
 

 

 
Draft minutes of the Reach Neighbourhood Plan Project Group meeting held on Thursday 
25th November 2021 at 7.30pm in Reach Village Hall 
 
Attendance: 
Charlotte Cane     Present – Acting Chair 
Jo Riches      Present 
Catherine Gibson     Present – New Chair 
 
Ian Poole – Consultant People4Places  Present 
 
4 members of the public were in attendance  
 
Apologies for absence received and approved.  
 
1. Election of Chair 

Catherine Gibson was elected to fill the vacant post as Chair. 
 

2. Minutes of the last meeting (13 July 2021) 
Minutes of the last meeting were approved. 
 

3. Review of Consultation Feedback 
The meeting focused on feedback to the consultation of the draft Plan. Ian reiterated 
that 57 responses offering over 300 substantive comments was good for an exercise 
of this kind.  The Group noted that approval ratings for all policy in the draft Plan ex-
ceeded 70 per cent, often significantly so.     
 
The Group acknowledged a petition, seeking retention of the existing development 
envelope of the village, which had attracted 90 names.  The Group endorsed publica-
tion of the formal responses with individuals’ names.  This is standard practice in the 
NP process and the consultation document had made it clear that completed forms 
would be made public.  In a few cases redactions might be necessary given the pejo-
rative and defamatory content.  The petition could not be published in full as it con-
tained no evidence that those named in it had given explicit consent to their per-
sonal data being published as required by GDPR. 



 

 

The PC would be asked to approve publication, on the Neighbourhood Plan 
webpage, of the formal consultation responses and the terms of the petition and the 
fact that it attracted 90 names. 
 
Many of the formal consultation responses and the petition focused on the pro-
posed changes to the village development envelope, most specifically a proposed re-
duction of the envelope in the vicinity of the Hythe.   The remainder of the meeting 
was therefore devoted to considering the case against and for retaining the revised 
development envelope proposed in the draft plan.   
 
The Group noted the significant of number of names on the petition but agreed (in 
line with the principle in matters of UK planning) that consideration would be struc-
tured by substantive points against and for the revised envelope. 
 
Housing need: the Group noted that the local authority housing requirement for 
Reach to 2031 was nil, that housing requirement for the district as a whole under the 
new central government calculator had fallen and that the Planning Department at 
ECDC had expressed itself content with the proposed revisions to the development 
envelope in its response to the NP consultation.  The Group noted that provision for 
new housing within the proposed revised envelope of the Plan exceeded local au-
thority requirements and met the aspirations of a significant majority of villagers 
who responded to the NP residents’ questionnaire. A potential loss of building land 
arising from the proposed reduction of the envelope adjacent to the Hythe was 
therefore not considered a justification for retaining the existing development enve-
lope in this area. 
 
Visual amenity:  in respect of the proposed revisions at the Hythe, Ian commented 
that landscape sensitivity had been a significant consideration in the imposition of 
the section 52 agreement, in ECDC’s refusal of an application to build two two storey 
dwellings on the site and in the Planning Inspectorate’s rejection of an appeal 
against refusal.  The Group also noted the very specific recommendation in our inde-
pendent landscape appraisal to avoid development in the vicinity of the Hythe and 
the very strong wishes of the village  to preserve and enhance the Hythe,  captured 
in the residents’ survey.   The Group was not persuaded of the case made by a mem-
ber of the public that certain forms of housing development could be achieved on 
the site without detriment to views of the landscape from the Hythe or from sur-
rounding amenity land. 
 
Archeology: There was evidence that the site formed part of the port of Reach but 
the Group acknowledged that the archaeological significance of the site was un-
known.  The Group discussed whether underlying archeology could be protected in 
circumstances where development was allowed on the site.  The Group did not 
reach a definitive view although a member of the public expressed concern about 
the adequacy of current protections.  
 
In conclusion the Group agreed unanimously to retain unamended its proposal to 
amend the development envelope. 



 

 

The PC would be invited to endorse this position  
 
A member of the public stated that their experience in securing names for the above 
mentioned petition revealed that large numbers of villagers were  ‘angry’ and ‘disen-
gaged’ about the Neighbourhood Plan.  The Group felt that this did not reflect its 
own feedback or indeed the consultation responses but registered the concern.  It 
acknowledged that face-to-face engagement with the village had been impossible 
for long periods of 2020 and 2021 and agreed to hold a drop in session in the New 
Year to enable a two way flow of comment and explanation. 
 

4. Date of next meeting/timetable 
On the assumption that the PC approved the actions above, the Group agreed to 
produce a revised draft for submission to the PC for final approval in spring 2022.  If 
approved then, the Group would then hold the above mentioned drop in session and 
then go to ECDC for sign-off before undergoing independent examination.  If that 
hurdle is cleared it was envisaged putting the Plan to a village referendum in the 
summer of 2022 

 
 
If you have any enquiries regarding these minutes please contact Catherine Gibson, Chair of 
the Project Group, on 07976 268947 or email catherinegibson@greenclose.co.uk 


