
Full Council December 2025. 

Agree a response to the NDP Independent Examination Clarification Note  

 

Background Information 

Saxilby with Ingleby Parish Council is currently progressing the review of the Saxilby with Ingleby 

Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP). Following the submission of the revised draft NDP to West 

Lindsey District Council in summer 2025, the plan has now entered the independent examination stage. 

The appointed examiner, Andrew Ashcroft, has undertaken an initial assessment of the plan and 

completed a site visit within the neighbourhood area. 

As part of the examination process, the examiner has issued a Clarification Note seeking further 

information and comments from the Parish Council on specific policies and issues raised through 

representations. Clarification Notes are a standard element of neighbourhood plan examinations and 

help ensure the examiner has a full and accurate understanding of the local context before making 

recommendations. 

This report provides the Parish Council’s proposed responses to the examiner’s Clarification Note. 

Once agreed, these responses will be submitted to West Lindsey District Council for onward 

transmission to the examiner, to support the timely progression of the examination and eventual 

making of the updated Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

Comments have been sought from the planning consultant. These have gone to the Neighbourhood 

Development Plan Review Group (NDPRG) for consideration. The NDPRG made recommendations to 

planning and development committee, which have in-turn been recommended to Full Council for 

consideration and agreement to meet the timeframe set out by the independent examiner – which has 

been extended on their agreement. 

 

  



Proposed Response  

 

1. Representations Made During Regulation 16 

1. Anglian Water 

The comments raised by Anglian Water are noted. However, these matters relate to 

strategic infrastructure provision and are therefore addressed through the Central 

Lincolnshire Local Plan (CLLP) rather than the Neighbourhood Plan. No amendments to the 

Neighbourhood Plan are proposed in response to this representation. 

 

2. Canal & River Trust (CRT) 

The NDP WG recognises the footbridges referred to in the representation. These assets are 

acknowledged as having local historic interest and can be taken forward for further 

consideration by the local History Group. No policy changes to the Neighbourhood Plan are 

proposed at this stage. 

 

3. Truelove Property and Construction 

• Policy 1: 

Policy 1 should reflect the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan. 

• Parking:  

Parking standards are already reflected through reference to the CLLP, and no further 

amendment is considered necessary. 

• First Homes: 

The Housing Needs Assessment is not considered out of date and continues to reflect 

the identified needs of the local community. No change in response to this comment. 

• Policy 6: 

Not applicable. 

• Policy 7:  

The NDP WG agrees with the comment. 

• Policy 8: 

The NDP WG agrees with the comment. 

• Policy 12: 

The reference to the CLLP removed and replaced with Figure 9. Although this should be 

removed if SNIC are removed from the Plan 

 

 



4. Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC) 

The NDP WG has reviewed and agreed actions relating to Sites of Importance for Nature 

Conservation (SINC): 

• SINC sites are referenced on page 57, paragraph 94, and page 59, Figure 9 of the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

• The Working Group raised the status of these sites with the Greater Lincolnshire Nature 

Partnership (GLNP), which oversees such designations. 

• GLNP’s response confirms that the sites previously referred to no longer meet the 

criteria for SINC designation. 

• The WG therefore confirms that these sites are not Local Wildlife Sites as referred to in 

part (b) of Policy 12. 

• It is recommended that Ingleby Clay, Community Woods, and the Breeding Ponds be 

put forward for consideration as SINC sites. 

 

Recommendations 

Approve the parish council’s proposed responses to the examiner’s Clarification Note and the clerk to 

submit to West Lindsey District Council for onward transmission to the examiner. 

  



 

Appendix 1: 

Email from Senior Neighbourhood Planning Policy Officer to Saxilby with Ingleby 

Parish Council  

I would like you to know that the examination of your NP is well underway.  

The examiner has undertaken a site visit, and I have received his Clarification Note.  

Please see the attached [see below] and his email below.  

The Note raises some questions for your parish council to answer. 

As the examiner has requested, please could you send your response to me which I will forward on to 

him.  

I am arranging for the Note to be made available on our website.  

Regards 

  

Email from Independent Examiner to WLDC 

Dear Nev,  

I trust you are well 

Further to my visit to the neighbourhood area yesterday, I attach a clarification note. Please will you 

send it to the Parish Council.  

I have suggested an indicative response date which reflects the issues raised in the Note. However, I am 

relaxed at working to a different timetable if this raises specific issues for the Parish Council.  

In the interests of openness and transparency, I would be grateful if you would make the Note and the 

responses available on your website.  

Please let me know if there are any queries on the matters raised in the Note. 

I will press on with writing up those elements of the report which are unaffected by the Clarification 

Note. 

Kind regards, 

Andrew Ashcroft 

Independent Examiner 



Saxilby with Ingleby Review NDP  

Appendix 2: Clarification note with comments in-line (as requested by 

the examiner). 

 

Key 

Red Text – planning consultant  

 

Saxilby with Ingleby Neighbourhood Development Plan Review 

Examiner’s Clarification Note 

Purpose 

This Note sets out my initial comments on the submitted Plan. It also sets out areas where it would be 

helpful to have some further clarification.  

For the avoidance of any doubt, matters of clarification are entirely normal at this early stage of the 

examination process. 

Initial Comments 

The presentation of the Plan is very good. The initial chapters set the scene for the remainder of the Plan 

and its policies.  The quality of photographs in the Plan is first-class 

The package of submission documents is proportionate to the neighbourhood area. The maps are 

effectively presented  

The Vision and Objectives of the Plan are both clear and locally-distinctive.  

Points for Clarification 

I have read the submitted documents and the representations made to the Plan. I have also visited the 

neighbourhood area. I am now able to raise issues for clarification with the Parish Council.  

The comments made on the points in this Note will be used to assist in the preparation of my report and 

in recommending any modifications that may be necessary to the review of the Plan to ensure that it 

meets the basic conditions.  

I set out specific policy clarification points below in the order in which they appear in the submitted Plan: 

Policy 1 



This is a very comprehensive which sets the scene for the wider Plan. 

Should its final element cross-relate to the Policy 2 of the Plan? 

Yes, this should cross-reference to the Local Plan 

Policy 2 

I looked carefully at the land off Sykes Lane during the visit.  

Is the policy wording about the ‘allocation’ of the site correct given that it is already allocated in the 

Central Lincolnshire Local Plan (Policy WL/SAXI/004)? This is acknowledged in paragraph 38 of the Plan.  

Is the purpose of the policy to consolidate the approach already taken in the Local Plan? 

Yes, this should be consolidated to the same approach that is in the adopted Local Plan. Some of the 

criterion (I, J, L ) in the policy go a bit further to provide more local context. There is a concern from 

nearby local resident on the impact(s) this development could have on the existing community.  

 

Policy 3 

This is a very good policy which will help to ensure high-quality design in the parish. In the round it is an 

excellent local response to Section 12 NPPF. 

Should the third part of the policy be supporting text (describing what details should accompany planning 

applications) rather than in the policy itself? Similarly, should the wording relate only to proposals which 

require the submission of a design and access statement?  

Agreed that the third part of the policy could be within the supporting text and is not necessary to be 

within policy.  

 

Policy 6 

I saw the importance of the community facilities in the village during the visit.  

Is the primary purpose of the policy to identify local community facilities to which Local Plan policies 

would apply? If so, I am minded to recommend that it is recast to achieve this purpose. Does the Parish 

Council have any comments on this proposition? 

The Parish Council would support this proposition. 

 

Policy 7 



I saw the importance of the employment sites in the parish during the visit.  

The third part of the policy is very commendable. However, is it capable of being implemented through 

the development management process given that any applicant is unlikely to own any of the land 

concerned as shown on Figure 7 (in red)? Otherwise, is it intended that development proposals would 

contribute towards an overall scheme?  If this is the case, how would that scheme be managed and 

delivered)? 

Maybe a modification to the wording from ‘must’ to ‘should’? this would encourage developers to consider 

this as part of their scheme to identify whether it is practicable or not.  

 

Policy 11 

I saw the importance of the Waterfront Area and its relationship with the commercial uses in Bridge 

Street.  

This is a very positive policy designed to bring forward sensitive regeneration in the Waterfront Area.  

 

Policy 15 

I looked carefully at the proposed Local Green Spaces during the visit.  

This is another excellent local policy which is underpinned by the details in Appendix C. In addition, it 

follows the matter-of-fact approach used in the NPPF.  

 

Representations 

Does the Parish Council wish to comment on any of the representations made to the Plan? 

I would find it helpful if the Parish Council commented on the representations submitted by: 

• Anglian Water; 

• Canal and River Trust; and 

• Truelove Property and Construction.  

The District Council makes a series of comments on the Plan. I would find it helpful if the Parish Council 

responded to the various comments and the suggested revisions.  

The Parish Council has incorporated as many of the comments from WLDC into the submitted Plan. This 

is detailed within the Consultation Statement.  

 



Protocol for responses 

I would be grateful for responses to the questions in this note by 10 December 2025. Please let me know 

if this timetable may be challenging to achieve. It is intended to maintain the momentum of the 

examination. 

If certain responses are available before others, I would be happy to receive the information on a 

piecemeal basis. Irrespective of how the information is assembled, please could it come to me directly 

from the District Council. In addition, please can all responses make direct reference to the policy 

concerned. 

 

Andrew Ashcroft 

Independent Examiner  

Saxilby with Ingleby Neighbourhood Development Plan 

19 November 2025 

 

Saxilby with Ingleby NDP Review – Clarification Note. 

 

 


