
Langton Holmes 

Dear ,  

Thank you for your email with the appended consultation documents.   
 
We have studied them carefully and feel that the process was flawed and the conclusions are 
erroneous.   
 
The withdrawal from the submission of the Rockingham Road site is a welcome change. 
Perhaps the recognition of its flawed assessment will signal that all was not right with the 
assessment of our proposed site. You made a detailed response on our behalf, as our agents, 
at the pre-submission stage which the Parish Council has steadfastly refused to consider. 
 
We do not see why our site was overlooked from the outset and appears to have been 
repressed from proper consideration throughout the process.  It is at the edge of the village 
but within walking distance of the village centre defined in the brief, close to public transport 
and would have very little visual impact. The site already benefits from an access road 
already adopted by the County Council. Your survey has shown the roads to it are adequate 
for the anticipated traffic.   
 
The whole process has left us perplexed.  
At first we were not invited to respond to the "Call for Sites” and had to point out the error.  
Our initial submission was then surveyed but was deemed too large a scale to meet the 
assessed needs of the neighbourhood plan. We were invited to resubmit a small portion of it 
for a survey.   
We did so in the form of a comprehensive response through yourselves, our agents, which 
was rejected on the spurious grounds that the agents did not own the land.  The committee 
further insinuated that the landowners did not respond which was patently wrong. The final 
version of the Neighbourhood plan does not contain our revised plan. 
 
Both surveys undertaken by the parish council were full of errors and misconceptions but 
submissions to correct those were all rejected as the reviewer deemed, they would have made 
insignificant difference to the outcome.  In fact, had these issues been properly addressed, 
they could have completely changed the outcome of the suitability of the sites. 
 
 
Best regards, 
 

 
 
 

 
05/10/2021 
 




