of forthcoming public meeting inserted in the
Village Newsletter

03.11.2017

Meeting at Cromer with NNDC planning officers to
review progress and discuss forms of policy
appropriate to address matters raised in
submissions. NNDC comments by e-mail of
06.11.2017
Minutes of Seventh meeting of Working Group

Notes of Meeting and e-mail.
Docs 12 & 13 in Annex 1

15.11.2017

Flyer of intended public meeting on 22nd November
hand delivered to all houses in the parish

Flyer Doc 14 in Annex 1

22.11.2017

Batting Order of Public Meeting

Doc 15 in Annex 1

22.11.2017

Draft policies prepared for reading to and discussion
by the public meeting on 22.11.2017

Doc 16 in Annex 1

22.11.2017

Doc 17 in Annex 1

12.12.2017

Copy Attendance Sheet for the public meeting. The
contact details have been redacted in compliance
with data protection.
e-mail to NNDC seeking advice on experts to
commission upon road safety, housing, landscape
and ecology
Minutes of eighth meeting of Working Group

13.02.2018

Minutes of ninth meeting of Working Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

14.11.2017

29.11.2017
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Form of letter Doc 11 in Annex 1

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

Date

Action

Notes

14.02.2018

e-mail from school representative on Working
Group summarising the childrens feedback for the
NDP
Seeking out suitable consultants for reports
required on housing, landscape and ecology and
describing what is required to obtain estimates for
approval
Minutes of tenth meeting of the Working Group

Copy e-mail Doc 18 in Annex 1

March 2018

03.04.2018
08.04.2018

April / May
2018
08.05.2018

Advising the PC chairperson of the progress of the
NDP and referring the aspirations to the PC for
attention.
Making required grant application to meet
consultants fees and thereafter formally engaging
them
Minutes of the eleventh meeting of the Working
Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

29.05.2018

Reporting to PC AGM upon progress of NDP

19.06.2018

Minutes of the twelfth meeting of the Working
Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

24.07.2018

Minutes of the thirteenth meeting of the Working
Group with Michael Rayner (Housing Consultant)
attending to present his report
Meeting with Norfolk County Council Highways

Mins. Doc 19 in Annex 1

08.08.2018
22.08.2018

Report of Wild Frontier Ecology Ltd upon
Neighbourhood Area Ecology received

05.09.2018

Letter from Norfolk County Council Highways
advising upon traffic considerations in Ryburgh High
Street’

13.09.2018

Draft Landscape Report of C Yardley received

17.09.2018

Supplemental Report on Housing received from M
Rayner

19.10.2018

First draft of the NDP submitted to members of the
Working Group with a copy of each of the
consultants reports
e-mail from NNDC with preliminary comments upon
the consultants reports

22.10.2018
12.11.2018

Minutes of the fourteenth meeting of the Working
Group
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Minutes Doc 20 in Annex 1

Letter Doc 21 in Annex 1

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

Date

Action

Notes

26.11.2018

Flyer of progress made with the NDP together with
questionnaire with regard to housing hand delivered
to every house in the parish.
Minutes of the fifteenth meeting of the Working
Group with analysis of responses to housing
questionnaire
Receiving final report and draft housing policies
from M Rayner

Flyer Doc 22 in Annex 1
Questionnaire Doc 23 in Annex 1

11.12.2018

17.12.2018
18.12.2018

15.01.2019

21.01.2019
20.03.2019

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info. And for
analysis Doc 24 in Annex 1
Report and policies Doc 25 in
Annex 1

Second draft of the NDP provided to the Working
Group prior to putting before PC at their meeting on
15.01.2019
PC give approval in principle to the policies arrived
at to address the issues raised at the public
meetings held in 2017
Writing to NNDC with the draft NDP and receiving
comments thereon
Meeting at Cromer with NNDC planning officers to
informally discuss policy wording and seek
advice/review progress and next stages.
e-mail notes of the NNDC meeting

e-mail Doc 26 in Annex 1

10.04.2019

Minutes of the sixteenth meeting of the Working
Group

For WG Minutes see
www.ryburghpc.info.

12.05.2019

Further draft of the NDP submitted to the Working
Group prior to reporting to the PC at their Annual
Parish Meeting on 21.05.2019
e-mail to NNDC providing emerging draft NDP and
annexes and seeking advice on whether appropriate
for the pre submission consultation process
Delivery to all PC members of the up to date draft
NDP together with the evidence bundle in
preparation for a special meeting of the PC called
for the purpose of considering the NDP prior to pre
submission consultation
Parish Council meeting endorsed the current draft
NDP for the purpose of the pre submission
consultation
Meeting between the Working Group and Iain
Withington of NNDC at Great Ryburgh to review
progress and the forthcoming pre submission
consultation.
Working Group receiving the pre-submission
consultation version of the NDP with evidence
bundle in hard and pdf form for the purpose of the
forthcoming consultation

21.03.2019

25.05.2019

04.06.2019

25.06.2019

08.07.2019

27.07.2019

5

4.

Regulation 14 Pre-Submission Consultation

4.1

The Regulation 14 Pre-Submission Consultation ran for the six week period 12 August
- 23 September 2019:












A paper copy of the Draft NDP and the supporting evidence bundle was available
for inspection throughout the consultation at St Andrews Church, the Memorial
Hall and the Village Shop.
A notice in the form of Doc 27 of Annex 1 was displayed upon the four Great
Ryburgh and the one Little Ryburgh village notice boards throughout the period
of the consultation
The Draft NDP, supporting evidence and consultation notice was posted on the
Parish Council Website, Neighbourhood Plan page, throughout the period of the
consultation (www.ryburghpc) and on the NNDC website (www.northnorfolk.gov.uk/ryburghpc)
A notice in the form of Doc 28 Annex 1 appeared in the village newsletter w/c
01.08.2019 and in the September issue of the Upper Wensum Diary, the Parish
Magazine.
A flyer was delivered to every household in the Parish in the form of Doc 29 of
Annex 1 on 7/8/9th August 2019 advising of the consultation.
A letter in the form of Doc 30 of Annex 1 was written to the businesses listed in
Doc 2 of Annex 1
The full list of statutory consultees who were written to in the form of e-mail Doc
31 of Annex 1 on 05.08.2019 (36) and 13.08.2019 (6) are as follows:-

Local Authorities

Norfolk County Council
North Norfolk District Council

Parish Councils

Ryburgh Parish Council
Kettlestone Parish Council
Pudding Norton Parish Council
Stibbard Parish Council
Fakenham Town Council
Fulmodeston Parish Council
Colkirk Parish Council
Gateley Parish Council

Environment

Home and Communities Agency (HCA)
Natural England (Consultation Service)
Natural England (Norfolk and Suffolk Team)
6

Environment Agency
Historic Environment

Historic England (Swindon)
Historic England (East of England)

Transport

Network Rail (Infrastructure)Limited
Norfolk County Council

Coastal

Marine Management Organisation

Electricity/Gas

British Pipeline Agency Limited
British Pipeline Agency Limited (North Walsham Terminal)
Cadent Gas (Gas Distribution)
EDF Energy
EDF Energy (East of England Office)
Eon UK
N Power Renewables
National Grid (Electricity and Gas Transmission)
National Grid (Electricity Distribution)
National Grid (Transmission Network- Plant Protection)
UK Power Networks (Potters Bar)
UK Power Networks (Ipswich)

Electronic
Communications

Arqiva
Atkins OSM (Vodafone Plant Protection)
BT Openreach
Cornerstone Telecommunications Infrastructure Limited (CTIL)
EE
Mobile Broadband Network Limited (MBNL)
Mobile UK
O2
Three
UK Broadband
Vodafone
Wireless Infrastructure Group
7

Water

Anglian Water

Health

NHS North Norfolk Clinical Commissioning Group (CCG)

Voluntary Bodies

Ryburgh Memorial Hall
Ryburgh Playing Feld
Ryburgh Wildlife Group

Responses
4.2

In total there were 21 representations by way of response. These are summarised in
Annex.2 where copies of the responses are also to be found and where appropriate,
details of how those issues have been addressed in the NDP.

4.3

The Working Group dealt with consideration of the responses by a series of meetings
on 1 October, 22 October, 12 November and 24 February and the minutes of those
meetings record how the issues raised in the responses were addressed.

4.4

The minutes are available on the PC website www.ryburghpc.info.

03.03.2020
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Document 1

Document 2

Document 3

Document 4

Document 5

Document 6

Document 7

Document 8
RYBURGH NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED

Serial

Date received

Submission Medium From

Submission

1

19/07/17

Written hard copy in Eamonn Fisher
box in Shop

Area set aside for responsible dog walkers so as dogs can be let off lead
Riverside walk in village
Restriction on growth of village (having just moved from a village that has been swamped by new houses its not
always for the best as you tend to lose the commuity spirit and friendliness)

2

19/07/17

Opposed to further expansion of the maltings and residential housing in the village

3

19/07/17

Written hard copy in W O'Connor
box in Shop
Written hard copy in Hazel Holmes
box in Shop

4

19/07/17

Homes for first time buys and much better bus service

5

19/07/17

written hard copy in Mr H Plattin
box in Shop
written hard copy in Terry and Ann Hawes
box in Shop

New housing to have some with dedicated "granny annex" so elderly are able to live with their families but still
have their own space
Reinstate bus service to Norwich to run through village

Footpath/Cycleways
1. In order to develop a closer link between Little and Great Ryburgh make a direct footpath/cycleway between
the cetnre of both villages thus making the distance between them shorter and avoiding having to go along the
roads. Add Footbridge over the river if needed.
2. Extend this path/cycleway to Langor Bridge giving access to other routes.
3. Create an off‐road footpath/cycleway between Ryburgh and Hempton/Fakenham.
4. Create a usable circular walk around the Fuel Allotments.
5. Increase access to the countryside within the parish. Sennow offers very little access to walkers compared to
similar estates.
Most of these ideas could make use of the disused railway line. Perhaps local farm machinery could assist in
thier construction.
Businesses within Ryburgh
Create a forum for Businesses within Little and Great Ryburgh.
This might redress the loneliness of teh "long distance business person" and provide a coherent voice of their
needs re matters such as mobile phone reception, etc. as well as providing mutual support.
Terry happy to help build and run this if the idea appealed.
Sports/Social
Build on the great work done by the current playing field committee.
Upgrade/Rebuild the pavilion on the playing field to create a club house and use this as a hub for state‐of‐the‐art
social and activity based purposes.
‐ Incorporate into the plan 2 hard tennis courts so that a tennis club could have the benefits of the Lawn Tennis
Association membership. The nearest courts at Fakenham are far from ideal so this might encourage outsiders
into the village to the benefit of local businesses.
‐Sports/Social
Build on the great work done by the current playing field committee.
Upgrade/Rebuild the pavilion on the playing field to create a club house and use this as a hub for state‐of‐the‐art
social and activity based purposes.
‐ Incorporate into the plan 2 hard tennis courts so that a tennis club could have the benefits of the Lawn Tennis
Association membership. The nearest courts at Fakenham are far from ideal so this might encourage outsiders
into the village to the benefit of local businesses.
‐ Alongside this havea bowling green and Petang strip. This has proved very popular elsewhere and attractive
for an ageing population.
‐ Any major developer within the village should be encouraged to provide the above as part of agreement for
development.
‐ The footpath/cycleway mentioned abovee should enable Little Ryburgh residents to make full use of the
proposed facilities.
‐ Increase parking capacity to accommodate.
‐ Use the new pavilion to promote interaction between generations and community spirit.
‐ Promote the motto"No‐one ever needs to feel lonely in Ryburgh".

6

22/07/17

e‐mail

Mike Rundle

Landscape
Policies that establish a development boundary to the village beyond which development will not extend into the
countryside.
Policies that idetify those parts of the countryside that are iconic to the Ryburgh landscape such as particular
woods, hedges and open fields and to make provision for their protection.
Policies to address the visual impact of the inductrial facilities in teh village which presently detract from the
beauty of teh countryside in height and bulk, in any future development.
Quiet
Policies to make provision for the suppression of noise of a level that affects the comfort of residents, in any
future development.
Absence of Light Pollution
To make provision for no light pollution in any future development other than essential lighting.
Traffic Safety
To make provision in any future development to ensure that the traffic using the road through the village is
consisten with the use of the road by the inhabitants of the village.
Future Development of the Village
Policies to identify sites within teh development boundary for teh building of houses to be consistent with the
demographics of the village and its historic level of requirement, but not so many as to destroy the essential
nature of Ryburgh as a rural settlement.

13/03/2020

1

7

22/07/17

e‐mail

8

22/07/17

Written hard copy in Tony & Gill Waldron
box in Shop

1. Extend the facillities of the village hall for a more versatile and flexible use
2. Encourage moderate growth of housing especially suitable for young people and families. This would sustain
the life of te village and its amenities.
3. Reduce as far as possible, the lorry traffic through the village.

9

22/07/17

Written hard copy in Jane Fisher
box in Shop

Make a riverside walk in village
Doctors surgery/dentist (part time maybe)
Make the common more accessible year round
Extra traffic (cars &lorries) goping to Fakenham via Dereham Rd are too plentiful for small raods. If extra houses
go ahead then school will be needed and viable.
Better broadband more fibre desperately needed.

10

24/07/17

Written hard copy in Ruth and Keith Paterson
box in Shop

1. We need a direct path to Little Ryburgh so that LR people can enjoy all the amenities in Great Ryburgh.
2. The playing field could do with a new sports pavilion
3. There will be an impact on the schooling with the increase in population. Could we have our own school?
4. We need a cycle track to Fakenham to take us away from all the lorries and other traffic, plus it isn't very far
to Fakenham as teh crow flies, but it is a long way round by road.
A 20mph speed limit through the village ‐ then perhaps people on the "rat‐run" from teh Dereham Rd to the
Norwich Rd, and vice‐versa, might achieve 30 mph rather than 40+mph most of them enter the village at, and in
some cases they drive all the way through at that speed!

11

24/07/17

Written hard copy in Dianne Greenbank
box in Shop

What representation does the village have on the Crisp development board ‐ is it a representative from the
Parish Council? ‐ or a lay man. Could a professional representative assist in the future development?
Playing Field ‐ very selfishly! ‐ if the number of children using the swings/slides etc increases with development,
could the apparatus be moved away from teh houses? If not, the noise will be unbearable.

12

24/07/17

Written hard copy in Dick Greenbank
box in Shop

Any neighbourhood development plan is subject to Crisp's/Persimmons plan. Surely that is so!
The new C.P. group influences too much by it's [sic] physical position, i.e. the centre of the village as seen in the
aerial view map. High density housing with the likelihood of 150 cars 200 children. Increased activity of these,
increased buses through the village and other ancilliary reaction.
Our country village will become an urban commuity. This reaction by the developers is in response to the
national demand for more housing. There is no statement in detail, or in plan form over the whole country to
justify it. High density housing will discourage a family develope individual businesses and franchises. The power
of the C.P. would not want this! If they start this expansion, in time, they will want more.
Don't be fooled by "sweetners". New Community centre, more trees, monetary support for this or that!

13

24/07/17

Written hard copy in Steve Bushby
box in Shop

Health and well being strategy. That encourages physical activity to include
‐ Enhancement of the existing playing field working with the committee/trustees
‐ Interaction with nature by connecting existing footpaths and creating new
‐ Encourage development of wildflower meadows with community involvement
‐ Community tree planting
‐ Creating cycle routes
‐ Repair/renew all pavements to make them fit for purpose and accessible to all
See attached map.
1. Improve access to Ryburgh Common create cycle path/footpath to Fakenham
2. With landowners permission create circular footpath from a to b that extends existing routes along West
Wood Lane
3. With Landowners permission allow access along track particularly for cyclists as c is not always accessible by
bicycle
4. With landowners permission create riverside walk and if possible d connect Little Ryburgh via Platten's Piece
that would create a circular walk back to the River Wensum or connect to the existing footpath to Stibbard.
With landowners permission create a footpath to the A1067 to remove pedestrians from the road who have
used the bus service from Stibbard crossroads.
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25/07/17

Written hard copy in Dorothy Kenny
box in Shop

put a weight limit on the Bridge which would stop lorries coming into Ryburgh from Stibbard x roads end.
Footpath from Lt Ryburgh to Great Ryburgh
walk and cycle way from Gt Ryburgh to Fakenham

13/03/2020

Jane Rundle

1. To work with the highways department to rid the centre of the village of all heavy traffic to stop the village
being used as a rat run, and to encourage traffic calming measures.
2. Any future housing should be planned on an attractive site, be environmentally ground breaking . I suggest
self build sites, up Westward lane on the Glebe land,
3. To work with local industry to provide green energy for the village in the form of wind turbines to provide the
village with free energy, this would in some part allay the loss of capital value of the houses due to the
exponential expansion of the Maltings.
4. To provide a fenced area for dogs (as North Elmham have) if a farmer could be encouraged to provide the
land, they could perhaps charge a membership fee for the ‘dog club’ happy dogs, happy society.
5. To work towards opening a cycle route to Fakenham, (healthy citizens, healthy community)
6. To work with the local landowners to open up walking paths through hopefully Sennowe estate, and through
to Pensthorpe. A Riverside walk would be a real amenity.
7. Tennis courts on the playing field.
8. A new village hall on the playing field, if Crisp is going to knock down our old one, well at least in a position of
our choice, and not in a position of their choice.
9. Most important of all to retain the beautiful setting of the village, the cleanliness of the River Wensum, the
ancient church and surrounding areas known to be inhabited by Saxons, …. It is a beautifully set village, and if we
are not careful it will be subsumed by the Maltings factory whose proposed development is in my opinion our of
all scale to its current site.

2

15

30/07/17

e‐mail via website

Matthew and Zoe Tebbutt Walking and cycling connections to Fakenham should be a priority. The village is on the route of the national
cycle network yet it is a shame that there isn't an attractive route for local people to use on a day to day basis
without threat of HGV traffic. Travelling more directly into Fakenham via the old railway line and / or Highfield
Lane would be more attractive. We recognise that a bus service to Norwich through the village is unlikely given
current population size, however a facility to allow people to cycle or walk up to the Fakenham Road safely,
possibly a facility to then store a bike in the vicinity to save taking it on the bus, may be beneficial. A number of
the local recreational walking routes are permissive and may not be available for public use in the future. Any
development that may come forward in Ryburgh should contribute to the PRoW network where feasible, and
provide public open space. Areas for dog walking / where residents would be able to let their dog off the lead
would be beneficial. We understand why dogs aren’t allowed on the recreation ground, however a fenced open
area, which could be off an existing walking route could be beneficial. The natural environment in and around
Great Ryburgh should be considered of high importance. The River Wensum is a European designated site and
the common contributes to this green corridor. The former railway is also an important ecological corridor, as is
Common Lane to name a few. Ecological connectivity through the village and connecting back into the river
corridor should be considered in the development plan. One of the key landscape views which we believe should
be protected is when driving down into the valley from the A1067. We are concerned about the cumulative
visual impact of the potential expansion of the maltings on views coming into the village from the west and rural
recreation routes such as from Highfield Lane.

We believe that the NDP should take account of key views and seek any new development to respond to
landscape context and local vernacular, perhaps highlighting some key attributes of the village in any design
orientated policies e.g. flint and red brick cottages. The village amenities such as village shop, pub, butchers and
fish and chip shop are excellent assets and these should be supported in any way possible through the plan. Local
businesses are also important and we were surprised by the number of people we have met who work from
home or who have set up business in the village, e.g. Forces Fitness. Until attending the NDP meeting we were
unaware that there were allotments in the village, perhaps the profile of this community asset could be raised
and supported through the plan in some way?

16

03/08/17

Written hard copy in Fenella Purdy
box in Shop

‐ Fewer lorries through the village ‐ ideally make a new access for heavy traffic to the maltings via Langor Bridge
‐ More dog walking paths
‐ access to the river with a river path
‐ Cycle route to Fakenham
‐ Tennis courts
‐
Village Hub ‐ possible expansion of the village shop to have space for coffee mornings/group meetings/cafe
‐ Weeds to be cleared regularly from pavements and gutters

17

09/08/17

e‐mail

18

11/08/17

Written hard copy in Pat George
box in Shop

1. Utilities:
‐ Upgrade bus service
‐ Transport support for elderly residents
‐ Reliable IT/ mobile phone connectivity for social and SME's
2. Services:
‐ Schooling 4‐11 year olds
‐ GP Service in village
‐ Police Support in village
‐ Encourage Church involvement with village life
3. Sustainability:
‐ ID local wildlife status
‐ Develop and Drive a sustainability programme
4. Safety:
‐ Bridge condition survey
‐ Traffic size and active speed control
‐ Village area refuse disposal programme
5. Leisure:
‐ Safe river walk routes
‐ Safe cycle routes
‐ Footpaths/bridleways in the village and beyond
‐ Support for village pub and shop
‐ Plan to increase use of playing field and pavilion
‐ Agree a Social Liaison Plan with neighbouring villages
‐ Community Centre support plan
6. General:
A i llike to see ailldesignated
h i cycle
l way safe for walkers and bicycles to go in either direction east and west.
I would

Neil and Roma Dandy

19

29/07/17

Written hard copy in David Sayer
box in Shop

20

11/08/17

Written hard copy in Mr Fairfax
box in Shop

13/03/2020

This would enable people to leave their cars at home and cycle to Fakenham without the danger of an overly
busy country road with hazardous 40‐tonne lorries and overly large wheeled tractors bouncing towards you out f
control, the driver, one hand on the wheel and one using a CB Radio. It is time to move forward and allow the
fillagers freedom to use the route safely.
This is not so much an idea but more of a concern about the development proposed by CMG. I was advised by a
CMG employee at their presentation that the new access road wqould carry not only CMG vehicles but also third
party lorries delivering grain from teh westof the village. HOwever, it transpires that CMG have stated that only
their vehicles will use this road. The cost benefit analysis of such a proposal leaves one doubting the real
motive(s) behind this development.
The road running through Ryburgh is dangerous for pedestrians with inadequate footpaths resulting in
pedestrians having to be ultra cuatious when lorries approach. This will be further exacerbated with the
potential upsurge in cars using the road.
I therefore propose that Planning/Highways insist upon CMG instructing all third party lorries approaching from
the west to use the new road.
Being Norfolk born and bred, we came here to spend our retirement. For a village it is very noisy and has got
worse in the twenty years we have been here. Huge lorries should never have been allowed to go through the
village.
A youth club maybe would suit our youngsters but not knowing how many yong people there are as none were
at the meeting it is difficult to say.

3
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13/08/17

e‐mail via gmail

Edward and Fiona Barnaby Although Ryburgh is, typically, a long village street, it does have a fairly obvious sense of community focussed
along the main street.
The village will inevitably expand over the next two decades. The Maltings will develop further whether for the
good of the community or not. Planned housing development of the scale proposed by Crisp will also be needed.
Our main concerns are the following:
1. Any housing development needs to be sensitively planned to integrate into the existing fabric of the
community. The outline proposal offered by Crisp is an example of how not to do it. This has just been drafted as
a means of providing houses without any thought of integration. I hope that the development group will be able
to influence and improve future proposals.
2. Transport and traffic management will need careful thought. There is potential for much improved public
transport links. There is a very good service between Norwich and Fakenham but a simple diversion of, say an
hourly bus, through the village would surely be economically reasonable. The Fakenham ‐ Dereham service is
woefully inadequate and would also be worth improving.
The village street needs to be made safer for pedestrians: It is heavily used and not just by dog‐walkers. The
proposed lorry diversion will help but pavements need to be wider in many places and heavy vehicles negotiating
the Blue Boar corner are a major problem needing to be tackled.
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15/08/17

e‐mail via gmail

Maxine Walker

My anonymous view would be to build NO houses.
I like the village the way it is!
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17/08/17

e‐mail via gmail

Kate Young

Things I value about Ryburgh as a place to live, that I would like to see safeguarded for future generations:
In no particular order...
1. Village shop and associated services and activities that enhance life in the village ( post office, dry cleaning
provision, carols and raffles hampers at Christmas time etc)
2. Playing field open space and children's play equipment
3. Planted wildlife area in playing field
4. Bus service to Fakenham
5. Free bus service to Stibbard Primary School
6. Village Hall
7. Countryside and wealth of flora and fauna
8. Mains Gas connection ( in relation to other comparable sized villages)
9. Wifi connection (in relation to other comparable sized villages)
10. Good conditions of roads in snowy icy weather (I. E roads are treated to secure lorry access)
12. Church and associated activities that enhance life in the village
13. Emailed village newsletter
14. Delivery of The Upper Wensum Diary parish magazine
15. Dog Show
16. Children's Easter Egg hunt on playing field
17. Yard Sale
18. Village Show
19. Fish and chip shop
20. Blue boar pub and restaurant
21. Mill House care home
What I might like to see improved or introduced to the village in the foreseeable future (the next 20 years) to
benefit the community:
In no particular order...
1. Speed calming/traffic humps/reduction in speed limit in village
2. No lorry access through the village ( or at least no lorry access over bridge)
3. Increased bus services and transport links and frequemcy of services to surrounding villages and towns
4. More children's play equipment and play equipment for older children and teenagers in playing field
5. Toilet and baby change provision on playing field
6. Baby change facilities in village shop
7. Expansion of provision of items for sale in village shop
8. Wider pavements to safeguard pedestrians, especially children
9. Better provision of sports equipment/facilities in village eg tennis courts, swimming pool, indoor gym
equipment for all ages
10. More provision of safe areas to ride push bikes
11. Expansion of existing childcare/preschool nursery provision especially in light of proposed new housing
development
12. Activities, advice and support provided from within a community hub aimed at supporting young families
with preschool, prImary and secondary age children
13. Activities, advice and support provided from within a community hub aimed at supporting older (eg 65+)
years within the village who may or may not have mental health issues I E. forms of dementia, Alzheimers,
Parkinsons etc
14. Provision for hairdressing, beauty therapy treatments, massage, reflexology treatments etc to be available
within the village
15. After school club and holiday club activity provision for both primary and secondary school age children
16. Sports teams ( football, rugby, cricket) to be re‐established
17. Summer fetes to be organised
18. Increased library van visits linked to the Community hub so people can stay and socialise and read
19. Community hub making possible a drop in centre where nurses, health visitors and other health care
practitoners can be based
20. Tea room/coffee shop facilities

Some of these things I have previously mentioned to Andrew and I have also spoken in some detail to Mike at
the dog show. I also mentioned to Mike that I am happy to support and be involved with the working party if my
time and efforts could be useful. ( Not least to even up the gender imbalance!)
Both Andrew and Mike know about my intentions to establish a Community Hub which would operate as a
Charitable Incorporated Organisation. I am actively recruiting trustees for the charity's board of trustees and we
are almost in a position to register the charity. I am hoping to be able to do this in by October at the very latest.
On the 3rd August i made a proposal to the Playing Field Committee about remodelling the existing pavillion on
the playing field in order to establish the Community Hub in Great Ryburgh. I am waiting for their feedback.
I am happy to share more of my ideas and current position with the Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group
at any time. As the charity will be a community driven venture‐ my intention is that it will be an organisation that
is soleyl for the benefit of the community and staffed, managed and led by members of the local community, I
anticipate a close working relationship and plenty of dialogue between us and the RNPWG can only benefit
everyone involved.

13/03/2020
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19/08/17

Written hard copy in Peter and Sue Roe
box in Shop

With more traffic expected int eh village both from new houses and increased production by the Maltings, the
following are important (not managed at present)
‐ Home owners to cut back hedges and trees to expose the full width of pavements.
‐ Prevent cars parking on pavement for the same reason.
‐ With the new road all traffic for the Maltings should use it. New homes = more children on teh pavements and
safety issues
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21/08/17

Written hard copy in Pam Dorling and Pat
box in Shop
Hotston

1. Improvements to the Public Transport System in the Village
a) Dial‐a‐Ride or similar scheme to complement the existing Taxi Scheme, as taxis are used on a regular basis for
the School Run and are generally not available at those times of day.
b. Improved links from teh village to access the X29 King's Lynn to NOrwich bus.
c. In the longer term, to liaise with the County & District councillors, MPs, the Local Business Enterprise
Partnerships, Rail Companies and heritage Mid Norfolk & North Norfolk preservation railways with a view o re‐
instating links to the national rail network, as has been done or planned elsewhere int eh UK. (The track be is still
intact south of Ryburgh). This is needed due to the poor road infrastructure locally.
2. Pedestrian Access to Stibbard X‐Roads
Urgent need for a path or 'Trod' from teh village to Stibbard X‐Road to enable residents to safely walk or cycle to
access public transport to Norwich or King's Lynn for education, work or other appointments.
3. Road Safety within the village
A 20mph speed limit is needed from WEstwood Lane through to the bridge inorder to give safe access to & from
the Playing Field, for children alighting from school buses, entering and leaving the Day nursery, the Memorial
Hall, the Shop and the Maltings exits.
4. 50mph speed limits
A 50mph speed limit is needed on the A1067, where traffic is predicted to increase by 20% following the opening
of the NDR. This speed limit should be applied to both access roads into Great Ryburgh.
5. Playing Field
To extend the facilities on the Playing Field by installing a MUGA (Multi Use Play Area)
6. Church
For St Andrews Church to become a recognised heritage centre while still retaining its role as a place of worship,
ideally multi‐faith.

06/09/17

Written hard copy in
box in Shop

Additional comments made in a second submission
7. We suggest use of Parish Church as a Heritage Centre and communal use. Also meant to say that it is urgent
that part of the church Glebe land next to the church be converted to a permanent car park for use of cars
visiting activities in the Church. Mill Road is not suitable for on‐road parking.
8. Weight Limit on the bridge to discourage use by large vehicles.
9. Cycle Route No 1 comes through the village. Work with Sustrans (sustainable transport) to improve the route
from Fakenham and also through Gateley where road surface is always covered by gravel and can be dangerous.
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19/08/17

e‐mail via gmail

J and S Pollock

We don’t think any of the current small scale proposals are likely to change the character of either Ryburgh, nor
do we think the Crisp proposal will——they’ll just make the place bigger.
In which latter case it’ll be a matter of adaptation and containment. No one can deny that there’s a dire need for
more residential accommodation—of the right sort and affordability.
Whatever CMG say, there’ll be more traffic——cars, and especially lorries. There’ll be more pedestrians, too.
The footways (pavements) are scarcely adequate for current loading. They are non‐continuous, they slope
towards the road, they’re narrow, the surfaces are in many places damaged. They are obstructed by overhanging
hedges in several places, and too often cars parked partly on them constitute hazards.
The bridge—which may have some original medieval parts—will continue to suffer.
Both these points (footways and bridge) suggest some changes to traffic control.
On the good side, more people should mean more participants in various village clubs, societies——more
customers for the shop,—and would there not be a bit more money from the council ?
And can the owner of the forbidding black wall at the western end of Fakenham Rd be encouraged to comply
promptly with the council’s requirement to remove it ?
If nothing else, can the Blue Boar fly the Union Flag the right way up ?
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20/08/17

e‐mail via gmail

J and S Pollock

Further to our email the other day, it occurs to us that the local plan might possibly incorporate the recently
uncovered Saxon graveyard in some way.
Although sticking a fork in almost anywhere in East Anglia will reveal something ancient, this latest revelation
does seem fairly important, and may prompt further exploration in the immediate area. We remember some
talk of such a development at the public meeting when the discovery went public.
Reckon them old Saxons drank beer—why not get CMG to put up a plaque (or more) about the burial ground ?

13/03/2020
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21/08/17

29/08/17

e‐mail via gmail

Jenny Lonsdale

Written hard copy in B Hughes
box in Shop

∙
Well timetabled regular bus service so villagers are able to travel to Dereham and Fakenham, arriving early
enough to start a days work and travel home at the end of the day. This would likely be to enable 8.30/9am start
and finish around 5pm but could be part of a consultation to establish the most useful timetable) Bus times also
match up with buses to Kings Lynne and Norwich, including train services from these two cities. Would provide
greater employment opportunities for residents who do not have cars and reduce traffic movements through the
village. A reliable bus service during the day would also help those without cars and reduce car movements.
Electric buses would be preferable.
∙
The playing field is protected in perpetuity as an important amenity for the village with opportunities for a
variety of sports and activities expanded, along with enabling children and adults alike to use the field for their
own fun and fitness (mental and physical). It must be protected as a green field space from housing and business
developments.
∙
A thriving village shop and post office continues, acting as a village hub and providing a range of good
services for villagers so there is less of a need to travel to Fakenham.
∙
The church continues as a place of worship but also as a respectful amenity for the village, and an important
historic building to which villagers feel engaged and proud of.
∙
Thriving village pub.
∙
The Memorial Hall continues as an active amenity for the village.
∙
Housing and its development for should be carefully managed:
o filling in existing spaces;
o providing good affordable homes for those that need them;
o reducing the number of second homes that stand empty for much of the time and therefore contribute little
to the village life, and take houses that could be used by full time residents;
o ensuring all new builds include solar panels/renewable energy production technology, effective insulation and
environmentally and carbon friendly materials;
∙
Any building development for housing or business that must be subject to rigorous and effective
environmental and social impacts assessments to ensure they do not damage the fragile and important
ecosystems in the village area including but not only the River Wensum, and do not have a detrimental impact on
village life including from noise, light, traffic and pollution. Large housing/business developments should be
opposed. The village should resist being turned into a housing and industrial extension of Fakenham.
∙
Effective and active opposition to fracking in the village area.
∙
Superior mobile phone coverage, fast broadband and whatever new communications technologies develop
in the future so that villagers can work from home and/or communicate effectively;
∙
Possible use of Mill House or the pub (or other location) for at least weekly doctors surgeries. A pick up and
drop home service for those who cannot walk or drive to the surgery developed.
∙
Adequate social services are provided for elderly, infirm and vulnerable residents including social care. This
should include mental health services. Service plans should aim at enabling people to remain in their own homes
but if their needs are too great, that there is affordable residential/nursing home facilities in the village so that
people can remain in Ryburgh.
∙
Actions to reduce the carbon footprint of the village;
∙
Actions to eliminate the sale and consumption of single use plastics in the village so that Great Ryburgh can
set an example for others by publically being a leader in tackling this global problems. Plastics reduction could
start with the village shop, pub, Memorial Hall and village events.
∙
The Fuel Allotment continues to be carefully managed as it is a very important ecosystem and must not be
turned into a country park as it is not suitable for such a purpose. Pensthorpe provides carefully managed access
to the river for the public enjoyment.
∙
Villagers work with farmers to improve farming practice so that soil loss is mitigated and habitats for plant
and animal wildlife is maintained, especially for pollinators, so that Ryburgh and its local farmers are actively
contributing to tackling the loss of biodiversity and ensuring a future for generations to come.
∙
Free travel for all children, including 6th form, is provided to and from Fakenham Academy and Stibbard
SAshnewcomers
l
to the village we would find a more frequent bus service useful, especially a local bus to serve
Fakenham Medical Centre. The footpaths are very slopping an narrow in places, and many villagers walk in the
road, which is not ideal with all the HG vehicles passing on the footpaths.
We like the friendliness of most villagers and would not like the quality of life here, to be spoilt by extra
development for the size of the village an spoil the community spirit.
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25/08/17

Visit by Mike Rundle Andy James

I would like to see housing development in Ryburgh proceed at a natural rate sufficient to provide the houses
needed for the community to grow. I would expect the sites to be found by infilling, as has been the case in
recent years. Gradual growth will avoid the difficulties caused by large developments such as is proposed by CMG
of 75 new houses. For instance the strain on the existing infrastructure of roads and parking and the disturbance
to the existing community structure
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01/09/17

e‐mail

Better street lighting and more dog litter bins.
Access to the Maltings, as planned, so that lorries do not enter the village from the Norwich Road at all and
coming from the Dereham Road they turn off at the edge of the village to enter via the new access road.
Improved cell phone and 3G reception.

Stephen Higgins

Do you have a view upon where new houses should go in the village and how many?
As one was rapidly constructed to the side of our property, and it seems more are planned for that plot, our
views don't seem relevant! I do think that more houses could be good but in every case plans for further build
need to be viewed on a case by case basis.
Yes, but what of the 75 houses that the Maltings propose? Good or bad for the village?
I would suggest largely positive providing that the village infrastructure and amenities are able to support the
development.
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04/09/17

Visit

Alison Henry

Pedestrian and cyclist safety. The traffic in the High Street, not just the Maltings lorries, go past 57, Fakenham
Road too fast, especially at night and in the evenings. Some traffic calming measures are required.
It is dangerous to turn left from the A1067 onto Bridge Road and down to the village. The traffic is travelling very
fast at that point on the A1067. A slip road to take the Ryburgh traffic off the main carriageway would make the
turning much safer.
Walking from the village to the A1067 to take a bus to Norwich. I like to use the bus service to Norwich but to do
so I must travel the mile or so from the village to the bus stop at the top of Bridge street. I don't feel safe walking
that mile. There is no footpath between the Church and the A1067. We need a footpath or a cycle path from the
village to the bus stop and a speed limit of 30mph along the same stretch. Alternatively, we need a bus service
from the village to Norwich.
Architecture. With the object of protecting the appearance of the village it would be appropriate to have a height
restriction upon new buildings to ensure they do no disturb the current harmony that characterises the village. I
also favour the protection of the existing linear character of development, and therefore favour infilling for the
provision of future housing. I believe the character of Ryburgh is linear development backing onto countryside
and that development of a different pattern (for instance an estate of houses) would tend towards the
destruction of that character.

13/03/2020

6

Light and noise pollution. Any new development should be subject to restrictions to ensure there is no increase
in light or noise pollution, again to protect the rural nature of the village.
Preservation of landscape. The village is a part of the Wensum valley and as such is not a suitable location for
extensive development/expansion. We should do nothing that is to the detriment of the environment, the
diversity of species and the protection of wildlife.
Access to the Countryside. There is very little access to the countryside adjoining the village, to the detriment of
the health of residents ‐ walking/cycling. More access would be desirable and a maintained footpath through the
Fuel Allotment would help.
I would also like to see a pedestrian/cycle route to Fakenham along the old railway line.
Blue sky thinking ‐ I should like to see the reinstatement of a railway to the village and a community garden.
One further thought re new housing. In line with Wildlife Trust recommendations, any new housing ‐ as well as
being energy and water efficient ‐ should have built‐in roosting and nesting features, to help conserve birds such
as swi s, swallows and house‐mar ns.
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04/09/17

Visit

Daryl Bunting

We don't want to see a level of development of the village that is too drastic. We recognise that the village that
we have today is partly because we have the economic influence of the Maltings in the village. Nevertheless
there has to be a point at which the enlargement of the Maltings becomes too great. It cannot be permitted to
get out of scale with the village.
We enjoy the village very much as it is. We presently enjoy fantastic views and we get our exercise by
recreational runs through the village. We greatly value the shop and the butchers and the playing field.
We would oppose any development that took place on a green field site.
We would like to see more access to the countryside than is presently available.
If the Maltings were to obtain permission to build the new access road that they propose then it should not be
built so as to rejoin the road at a point adjoining our house. It should be built to run out of sight until well out of
the village and rejoin the road at Testerton, opposite the turning to RBS engineers, so as to minimise the noise
and disturbance it would otherwise cause.
Getting the heavy traffic out of the village is a priority. Youngsters can't presently bike through the village to the
village field because of the traffic
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04/09/17

Visit

Hannah Dunne and
Eleanor Kerr

The bus service to and from the village is inadequate. The buses are too infrequent. The service to Norwich is
good but we don't feel safe walking or cycling up the hill from the village to the A1067 because of the traffic.
Hannah would be discouraged to have a horse (if she rode which she doesn't) because of the level of traffic in the
village. The High Street is not safe for pedestrians and cyclists and children.
New houses required should be built on infill sites where possible but we would also support small developments
of a few houses together. We would not be in favour of large scale development because we believe it would
change the character of the village and damage the community.
The features of the village that Eleanor would want to see preserved for the future would include the Wensum
valley, Cherrytree Wood and its situation, The Common (Ryburgh Fuel Allotment) and its situation and the
historic buildings in the village such as the Church and the Blur Boar. Hannah would like to see Planning being
practiced so as to maintain and take account of the views of the community.
Both would like to see a cycle path created along the route of the disused railway, between the village and
Fakenham.

35

08/09/17

e‐mail

Sue Murfit

Would like to see a weight limit on bridge over river.
A speed limit imposed of 30 from Little Ryburgh corner to the river bridge, cars really speed along this stretch.
Access to Ryburgh Common made more public knowledge.
Railway line kept clear for walkers.
Possibility of old railway line made open for access for walkers/cyclists direct to Fakenham
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09/09/17

Visit

Natasha and Vincent Fagan Natasha and her partner are concerned that access to the surrounding countryside is under threat. Having
walked the fields beside Westwood Lane for 25 years he was recently told he should not be walking there and
warned off on behalf of the landowner. They would like to see more access and in particular, a path/cycle path
from the village to Fakenham via The Common.
Traffic in the Village. Natasha thinks that Maltings lorries coming and going on the proposed new road will find it
very difficult to turn into and out of the new road onto the public highway. That the new road as proposed would
blight the Buntings house. That the proposed new housing development would generate yet more traffic through
the village. That the persons occupying the new houses would put such pressure on public infrastructure/services
that they could not cope.
She commented that Great Ryburgh is no longer "a village" having lost that character due to the excessive traffic.
They used to drive a two seater horse drawn rig down the High Street but would not do so now. Children can no
longer use the street without adult supervision. Disabled scooters have no option but to drive on the highway
due to the inadequacy of the pavements. It is dangerous to ride a bicycle on the High Street because of the
lorries and other traffic.
New Housing. Agricultural land should not be sacrificed for new houses. Small affordable houses are needed and
sites should be provided by infilling. The wine Rack site would be suitable. Bridge Farm is a disgrace and should
be refurbished.
Planning policies should make provision for the protection of wildlife. Hedgerows should be
preser ed/protected E isting ild areas sho ld not be dist rbed
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20/09/17

e‐mail

Hugh Lanham

In my capacity representing the school.
The school is at a sustainable size. One form enters every year. Practically that can only be doubled or
maintained.
Growth in numbers in Great Ryburgh (currently 53) displaces Fakenham children.
Any increase in the numbers from Ryburgh can be accommodated BUT any subsequent drop could reduce the
viability of the school for the long term if, for example, Fakenham schools had made provision from those
currently coming from Fakenham which keep the numbers up and the school viable..
There is serious concern over safety of the children waiting for and dismounting buses and leaving the playing
field to catch the bus. There have been some near misses.
Personally
Valued and to protect
The fuel allotment ‐ I will be conflicted by any proposal that a cycleway should go through it ‐ I would like the
cycleway but the fuel allotment and its wildlife benefits from its isolation.
The archaeology and history of the village looks to be very important. I would like to see further exploration and
a local history society to support it. (Not just one man!)
River, valley and green spaces. The environs of this village are a fabulous treasure. Long may it be managed to
respect that.
There is a pretty good sense of community in Great Ryburgh. It would be good if fights with the maltings (which
undoubtedly strengthened it) did not have to continue in order to maintain it.
The shop is a great achievement and I hope it can survive.
We retain a pub and I hope we continue to

Not good enough
Footpaths ‐ not enough and many of them permissive only. Many were closed back in the 60s. Anything we can
do to re‐open old paths would be great. Common Lane which runs through the malting estate would be great to
re‐open even if (for biosecurity reasons) it would need to divert to the railway line soon after leaving the village.
Our pavements are shamefully narrow.
The whole maltings operation has expanded beyond the scale and infrastructure of this village Lorry traffic in
particular is now unacceptable. Plans to increase any traffic levels (including cars) are not acceptable. I would
prefer that growth stops but would accept other solutions that really took the traffic out of the village. Current
proposals do not appear to do that.
Noise is a concern esp. military aircraft and the maltings.
Light pollution in the village centre is too high ‐ mostly maltings again.
Ambitions for the village
If the village is to grow at all, a few more houses would not be unacceptable. One or two a year.
Ryburgh Carnival
We are close to the junction of two cycle routes one of which runs right through all the lorry traffic. Cycleways or
other protection for cyclists.
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21/09/17

Nick Parsons

Vision “to be a particularly attractive village in North Norfolk in which to live and work.”
The reference “to work” is a recognition of the fact that without decent levels of commercial activity in the
village, Ryburgh’s destiny may be to become a dormitory village like so many others.
Three Ideas
i)
Connectivity – it is impossible to know how technology and transport will have developed by 2037. How
many of us would have predicted the impact of the internet and driverless cars in 1997? However, it is probably
safe to assume that there will be further IT developments which transform our domestic and working lives. It
also seems clear that there will be a restriction, if not a demise in the use of fossil fuels for transport. With that
in mind, I support any effort to ensure that the village has the best possible Broadband.
We might consider our connectivity to neighbouring settlements. This connection is entirely by road, and roads
which are not particularly attractive or safe for pedestrians. We might consider the following network
connections:
a) A footpath/cycleway to Fakenham, employing so far as is available of the old railway line.
b) A footpath from Great Ryburgh to Little Ryburgh and then on to Stibbard where our school is. There is a
footpath from Little Ryburgh to the A1067 and then from there to the West of Stibbard which could be used as a
central portion to the footpath.
c) If possible, the development of a footpath/cycle way to Colkirk.
d) Public footpath along the river within our Parish. The River Wensum is a SSSI and is arguably the jewel in the
crown of the village, and yet there is no entitlement as of right to walk along it. A permissive path or public right
of way along the River would add greatly to the quality of life for residents and encourage visitors.
ii) Business/Commerce – superficially, it might appear attractive for there to be no industry or commerce in
the village, or at least nothing further. However, without some business activity, the shop, The Blue Boar, and
even the Church, may be left high and dry.
I do not think that the solution lies with Crisp Maltings. Arguably, The Maltings is already too dominant in the
village. If it increases in size, whilst that might add value to a local economy it would enhance their dominance.
What would be the impact then if The Maltings closed at some point in the next 20 years?
Part of the solution may lie in encouraging small businesses into the village. I was struck by the reporting of the
number of small businesses already in the village involving home working. Perhaps we should aspire to
identifying high quality office accommodation to provide meeting or networking space for current and future
businesses? The Community Hall is somewhat tired and could benefit from updating, or being better quality or a
more flexible public space.
iii) The Environment – the village is fortunate to have the River Wensum running through it and the SSSI status
that attaches to it. There is scope and opportunity for a nature reserve through the length of the River that runs
through the Parish as it would, connecting with Pensthopre and Sennome. Habitat developments such as reed
beds, scrapes and possibly alderrecrr could be achieved and could bring environmental tourism to the village, as
well as being an attractive feature in its own right. Eco tourism in North Norfolk is already a significant
contributor to the economy and it would not need a lot of imagination to think that this benefit could spread to
Ryburgh.
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22/09/17

Visit by Kate Young

Matthew Claxton

Introduced
‐ More for children to do
‐ More activities for children and teenagers
‐ Develop the pavillion for sports (including toilets)
‐ More facilities for the elderly
‐ Introduce a community hub into the pavillion
Saved/Preserved
‐ Preservation of the playing field
‐ Improve pavements and walking access
‐ Better street lights
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27/09/17

e‐mail

Alex Abery
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06/10/17

e‐mail

Nick Young

I really like the fact that Great Ryburgh has a number of public facilities that I know so many other villages in the
area do not have. To me the shop is the heart of the village and we often use it for purchases but mainly for the
Post Office. We do not use the butchers as we are vegetarian but the fact that we have a butchers, a chip shop
and a pub are qualities I value in our village.
The park is a strange set up. It feels so cut off from the village and I know when my son was a baby we would go
there but it would feel remote and more lonely than staying at home. It would be nice if the village hall and the
park were together. There is a pavilion and another building that are on the park that seem derelict and I
wonder if these could be brought to more use.
I find the village hall quite depressing from the point of view that there is no green space around it, just a
Maltings.
I appreciate that the Maltings is part of the village but I do fear that it will keep getting bigger and bigger
regardless of whether it is fair and acceptable to the occupants of the village. This is the main concern I have
regarding the village and would probably be the only point that would eventually cause us to move. When the
threat of further expansion, lorry parks and housing estates raise their heads we can always be found on
rightmove looking at properties away from the village.
I would like to see some sort of limit put in place as to what the Maltings can do How big can it get?
I would like to see the redevelopment of the pavilion on the playing field. Currently the building stands derelict
and has done so for at least a decade. I would like to see it revived in order to be used as a modern community
hub and sports pavillion/clubhouse. Ryburgh used to have thriving football and cricket teams for children and
adults and without a functioning pavilion that includes toilets, shower facilities and kitchen/refreshment areas
these team sports won't be able to be take place. I would also like to see tennis courts, netball courts and
petanque and outdoor bowls pitches created on the playing field. A fully functioning pavilion or clubhouse is
necessary to enable these activities to happen. Sports activities are vital for the physical health and mental
wellbeing of young and old within the village and it is a travesty that the playing field is currently so underused
and almost irrelevant to such a large percentage of the village because of a lack of resources on it.
Community hubs are being created all over the country and are vital resources that can support young and old,
especially in rural communities. The pavilion would make an excellent venue for a community in hub which
could provide advice activities and support for old and young within our village whilst also being used as it was
originally intended.
The existing children's play equipment is appropriate only for very young children‐my children have pretty much
outgrown it‐ and whilst the new exercise equipment seemed initially exciting and a good idea, I believe it is now
very underused and not appealing for most children. Whenever I go to the playing field for walks, with my family
or in the past to use the play equipment ( at least twice a week on average) I have never seen anyone else on the
field or using the play or exercise equipment which is a sorry testament to its underuse!
I would like to see dogs be able to use the field. Who made the decision to ban dogs from the field? Was the
village consulted or involved in this decision? The majority of dog owners are responsible when it comes to
clearing up after their dogs so i do not agree that they be penalised because of the actions of a few.
There is nothing for older children and teenagers to safely/productively do in the village unless they are
supervised by their parents. The exsiting village hall, whilst seeped in historical significance, is woefully
inadeqaute for many in the village beacuse of its lack of outside space and baby/child friendly facilities. A
community hub/sports pavilion would allow after school and holiday club activities to take place, brownies,
beavers, scout groups etc, team sports and individual sports, film clubs to operate, Duke of Edinburgh groups to
run, music and drama groups to run and Warhammer type societies and groups to meet.
I am led to believe that it costs £1900 a month to cut the grass on the playing field. In my opinion this is an
appallingly disproportionate cost as so little happens, which the whole community can benefit from, on the field.
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08/10/17

e‐mail

Barley Wilson

Building Development/Housing
‐ should preserve and enhance the village feel and protect its character.
‐should be limited to small groups of dwellings and infill development that can be supported by village facilities,
and the very limited public transport provision and minor road connections.
‐ should protect the natural assets of the villagte, particularly the river Wensum, and enhance biodiversity
‐ should retain mature and important trees and hedgerows, particularly ancient trees.
should include a mix of housing, including one and two bedroom houses, and rented, to meet local needs.
‐ should encourage green build construction
Amenities
‐ should aim to keep a minimum of the existing mix of village amenities (shop and PO, pub, church, school,
nursery, hall and playing field, butcher, B&B, residential care etc.
‐ consider supporting any other amenities that would help make Ryburgh a thriving and sustainable community.
The playing field has a popular play area for young children (families come from Fakemham and neighbouring
village s to use this), and the outdoor gym and community woodland and used by all ages. But the poor drainage
means that the field is difficult to use for sports in winter. The playing field offers less to teenagers, and could
also provide a facility for wheelchair users.
‐ should support a multi‐use games area (MUGA) andd to the playing field to offer a flexible sports facility,
useable by all ages and abilities, and in most weather conditions. This would provide a useful facility for
teenagers, and could also provide a facility for wheelchari users.
Ryburgh Common is a valuable village amenity ‐ public access should be encouraged in a carefull managed way to
avoid impact on wildlife.

13/03/2020

9

Environment (does this include landscape too?)
The river Wensum is one of the most important chal streams rivers in Europe, and it he most valuable element of
the village environment, central to the wildlife habitat, landscape and amenity assets of Ryburgh. The NDP
should support the conservation and enhancement of its water quality and river habitats, including river
meadows, hedgerows and woodland.
Future management of Ryburgh common needs to consider connectivity with surrounding semi‐natural habitats
(e.g. Pensthorpe) and mitigating the impacts of climate change.
Landscaping connected with development in the village should aim to improve biodiversity and connectivity with
existing wildlife habitats.
Infrastructure
‐ should im to develop a new footpath/cycleway connection along the former railway line between Ryburgh and
Fakenham. This would offer a much safer route for walkers and cyclists, as the heavy traffic on local roads makes
these routes too dangerous, particularly for younger users.
‐ should include an off‐road path linking the village to the bus stops and Stibbgard crossroad.
‐ Should investigate provision of a new footpath lin between Little Ryburgh and Gt Ryburgh
‐ All opportunities for better public transport should be supported, including bus, train and community taxi.
‐ The current pavements in the village need significant improvement to make them safe for all users.
‐ Should seek to improve the problem of surface water flooding in Ryburgh, controlling field run‐off from
surrounding higher land that also causes excessive siltation of drains and ditches; also strangthening under‐road
drains repeatedly broken by heavy traffic
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09/10/17

Vist by Kate Young

Sally West and
Stanley Judd

We have a combined time in this village of well over 100 years and have seen many changes ‐ not all for the
better. Our views as similar as to what we value and what we feel could be better.
a. As dog owners we would like to see the walks preserved and perhaps dog walkers could be asked for a small
donation to help to keep the walks clear amdn maintained.
b. Playing Filed. The land was donated to the village people and not a few old biddies who seem to think they
own it. One of us helped to create the field along with other members of the community and to be told by
someone who has not been here 5 minutes what we can and can't do is an insult.
In our opinion within reason village people should be allowed to hold events and the committee should be in
place to oversee and make sure any event is handled correctly ‐ not to decide of they like it or not and in not to
refuse the event. The field is ours, not thiers, and to that end we should have the right to use it for the purpose it
was donated to us.
c. We would like to see more cubs and facilities for all ages and would be happy to be involved in some or all of
these.
Let the residents have more of a say!!!
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09/10/17

Visit by Kate Young

Tomoka Takemoto

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

45

09/10/17

Visit by Kate Young

Renata Stankewicinta

‐ More for teenagers in the playing field. e.g. basketball hoop/court to be improved.
‐ Football pitches and goals to be repaired so sports team/games can take place. Cativities after school and in
holidays would be good.
‐ Facilities e.g. pavilion to be improved, made useable with toilets. sports field & pavilion publicised.
‐ Lights on playing filed so its safe in winter months.
‐ Running track on field
‐ Drinks and refreshments available from pavilion.
‐ Pavements levelled up
‐ More affordable houses to rent
‐ Speed limits enforced and Speed bumps.
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10/10/17

Hard copy in shop

Dianne Palmer

An enclosed field for dogs to run off leads
Speed humps would be good in Lt Ryburgh to slow down traffic.
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/10

e‐mail

Karen Stokes

As newcomers to the village, we don’t yet feel very well equipped to comment on what it might need now or in
the future, particularly in terms of housing, but having had a chat to my neighbour (Kate, who I believe is part of
the working group) this morning, I’ve been prompted to respond!

Speed calming traffic humps on road.
Toilets and baby change facilities on playing field.
Wider and more level pavements.
More buses to surrounding villages and towns.
After school and holiday time activities based on playing field.
A community hub where children and old people can play and learn together.
Hairdressers and arts and crafts facilities for young and old people.
Nurses and healthcare professionals working from a community hub.
Tea room and toilets on playing field.

Our overriding concern is about traffic, both the volume of lorries and the speed of (some) cars, so anything that
would limit either would obviously be welcome. The latter concerns us particularly, given the limited visibility we
have getting out of our driveway onto the main road.
Keeping and enhancing open space and creating /maintaining safe but physically challenging (age‐appropriate)
play facilities for children are not immediately relevant to us now as our sons have grown up, but we well recall
the need for fresh air and physical activity when they were young – and I suppose we may at some point be
called upon to entertain equally active grandchildren! Similarly, I’m not sure what facilities there are for young
people to interact socially, but it seems important that there should be a safe, creative, appealing environment
for them to do so.
The shop is a real boon – safeguarding it and the post office are important to us. Enlarging the shop, if possible,
so it could offer a wider product range would probably encourage us to use it more, as would a cash dispenser.
Faster broadband is a priority for us as I work from home routinely and my husband does occasionally. I’m not
sure if it falls within the scope of the NDP, but some means of applying pressure to BT collectively rather than
individually to increase availability in practice rather than just in theory would be great. The same would apply to
mobile phone coverage, which in our experience is patchy.
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09/11/17

Hard copy in shop

Mrs A‐M Ketteringham
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22/11/17

e‐mail

Anne Prentis

13/03/2020

I have liven in Great Ryburgh for 7 yearsnow, and I love the community spirit that it has here.
Not always being able to enjoy the events that go on in Ryburgh being a busy parent, I like that there is things like
the craft fair, dog shows, yard sales and even the odd event for children, easter egg hunts and halloween discos.
However, these things are seasonal events, maybe, a youth club for childrent o regularly attend would be a
thought for change.
Issues regarding traffic through the village could be addressed, maybe a zebra crossing near the park could be a
possibility?
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Annex 2

RYBURGH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Regulation 14 Consultation Log: Consultation responses received and actions taken

Serial

Date received

From

Summary of Submission

Action taken by Working Group (WG)

1.

05/08/19

Marine Management
Organisation

No response in relation to the draft NDP requiring action.

Response requiring no action by WG.

2.

13/08/19

Anglian Water

No response in relation to the draft NDP requiring action.

Response requiring no action by WG.

3.

14/08.19

Peter Roe

Concerned about air quality in the village. Wants air
quality in the village to be monitored.

Referred to NNDC and their advice referred
to Mr Roe (30/10/19). WG declined to
incorporate.

4.

21/08/19

Kevin Redway

Support for creation of footpath to Fakenham, speed
monitoring signs but not for doctors surgery. Supports
RNP Policy 2.

Response requiring no action by WG.

5.

24/08/19

Tom Cook
(Sennowe Estate)

Development is seldom sustainable. Infrastructure and
natural resources cannot cope with any more
development. Need for affordable houses. Supports RNP
Policies 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9. Concerned about pollution and
effects of planting trees on lowland open fields.

Reviewed by WG as positive comments.
No modification of draft RNP considered
necessary.

6.

10/09/19

National Grid

Neighbourhood Area includes high pressure gas
transmission pipeline FM04-Bacton to Gt Ryburgh

Response requiring no action by WG.

7.

12/08/19

Anne Prentis
(Churchwarden)

Wants better picture of St Andrew's Church to be
included. Tower is mediaeval with Saxon origins not
Norman). Concerned about drains. Believes that the
lower part of the village is under threat from sudden
rushes of surface water that drains cannot cope with. Any
new building must include commensurate improvements
to infrastructure. Believes there is a pressing need for the
drainage capacity in the village to be increased

Reviewed by WG. Reference in RNP to
church being of Norman origin corrected.
Issues re drains the subject of provision in
the NNDC Core Strategy (4.1.11) and
emerging Local Plan (Policy SD10) thought to
be adequate.

Water running down the road past Bridge Farm is a danger
to road users.

8.

16/09/19

Claire Lanham
(Memorial Hall
Committee)

Housing development will benefit the Memorial Hall and
the Playing Field

Response requiring no action by WG.

9.

16/09/19

Claire Lanham
(Personal)

Section 4.2 should include bridleways as well as cycleways
and footpaths

Reviewed by WG and Policy 2 amended to
include bridleways

10.

17/09/19

Natural England

No specific comments. General advice only on how to set
out the NDP and possible things to consider.

Response considered. No action necessary.

11.

18/09/19

Historic England

Suggests listing locally important heritage assets setting
out what factors make them special.
Welcomes Policy 11 and its supporting text and draws
attention to their designation assessment report.
Suggests a 'Neighbourhood Area of Archaeological
Importance'.

Considered by the WG. No action additional
to RNP Policy 11 considered necessary.

12.

18/09/19

North Norfolk District
Council

Advice offered re compliance with National and local
Planning Policy, alignment of time frame with Local Plan,
advisability of referring to future development of Maltings
reviewed. Advice on current wording of Policies. Advice
upon RLCA. Caution advised upon the extent of the
Habitat Areas and the support for that extent from the
Ecology Report. It was suggested that policies 4, 7, 8, 9
and 10 could be amalgamated to avoid duplication. The
Archaeology policy wording was described as onerous.
The extent of the Settlement Boundary was questioned.
Policy 3 for Infill Housing was reviewed and
reconsideration of the adequacy of the area shown within
the Settlement Boundary advised. NNDC officers were
supportive of the Policy as representing the ambition of
the Plan to ensure the sustainability of Ryburgh.

Considered by WG. Draft RNP altered to
align with end date of emerging local plan.
Specific reference added to guide future
development of Maltings. Policy wording
adjusted (Policies 1, 2, 3). Comments on
RLCA referred to the author of the LCA and
adjustments made. The author of the
Ecology report was asked to comment upon
the boundary of the Habitat Areas and he
confirmed on 05.02.2020 (Doc. No[21] of
Annex 2 that the boundary is ‘entirely
consistent’.
The suggestion of duplication was reviewed
with NNDC by meeting and e-mail and a
wording satisfactory to all arrived at. The
Archaeology policy was redrafted. The

extent of the Settlement Boundary was
reviewed and the boundary altered to
include the Conservation Area of the village
and other potential sites where infill might
take place.
13.

23/09/19

Norfolk County
Council

The County offered advice upon supporting text for
contribution towards infrastructure.
Factual errors concerning historic environment were cited.
Policy 11 would discourage small developments.
A surface water flooding policy was recommended.
Policy 1 required amendment to permit construction
traffic.

Having regard to the very limited Infill
development proposed contribution to
infrastructure was considered inappropriate.
Factual errors re historic environment were
corrected. Policy 11 was rewritten.
Surface water flooding was considered and
decided to be adequately dealt with in NNDC
Core Strategy and emerging local plan.
Policy 1 was redrafted to meet the
observation that it should not prohibit HGV
traffic temporally necessary and not
sustained.

14.

23/09/19

Barley Wilson
(Personal)

Pleased with emphasis on River Wensum landscapes and
habitat importance
Policy 1 - Strongly supports policy of refusing any
development that would increase traffic levels in the
village, particularly large vehicles (HGVs, tractors and
other farm machinery)
Policy 2 - Supports protection of railway line for future use
as footpath/cycleway to Fakenham
Policy 3 - Mixed infill development would be beneficial but
supports policy to limit visual impact on Wensum valley
Policy 4 - Landscape Character Assessment misses the
landscape significance of small valleys and tributary
streams to the Wensum
Policy 5 - Welcomes policy to protect landscape and
habitat features and protection of soils.
Policy 6 - Agrees policy to protect dark skies
Policy 7 & 8 - Strongly agrees policy to protect aquatic and
terrestrial ecology of the Wensum. Wants policy
strengthened to minimise 'diffuse point pollution'
Policy 9 - Ecological Network should include the railway
line and adjacent hedgerows

WG agreed contribution very largely
supportive and no action necessary.

Policy 10 - Wants extent of open land extended SE of
Wensum up to the railway line or further
Policy 11 - Agrees
15.

23/09/19

Barley Wilson
(Playing Field
Committee)

Policy 1 - Strongly supports
Policy 5 - Strongly supports
Annex 3 (Aspirations) - Would look favourably on
proposals for use of the pavilion for community benefit,
provided such proposals come with funding.

No action necessary.

16.

23/09/19

Alison Henry

Policy 1 - Strongly supports but wants policy to refuse any
development proposal that would significantly increase
vehicle traffic
Policy 2 - Strongly supports
Policy 3 - Supports with reservations. Wants to know
which sites are designated brownfield and are open to
infill. Would support small scale developments that do
not have the potential to increase vehicle traffic. Wants
explanation of why the conservation area is excluded from
policy of infill.
Policies 4-7 Strongly supports
Policy 8 Strongly supports but wants to know how impact
on habitat will be measured
Policies 9-11 - Strongly supports
Aspirations - wants something added to the NDP to
introduce traffic calming measures

Reviewed by the WG. Restriction upon
increase of vehicular traffic from infill
development thought unlikely to be an
acceptable workable policy. Exclusion of
Conservation Area noted and adjustment to
incorporate made.
Traffic calming measures thought not to be
matters for a Neighbourhood Plan, although
a very valid aspiration.

17.

23/09/19

Environment Agency

Policy 3 - Need to state that development should not be
permitted in flood zones 2 or 3
Policies 7 8 9 - Encourage opening up of culverts and the
creation of new water courses.
Protection of Groundwater from Contaminated land
require sufficient information to be provided upon
planning application to satisfy NPPF.

Policy 3 Infill Housing does not relate to
Flood Zones 2 or 3 so no action required.
Suggestion for enhancement action for
habitat areas considered to be inappropriate
without evidence base for same.
No WG enthusiasm for an entirely new
policy in relation to groundwater and
contaminated land there being provision for
such matters in the Core Strategy.

18

09/19

Andrew Purdy

The requirement to have "at least one small home with
two or fewer bedrooms is provided for every one larger
dwelling with four or more bedrooms" is the wrong way
round. We need more affordable housing, but affordable
housing does not equal small housing. Adding more
bottom rungs will exacerbate the existing imbalance in the
affordable housing ladder. We already have a
preponderance of 2 and 3 bedroomed houses and what
we need is more 4+ bedroomed affordable houses for
young families to move up into in order to release the
starter homes for those just setting out in the housing
ladder.

Adjustment made in wording of Policy 3 to
reflect criticism.

19

24/09/19

Ian Wilson

Concerned about the impact of infill development on
insect habitats within the built up area.
Support greater access to countryside through footpaths
and cycleways, if done correctly.

No action required.

20

24/02/20

Pensthorpe
Conservation Trust

Concern that the disused railway line is an important
wildlife corridor and should be included as a Habitat Area
and that a Habitat Area ‘buffer strip’ should be included
along the stream leading to Little Ryburgh Common.

Adjusting the Habitat Area plan (Annex 6) to
incorporate the additional area as specified
by Pensthorpe.

21.

Sept 2019
To Feb 2020

Crisp Maltings

Adjustment of Policy 1 to the effect that proposals for
development should seek to minimise HGV movements.

Adjustment not accepted as contrary to
objective to ensure no increase in existing
levels of HGV movements so as to enhance
potential for sustainable development of the
village.

Adjustment to 4.1.5. as 31 daily HGV movements incorrect

Request for correct number of movements
answered on 17th Jan 2020 and 4.1.5 altered
to reflect that information

Proposal for reclassification of the village from
“Countryside” to “Growth Village” to permit housing
expansion “to enable the continued expansion and sustain
the business of Crisp in Great Ryburgh”.

No support for such from responses from
public meetings. Housing expansion
proposed out of scale to existing village and
its infrastructure. Proposal rejected.
There is overwhelming support for the
construction of a new road to take Crisp
traffic to the West of the village but no

Adjustment of Settlement Boundary (Policy 3) to
incorporate Crisp and the subject of Crisp’s development
proposals.

That Policy 4 (Landscape Character) be adjusted to include
mention of the opportunity that the proposed expansion
of the Crisp plant presents to enhance the landscape
impact of the facility.

proposals from Crisp to accommodate
additional traffic generated by 50 new
houses and no undertaking that any HGV
traffic shall not continue to enter the Crisp
site from the East. The housing expansion
that Crisp propose and/or the inclusion of
the Industrial Site within the Settlement
Boundary would be out of scale to existing
village and its infrastructure. Proposal
rejected.
Policy 4 based upon reference to the report
of CJ Yardley. Mention of opportunity to
enhance landscape impact not practicable,
the report having been written and the
nature of enhancements proposed not
known.

That Policy 6 (Dark Night Skies) should be altered to
incorporate additional words “Lighting associated with the
Maltings facility to the East of the village will be permitted
where it is necessary for the operational activity and
safety of the site”.

The Working Group considered that the
wording of Policy 6 does not forbid lighting
reasonably required for operational activity
and safety and that the additional wording is
therefore unnecessary.

Part of the proposed access route to serve an expanded
Maltings lies within the Habitat Area (Policy 7 & 8, Annex
6) and the Open Land Area (Policy 10, Annex 7). That the
area shown in Annex 6 is not supported by Wild Frontier’s
Report and that the area shown in Annex 7 is not
supported by the Landscape Assessment. Accordingly that
Policy 7 be deleted, Policy 8 be deleted and the wording
quoted by Wild Frontier as used for the Bure Valley in the
Saxthorpe/Corpusty plan be substituted and that Policy 10
be deleted.

The onus to make a case for the proposed
access route in an area of special habitat
importance should fall upon the developer.
Justification for the extent of the Habitat
Area is the land’s nature/character as the
flood plain of the River Wensum and its
tributaries. The support of Wild Frontier to
the Habitat Area is evidenced by its e-mail of
5th February 2020.
Justification for the extent of the Open Land
(Annex 7 and Policy 10) is as set out in Paras.
4.6.1 and 4.6.2 of the NDP and is not
dependent (as implied) upon the opinion of
C J Yardley as to the visual amenity, its local
significance, its beauty, tranquillity, richness

of its wildlife and historic significance of the
area but merely as to the landscape
identification as being open in nature.

Document 1
SM-MMO-Consultations (MMO)
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Consultation response- PLEASE READ
5 Aug 2019 at 09:44:35
l ,
> Mike Rundle 111111 ql11111111 J ,1 I
Thank you for including the MMO in your recent consultation submission. The
MMO will review your document and respond to you directly should a bespoke
response be required. If you do not receive a bespoke response from us within
your deadline, please consider the following information as the MMO's formal
response.
Kind regards
The Marine Management Organisation
Reseonse to Y.OUr consultation

The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) is a non-departmental public
body responsible for the management of England's marine area on behalf of the
UK government. The MMO's delivery functions are; marine planning, marine
licensing, wildlife licensing and enforcement, marine protected area
management, marine emergencies, fisheries management and issuing
European grants.
Marine Licensing

Activities taking place below the mean high water mark may require a marine
licence in accordance with the Marine and Coastal Access Act (MCAA) 2009.
Such activities include the construction, alteration or improvement of any works,
dredging, or a deposit or removal of a substance or object below the mean high
water springs mark or in any tidal river to the extent of the tidal influence. Local
authorities may wish to refer to our marine licensing_guide for local Qlanning
authorities for more detailed information. You can also apply to the MMO for
consent under the Electricity Act 1989 (as amended) for offshore generating
stations between 1 and 100 megawatts in England and parts of Wales. The
MMO is also the authority responsible for processing and determining harbour
orders in England, and for some ports in Wales, and for granting consent under
various local Acts and orders regarding harbours. A wildlife licence is also
required for activities that that would affect a UK or European protected marine
species.
Marine Planning

As the marine planning authority for England the MMO is responsible for
preparing marine plans for English inshore and offshore waters. At its landward

Document 2

Thorpe Wood House, Thorpe Wood, Peterborough, PE3 6WT

www,anglianwater.co.uk

From: Mike Rundle lmailto:1yJll!rghndp_@gmail.comJ
Sent: 05 August 20 I 9 09:45

To: dan-en.fradgky..@l.lliliva.com: osm.enq�global.com;

newsiterece12tioneastofenglm:ill@Qpenreach.co.uk; brian.truman@etil.co.uk: public.affairs@ee.co.uk;
�; �g; emf.enql�; jane.evan s@three.co.uk;
llllllg�wirelessinfrastrucnu-e.co.uk; Patience Stewart; Planning T ,iaison; mg.con1ac1us@nhs.net
Subject: Ryburgh Parish Council - Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan

*EXTERNAL MAIL* - Please be a,vare this mail is from an external sender - THINK
BEFORE YOU CLICK

Dear Consultee,
I am writing in my capacity as secretary of Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group
to you as a statutory consultee under the provisions of Reg.14 Neighbourhood Planning
(General) Regulations 2012 (as amended).
The Working Group is now consulting on a Pre-submission Neighbourhood Plan. This
consultation will take place for a six week period commencing 12th August and closing on
23rd September 2019.
The document, including relevant supporting evidence is available on our Parish website at
www.cy.bJ.rrghpc.info/neig hbourhood-JlliUl or at North Norfolk District Council website at
httP-s://www.north-norfolk.gov.uk/1yburgh12c .
Yom views on future development in Ryburgh are important and will inform the
development of the Plan before it is submitted to North Norfolk District Council for
independent examination. We encourage your participation, views and ideas on this draft
Neighbourhood Plan in order to shape a robust document which will protect and enhance
our special village.
Please return any response, quoting the paragraph of the draft Plan to which the response
relates, to BY.bmghNDP@ginail.com by 5pm on 23rd September 2019. Alternatively
responses can be returned to The Secretary to the Working Group, Ryburgh
Neighbourhood Plan, The Vines, 5, Station Road, Great Ry burgh, NR21 ODX.
Yours faithfully,

Document 3

movements is creating health problems which includes breathing and
asthma attacks.
Having spoken to residents in the village they agree that the air quality
can not be allowed to get any worse, but must improve.
Breckland Council recently conducted a survey in Swaffham under an Air
Quality Management Area (AQMA ) scheme, it had more than 40mcg
(micrograms ) of
Nitrogen Dioxide per cu metre, with management this has now lowered
to
25mcg / metre.
To measure the air quality we suggest meters are installed in certain
areas in the village over a period of time to measure Nitrogen Dioxide
levels and Particulates,
the meters should be available from our local Council.
Also the Group to conduct a survey to each household in the village to
ascertain if the health of residents has declined due to poor air quality.
Please confirm receipt of this email
Yours sincerely
Peter and Susan Roe

Sent from my iPad

Document 4

Document 5

SENNOWE ESTATE
GATELEYHILL
GATELEY
NORFOLK
NR205EJ
Tel: 01328 829122
24th. August, 2019.
Dear Mr. Rundle,
Thank you for the Draft Neighbourhood Plan to wbich I respond.
3.1.1. Pubfjc Access:
We are addressing tbe jssue of a path from Bddge Farm up to SUbbard Cross Roads.

Vjsion Statement 3.2.1. Development:
I oe lieve I.hat <:ieveloµment c,m SE> ldurn bt' 'sus tah1&ule'. ThE"- mass::i ve e;;ploj tatj 011
that jg currently being jnflicted upon Norfolk cannot be described as 'susU.dnable'
by any stretch of the jmagjnatjon. Our hospjtals, surgeries and schools are over
loaded. Our aaujfers depleted, our dvers and watercourses polluted. The road
system js totally inadequate and contd bu.ting morE' air pollution dajly. The A1067
is an example.
I am concerned by the phrase 'topromote sustajnable development. .. ' I thj nk
this is dangerous and not achjeveable. 'Sustajnable' means 'wHhout depletjon of
natural resources'. It also used to mean 'wjtbout detrjment to future generations'.
Clearly there js very ljttle development which can fulfjl these objectives. It bas
been proved again and agajn tbat increasjng the size of a vjllage does not jncrease
Hs viabHj ty
The majodty of development :in Norfolk js up-market speculatjve l">ousing ,,,hkb
attrcJcts retfred people from outsjde the County whjch puts jncre<1sed pressure on
welfare servjces. What we need js 'affordable' housjng for the fodigenous young
people of Norfolk.
Great Ryburgh and Ljttle Ryburgb are most attractive vjllages. It would be
grossly jrresponsible for our generatjon to wreck either of them by promotjng
un-sustainable 'sustajnable development;.
I support Policy 5, but consider jt unobtajnable.
I support Poljcy 6. I have jn the past asked The Maltjngs to alter thejr
intrusive ljghts whjch they duely djd,
I support PoliGes 7,8 and 9.
We go to consjderable lengths to protect the landscape of the Sennowe Estate:
The land is corrrnerdally farmed which enables us to employ people for conservatfon,
amanHy \vork and the majntenance of historic buildjngs.
Open Pjeld babjtat js perhaps the least understood lowland type. Bjrds and
mamals of the open fjeld reauire far greater areas than those of forest and garden.
Much ecologjcal damage bas been infljcted by planting trees on such habitat to the
detdmant and depleUon of fragile and suscepti.ble spedes.
The Sennowe woodlands are a productive forest managed on a conU nuous cover,
multj spedes, uneven aged, natural regeneration basis. This js consjdered to be
tbe most productive and eco-fdendly poljcy.

cont ..... .
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Anne M.C. Prentis
, Response
12 Sep 2019 at 17:53:29
ryburg hndp@gmail.com

Page 2. 2.1.3
Please correct: a mediaeval round tower church with Saxon origins (not
Norman)
Please add a picture of the church to give a more rounded picture of a
village that values its heritage and has regard for all that the church can
offer. It is open 365 days of the year, is open to all and attracts visitors
from the local B and Bs as well as serving the community. (I have plenty of
pictures.)

I can see no mention of drains - something that I raised at the meeting as
well as on a questionnaire. With the increased occurrence of very heavy
rain storms, the lower part of the village is at threat from the sudden rush
of surface water that our drains cannot cope with. This will only get worse
if new building is encouraged without improved infrastructure. Only a few
weeks ago the water flooded across the road in Station Road by The Boar
and the sewage backed up through domestic drains, endangering the
Wensum. The church too was at risk with water flooding into the porch,
there being too much flow for our drainage gulley.
Anglian Water carried out a camera survey of the drains and said they
were clear. The conclusion must be that they are no longer suited to the
amount of surface water that flows into the system during heavy rain. I
would be grateful if you could emphasise the pressing need in the village
for updated drains with greater capacity.
There is no mention either of the flooding that occurs the other side of the
bridge when the rain is heavy. That road can be treacherous in a
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Claire Lanham
Memorial Hall comments
16 Sep 2019 at 20:40:19
RyburghN DP@g mai I .com

Dear NOP Committee
I am writing as Chair of the Memorial Hall and Playing Field management
committee.
The Neighbourhood plan presents a view of a diverse and developing
community which has a good selection of facilities including the Memorial
Hall.
Section 4.3 of the plan covering housing development in the village
promotes diverse growth hopefully bringing a range of potential new
"customers" to enjoy the Hall and Playing Field, which can only benefit
those two community assets.
Thank you for your work in producing the plan.
Best regards
Claire Lanham
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Claire Lanham
·t Re: Neighbourhood plan
16 Sep 2019 at 21:22:00
RyburghNDP@gmail.com

Just one thought
As one of a good number of local horse riders I note that there is no mention of bridleways in
Section 4.2, only cycleways and footpaths.
Would it be possible to include bridleways?
Best regards Claire Lanham

On Mon, 16 Sep 2019, 20:23 Claire Lanham,
wrote:
Just one thought
As one of a good number of local horse riders I note that there is no
mention of bridleways in Section 4.2, only cycleways and footpaths.
Would it be possible to include bridleways?
Best regards Claire Lanham
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17 Sep 2019 at 15:41:08
ryburghndp@gmail.com
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For the attention of Michael Rundle
Please find Natural England's response in relation to the above mentioned consultation
attached herewith.
Kind regards
Dawn Kinrade
Natural England
Operations Delivery
Consultations Team
Hornbeam House
Electra Way
Crewe
Cheshire
CW1 6GJ
0208 0268349
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk
www.gov.uk/natural-england

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where
wildlife is protected and England's traditional landscapes are safeguarded for
future generations.
In an effort to reduce Natural England 1s carbon footprint, I will, wherever possible, avoid
travelling to meetings and attend via audio, video or web conferencing.

Natural England offers two chargeable services - the Discretionary Advice Service,
which provides pre-application and post-consent advice on planning/licensing
proposals to developers and consultants, and the Pre-submission Screening
Service for European Protected Species mitigation licence applications. These
services help applicants take appropriate account of environmental
considerations at an early stage of project development, reduce uncertainty, the
risk of delay and added cost at a later stage, whilst securing good results for the
natural environment.
For further information on the Discretionary Advice Service see here
For further information on the Pre-submission Screening Service see here

Date:
Our ref:

17 September 2019
290945

Michael Rundle
Ryburgh Parish Council
BY EMAIL ONLY

NATURAL
ENGLAND
Hornbeam House
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way
Crewe
Cheshire
CW16GJ
T 0300 060 3900

Dear Sir
Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan - Reg 14 consultation

Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 5 August 2019.
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 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.
For any further consultations on your plan, please contact: consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.
Yours faithfully
Dawn Kinrade
Consultations Tearn
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which can be found here: https://historicengland.org.uk/advice/planning/plan
making/improve-your-neighbourhood/policy-writing/
If you have not already done so, we would recommend that you speak to the staff at
Norfolk County Council who look after the Historic Environment Record and give
advice on archaeological matters. They should be able to provide details of not only
any designated heritage assets but also non designated locally-important buildings,
archaeological remains and landscapes. Some Historic Environment Records may
be available to view on-line via the Heritage Gateway (www.heritagegateway.org.uk).
It may also be useful to involve local voluntary groups such as a local Civic Society,
local history groups, building preservation trusts, etc. in the production of your
Neighbourhood Plan, particularly in the early evidence gathering stages.
In particular, we welcome Policy 11 and its supporting text, relating to Ryburgh's
unique archaeological significance, including the recent discoveries associated with
the Anglo-Saxon period. We would draw your attention to the recent designation
assessment report (included with this consultation response), which may assist you
in further refining your neighbourhood plan's approach to the protection of these
archaeological remains. A possible way we might suggest is using the information in
the report to support the identification of a 'Neighbourhood Area of Archaeological
Importance' that could be afforded a greater, or more specific, level of protection with
a specific policy.
Your local authority might also be able to provide you with more general support in
the production of your Neighbourhood Plan, including the provision of appropriate
maps, data, and supporting documentation. There are also funding opportunities
available from Locality that could allow the community to hire appropriate expertise to
assist in such an undertaking. This could involve hiring a consultant to help in the
production of the plan itself, or to undertake work that could form the evidence base
for the plan. More information on this can be found on the My Community website
here: http://mycommunity.org.uk/funding-options/neighbourhood-planning/.
Your Conservation Area may have an appraisal document that would ordinarily set
out what the character and appearance of the area is that should be preserved or
enhanced. The neighbourhood plan is an opportunity for the community to clearly set
out which elements of the character and appearance of the neighbourhood area as a
whole are considered important, as well as provide specific policies that protect the
positive elements, and address any areas that negatively affect that character and
appearance. An historic environment section of your plan could include policies to
achieve this and, if your Conservation Area does not have an up to date appraisal,
these policies could be underpinned by a local character study or historic area

Historic England, Brooklands, 211 Brooklands Avenue, Cambridge CB2 SBU
Telephone 01223 58 2749 HistoricEngland.org.uk
Please note that Historic England operates an access to fnformation policy.
Correspondence or information which you send us may therefore become publicly available.
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18.09.09

Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan
North Norfolk District Council Response

Thank you for consulting NNDC on the pre submission neighbourhood plan. NNDC is the statutory
Local Planning Authority, LPA for the area and is a specific consultee.
The pre submission document demonstrates a significant amount of work has been undertaken by
the neighbourhood plan steering group in order to create a plan that supports their vision for the
neighbourhood area. The Council supports the emerging document and the consultation being
carried out upon it. The comments below form officers' advice on the emerging neighbourhood plan
from across the Council's departments at regu�the Neighbourhood Planning
(General) Regulations 2012 as amended. The comments are designed to be helpful and supportive in
the production ahead of the final submission and prior to independent examination. Comments are
mainly restricted to general advice and matters around compliance with government legislation and
in particular the basic conditions as set out in paragraph 8(1) of Schedule 48 to the Town and
to the neighbourhood
steering Group and
Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended). It will be
�glan
�
�
Parish Council as the Qualifying Body to review these and ot er comments received and decided
how they are taken forward and used to finalise the Draft Plan ahead of submission for independent
examination. Officers will continue to assist and provide objective guidance in both the overall
approach, statutory requirements, policy wording and around how to reconcile any competing
issues raised (if any) in order for the Draft Plan to be prepared ahead of independent examination.

National Policy
Overall neighbourhood planning provides a powerful set of tools for local people to plan for the
types of development to meet their community's needs, develop a shared vision for their
neighbourhood and shape the development and growth of their locah1rea where the ambition of
the neighbourhood is aligned with the strategic needs and priorities of the wider local area, set out
through the Local Plan.
NNDC have produced a suit of additional guidance aimed at supporting local communities in North
Norfolk undertaking neighbourhood planning. These are based around specific check sheets
including one to guide any submission of a Draft Plan for examination and frequent topics that town
and parish councils have sought to include in neighbourhood plans. They are designed to provide
background information, and guidance on how neighbourhood planning groups can reflect local
circumstances and develop policies that are justified and evidence in a positive and realistic way,
which if followed will provide more certainty at examination. These guides are updated from time to
time
and
can
be
found
on
the
Council's
web site:
l1ttp� /JYYWYY north
no, folk gov. 1 1k/sedion/JJ!.in11illli1Pta11nlrlli:.Q.Qllc\!Lneighbou1 hood-Q!a11ni1IBL'.
In addition, those producing neighbourhood plans should refer to the national Planning Practice
Guidance which provides the government guidance and parameters around planning.
https://www1tov.u½overnnwnlJ!;ollec.Uonc;/pl,111n1ng pr aditl' lli11rl;:i1 ice
Only a draft Neighbourhood Plan that meets each of the set of "Basic Conditions" can be put to a
referendum and be "made". The basic conditions for Neighbourhood Development Plans are:
• having regard to national policies and advice contained in guidance issued by the Secretary
of State it is appropriate to make the neighbourhood plan;
1
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Chamberlain, Naomi 11r1 >1 ,, ( r' 1n Ii 11 •1 I ,it 1, 11c •1 l!, .•�' 11k
NCC response to the Ryburgh Neighbourhood Plan - Reg 14
23 Sep 2019 at 09:18:13
RyburghNDP@gmail.com
Faulkner, Stephen ,. ir pl ii..:, 1ul' 11 , r i 1•) f<>l 1 ,' >'1 111 Doleman,
Richard rn.. l\ 11cL(lc k 11r1111 1,,r f)lk 110 11k. Hickling, Steve
,tt.'1, 1 •• 1 1 11" 1 rn ,( full-, . 1c '-' ,, , Lead Local Flood Authority
II' :1(0)1)) I01k lj()\l,Uk
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Good morning
Thank you for consulting Norfolk County Council on the Neighbourhood Plan. Please
find attached the County Councils comments.
Best wishes,
Naomi
Naomi Chamberlain, Trainee Planner
Community & Environmental Services
Tel: 01603 638422
County Hall, Norwich, NR1 2DH

I

Norfolk County Council

- rJ

To see our email disclaimer click here b1tP-://.www.norfolk.gov.uk/.
emaildjscla imer
pdf
NCC comm ... Reg 14.pdl
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Ryburgh NOP consultation - Pre-Submission draft
23 Sep 2019 at 15:40:57
< ryburgh ndp@g ma ii .com>

Hi Mike,
This is looking impressive!
My response is as follows:
2.1.3. I agree that it's difficult to over-emphasise the importance of the River Wensum
in terms of landscape and habitat value, not just to the village but to north Norfolk as
a whole. It is after all the only river of European-level SAC designation between the
Thames and the Humber. It deserves to be of central importance to our village NOP,
and I think that this draft reflects this.

Policy 1 Traffic Safety
Residents currently face daily safety issues relating to heavy levels of HGV traffic
throughout a small village - lorries mounting pavements, lack of sections of pavement
altogether, existing pavements too narrow for buggies and certainly not passable for
pushchairs, safety for horse riders having to face large lorries in confined road
spaces, and the safety risks of lorries passing school buses. I strongly support this
policy refusing any increase in HGV traffic levels, and would question whether six
months is too long a timescale for a temporary increase in HGV traffic. We already
notice an increase in July/August HGV movements due to farm lorries bringing grain
to CMG. This increased traffic during the school holidays must increase road safety
risk during the school holidays, and even six months at this level of traffic makes a
significant negative impact.

Policy 2 Safeguarded Land for Public Access
I strongly support the protection of the old railway line for potential future use as a
sustainable off-road footpath or cycleway as this offers a pleasant and safe route
connecting the village to Fakenham, avoiding the existing road routes which are
dangerous for walkers and cyclists because of levels of traffic, particularly HGVs.
The potential benefits for wider health and well-being are numerous.

Policy 3 Infill Housing
I agree that small amounts of mixed infill housing proposed here would benefit the
sustainable growth of the community. I also agree with the restrictions on skyline
visibility to minimise visual impact on the wider Wensum valley.

Policy 4 Landscape Character
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HI Mike,
On behalf of Ryburgh Playing Field Committee I'd like to offer the following response to
the Ryburgh NOP Pre-Submission document:
Policy 1 Traffic Safety
We strongly support this policy because of
• The safety issues relating to the entrance to the playing field from Fakenham
Road where, because the road isn't wide enough for HGV traffic to easily pass,
lorries routinely mount the pavement at the very point where children exit from
the playing field.
• Our fundraising events often link the use of both the Memorial Hall and the
playing field amenities on opposite side of Fakenham Road in the centre of the
village, and therefore any increase in vehicle traffic mounting pavements will
increase the risk to pedestrians using these village amenities.
• The combination of inadequate pavements and current levels of HGV traffic is
deterring families with young children from walking to use the playing field
facilities. We want to increase community use of and benefit from the playing
field amenities, and increased levels of HGV traffic would have a negative
impact. Better road safety is also important to encourage use of the community
woodland as a forest school teaching amenity by groups walking up through the
village fram Pebbles Day Nursery.
Policy 5 Protection of Local Habitats, Landscape and Amenity and Policy 9
Ecological Networks
We strongly support these policies because both are relevant to Ryburgh's community
woodland situated to the rear of the playing field. Since the start of this project over 4
years ago, this area of native woodland has become both a valued amenity area for
informal recreation, and a valuable wildlife habitat connected by mature hedgerows to
adjacent areas of trees and to the old railway line, which has itself become a major
ecological corridor through the NOP area. Protection of the whole network will increase
both the ecological and amenity values of the community woodland, and the attractive
setting for the playing field as a whole.
Annex 3 Memorandum of Aspirations - Community Centre
We are looking into the potential uses for the old games pavilion on the playing field.
The committee would look favourably at any suitable proposal that would offer
community benefits providing that funding is also secured for subsequent upl<eep of
the building fabric, so that this does not become an added burden on fundraising.
With our thanks for all your work on NOP development.
Barley Wilson
Ryburgh Playing Field Committee
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the countryside. When I moved l1ere 4+ years ago I was very surprised at, and
disappointed by, the lack of access to the surrounding countryside via public
footpaths etc. As someone who uses the Norwicl1 bus on a fairly regular basis,
I would also love to be able to walk safely to and fro the mainroad. I would also
relish being able to walk to Fakenham via Highfield Lane to avoicJ using the car
for environmental reasons, as well as to enhance my physical and mental
wellbeing.
n I strongly support tile comments about traffic safety but was disappointed to
find no mention in the Plan about traffic calming (unless I missed something),
although I would be very surprised if this issue had not come up in the
previous consultation. I would like to see something added to the Plan about
tile possibility of road calming measures, though I'm guessing it could only be
mentioned as an Aspiration. Whilst the number of HGVs passing through the
village is certainly a maJor problem, the number of cars speeding t11rough tl1e
village in particular at the Fakenham Road/Highfield Lane end of the village a11d using it as a 'rat run' at all liOLlrS of the day, is equally hazardous to
pedestrians, cyclists, pets and wildlife.
'-' I am happy with the existing community centre and would prefer that tile
Memorial Hall be enhanced ratllcr than a new centre built.
Finally, I'd like to thank all tl1ose involved with the Steering Committee for their time
and energy in working towards the Plat1 their efforts are very much appreciated.
Best wishes.
Aliso11
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Document 18
(INSERT)

Please note: there is no Document 18.
A comment (ref comment 18) was raised by Mr Andrew Purdy at the Working Group
meeting of 12 November 2019. The comment was recorded directly to the Consultation Log
on 09/19. See item 18 in the Consultation Log (Annex 2).
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£an Wilson - Comments on the Ryburgh Pre-Submission Neighbourhood
Plan
September 2019

1 broadly agree with the draft NDP so have only highlighted
areas where I differ, or wish for more emphasis. Therefore for
any section not mentioned be]ow it can be taken that I am in
agreement.

The most important factor is to balance the needs of
Ryburgh's Community with that of the environment and
ecology. These are by no means exclusive if approached in the
appropriate ways, and are indeed in many ways compatible.
That said, I believe that protecting the environment and
ecology of the Wensum ValJey and its feed in habitats should
be paramount.
Policies

4.3.8
While unspoilt views of the countryside from
outside the built up area of the village (albeit much of it
denuded of wildlife by cun-ent fa1ming practices) are
important, I feel that it's much more important that
development is in the appropriate place. Minimising
ecological damage is much more important than affecting the
odd view. After all, there's nowhere from the village's
peripherals that the carbuncle of the Maltings can't be seen.
Policy 3 Infilling building does reduce the impact outside the
built up area, but it should be noted that this reduces the area
of flower-filled gardens, one of the most prolific habitats for
insects. This should be mitigated by efforts to improve the
many habitats of the parish outside the built up area.
Policies 5, 7, 8 & 9 The parish should be aiming for
protection and enhancement of local habitats and wildlife
inespective of whether development is taking place.
Additional to those listed are native wildflower meadows and
scrub (highly underrated by land managers at present). The
advantages of Rewilding (where appropriate) are fast
becoming patt of mainstream ecology. Emphasis is given in
the later Aspirations of the impo1tance of working with local
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Pensthorpe
Natural Park

�'!).._

Mr M Rundle
Mike rundle@icloud.com

26 February 2020
Dear Mike
Re Ryburgh Neighbourhood Development Plan
Thank you for kindly allowing Bill Jordan and r to attend the Ryburgh neighbourhood
development plan working group meeting last Monday. Both Bill and I found it very
informative and it was good to hear our communities support for Pensthorpe Natural
Park and the works we are doing in supporting conservation through the Wensum valley.
Following the discussions at the working group meeting, I have, as agreed, attached a
copy of the Annex 6 Habitat Areas and included those areas we discussed which should
also be included as protected habitats. This includes the disused railway line where H
runs through Pensthorpe Natural Park, as we are managing \t as part of the nature
reserve. I have also included the two "buffer zones" to enhance and better protect the
SSSI/SAC's at Crane Meadow and Langor Brook, which are also shown in Annex 8
European Sites map.
Furthermore, it was very encouraging to share in the work\ng group's understanding of
why Policy 2 (Annex 4) had been included in the NOP and that it was a historic aspiration
of North Norfolk District Council rather than a more recent aspiration of the Ryburgh
cornmunity. We were further encouraged that the working group were l<een to make
changes to 4.2.2 to reflect that the community did not support Policy 2. as it ,s not your
desire to save the disused railway line as a potential footpath. bridleway or cycleway.
Both Bill and I look forward to receiving a copy of the revision.
Providing the above changes are made in the manner discussed at the working group
then Pensthorpe Natural Park would be happy to support the revised Ryburgh
development plan. We would also be more than happy to join an appropriate sub-group
to look into the reinstatement of historic footpath from Highfield Lane to Great Ryburgh
Common and potential solutions to finding an appropriate route that does not conflict
with the operation of Pensthorpe Natural Park

1
Registered in England No. 1979520 I VAT Registration No. 787 4405 91
Directors: W J Jordan DA Jordan
Conservation Shop Limited (The) trading as Penslhorpe Natural Park
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