HEMINGFORD GREY PARISH COUNCIL
I hereby give notice that the Meeting of the Parish Council will be held remotely due to the current pandemic
on Monday 8 February 2021 at 7.30pm
To join the Zoom Meeting
https://zoom.us/j/92547202614
Meeting ID: 925 4720 2614
Or dial by your location (charges apply)

+44 330 088 5830 or +44 131 460 1196

The order of business may be varied at the Chairman’s discretion.
The Public and Press and County and District Councillors are invited to be present and Members of the Parish are
welcome to attend and may speak under the Open Public Session item and make representation to the Council on items
on the agenda during this section of the meeting
All members of the Council are hereby summoned to attend for the purpose of considering and resolving upon the
business to be transacted at the Meeting as set out hereunder

Mrs Gail Stoehr, Clerk
02/02/2021
AGENDA
Comments and observations on agenda items from members of the public and reports from the County &
District Councillors
1.
2.
3.

4.
5.

6.

To receive apologies for absence and declarations of interests from councillors on items on the agenda
To approve the minutes of the last Parish Council meeting
To consider planning applications, decision notices and tree works applications or pre-application
approaches received
3.1
Proposal that the Council considers whether or not to respond to all future Listed Building
consultations due to lack of experience for the term of this Council unless two members request in
writing that it be added to the agenda (AM)
3.2
Planning applications
3.2.1 20/02494/LBC – 40 High Street – Retention of replacement window
3.3
Decision notices, appeals notices, enforcement notices and planning correspondence including:
3.2.1 20/02297/NMA – Sycamore House, 8 Madeley Court – Non-material amendment to
permission 19/02559/FUL – Increased height of gallery windows at first floor level in front
and rear elevations; and relocation of pedestrian door to garage from south-east to north-east
elevation – Permission granted.
3.2.2 20/01950/HHFUL – 7 Dendys – Two storey and single storey rear extensions and part garage
conversion – Permission granted.
3.2.3 20/00675/FUL – 29 High Street – Change of use of existing dwelling to form three dwellings
with minor external alterations – Permission granted.
3.4
Tree works applications
3.3.1 21/00146/TREE – 7 Braggs Lane
3.3.2 20/02349/TREE Ruhpolding, Mill Lane
3.5
CCC – Marsh Lane quarry – issue of Water Resources License to abstract water
3.6
Houghton and Wyton Parish Council request for ‘in principle’ support for its aims and objectives
regarding the potential for development of the BBSRC ‘gap’ field between its village and the town
3.7
AECOM – Upcoming consultation on proposals for the Houghton Grange field site
To consider matters arising from the last or a previous meeting
4.1
(6.10 of Nov 2020) To consider quotations and funding for the cemetery gates re-alignment
Finance, procedure and risk assessment
5.1
To receive the financial report and approve the payment of bills
5.2
Clerk report on any actions taken using delegated powers or because of risk or health and safety
5.3
To consider any matter that is urgent because of risk or health and safety
To receive reports and items from committees, working groups and members for info only unless stated
6.1
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group – proposal that the Parish Council notes the survey reports and the
notes from the January meeting of the Steering Group meeting (AM)
Mrs Gail Stoehr, Clerk to Hemingford Grey Parish Council,
30 West Drive, Highfields Caldecote, Cambridge, CB23 7NY
Tel: 01954 210241Email: parish.clerk@hemingfordgreyparishcouncil.gov.uk

6.2

7.

8.

Proposal that the Parish Council writes to Mr Simpson, CEO of Anglian Water, with a letter in its own
words, enclosing the petition from Apple Orchard and Glebe Road residents regarding an ongoing
serious sewage issue in Hemingford Grey (RW)
To consider correspondence/communications received
7.1
Hemingford Hub – request that the Parish Council replaces or refurbishes the notice board at The
Thorpe
Closure of meeting

Mrs Gail Stoehr, Clerk to Hemingford Grey Parish Council,
30 West Drive, Highfields Caldecote, Cambridge, CB23 7NY
Tel: 01954 210241Email: parish.clerk@hemingfordgreyparishcouncil.gov.uk

CLERK REPORT TO HEMINGFORD GREY PARISH COUNCIL MEETING 8 FEBRUARY 2021
Where I have info to support an agenda item this is below.
1.
To receive apologies for absence – Apologies and reasons if received will be reported to the meeting.
2.

To approve the minutes of the last meeting on 11 January 2021 – attached.

3.

To consider planning applications, decision notices and tree works applications or pre-application
approaches received

3.1

Proposal that the Council considers whether or not to respond to all future Listed Building
consultations due to lack of experience for the term of this Council unless two members request in
writing that it be added to the agenda

3.2

Planning applications
Supporting information is available on the Planning Portal
https://publicaccess.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/online-applications/ The search criteria is the application
reference.
3.2.1 20/02494/LBC – 40 High Street – Retention of replacement window
A time extension has been granted until after the meeting.

3.3

To consider and note any HDC planning decisions (supporting information is available on the
Planning Portal https://publicaccess.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/online-applications/ The search criteria is
the application reference.
3.3.1 20/02297/NMA – Sycamore House, 8 Madeley Court – Non-material amendment to permission
19/02559/FUL – Increased height of gallery windows at first floor level in front and rear elevations;
and relocation of pedestrian door to garage from south-east to north-east elevation – Permission
granted.
3.3.2 20/01950/HHFUL – 7 Dendys – Two storey and single storey rear extensions and part garage
conversion – Permission granted.
3.3.3 20/00675/FUL – 29 High Street – Change of use of existing dwelling to form three dwellings with
minor external alterations – Permission granted.
3.4
3.4.1
3.3.2

Tree works applications
21/00146/TREE – 7 Braggs Lane
20/02349/TREE Ruhpolding, Mill Lane

3.5

CCC – Marsh Lane quarry - Issue of Water Resources Licence to abstract water
“On 15 January 2021 the Environment Agency issued Tarmac with a Water Resources Licence to
Abstract Water. This covers dewatering the mineral extraction area and discharging water to maintain
the flow in Longmarsh Brook and Lake Brook. It is subject to conditions relating to water quantity
and quality. These measures meet the requirements of condition 22 of planning permission
H/0655/95.
A written scheme of investigation for Palaeolithic/geoarchaeological assessment and mitigation has
been approved by the County Council’s Historic Environment Team. It can be found on our website
under reference no. H/00655/95/CM/C2.”

3.6

Houghton and Wyton Parish Council request for ‘in principle’ support for its aims and objectives
regarding the potential for development of the BBSRC ‘gap’ field between its village and the town
“Houghton & Wyton parish council circulated and presented the attached information to the St.Ives
Planning Committee last week who gave their unanimous ‘in principle’ support for our aims and
objectives regarding the potential for development of the BBSRC ‘gap’ field between the village and
town.
Living where we do, we all share this sensitive landscape in one way or another, and following a
conversation with Bridget Flanagan she suggested we circulate the same information to yourselves,
and ask whether your respective parish councils would also be prepared to show the same support,

particularly for a lower limit being set on the number of houses that would now be considered
acceptable in this space.
Whilst we are aware that AECOM, the consultancy group helping Homes England have announced a
public consultation in March, we are having on-going meetings now with Homes England and HDC
and are using messages of support to inform our meetings and to shape what ultimately comes
forward for public consultation.
We look forward to hearing from you and should you need any further information or would like us to
present this to your members then do please get in touch.
Many thanks
Paul Boothman”
3.7

AECOM – Upcoming consultation on proposals for the Houghton Grange field site
“I am writing to you on behalf of Homes England to provide an update on engagement on Phase 2 of
Houghton Grange, Houghton Road, which includes approximately 120 homes, as well as open space
and ancillary infrastructure.
Following our stakeholder workshop in November 2020, we have amended our engagement timeline
to allow for consideration of the issues raised at these events. We now intend to launch a public
consultation on our proposals on Wednesday 3 March 2021, with the aim of submitting our planning
application later this year.
As a result of the ongoing COVID-19 restrictions, the proposals will be presented using an online
consultation platform to avoid any risk to attendee health. This platform will allow local organisations
and the local community to attend a virtual public exhibition, which will be open throughout the
engagement period. This will be supplemented with:
•
•
•

Two live chat sessions where members of the local community can ask the project team
questions;
Hard copy materials available upon request; and
A dedicated email address and telephone number through which members of the public can
contact the team during the consultation period.

The consultation will run from 3 March 2021 to 14 April 2021. As a key stakeholder we would like
to invite you to a preview event prior to the launch of the engagement, at 6pm on Tuesday 2 March
2021. This will give you the opportunity to view the proposals and ask any questions you may have.
If you would like to attend this event, please confirm by responding to this email.
Our aim is for our engagement to reach as much of the local community as is possible. To achieve
this, we will be using press releases, letters to local residents and social media to publicise the
consultation. I would be grateful if you could support us in encouraging participation by sharing the
details, once available, with your local networks.
Many thanks and best regards,
Joanna Glen
Consultant, Stakeholder Engagement Services”
4.

Matters Arising For info only to be taken as read
Tree Planting
Cllr Meredith writes:
“In the current circumstances it is not possible to plant any of the trees we have available for planting
as the Tree Wardens are unable to assess locations for the trees and any community tree planting

event would be impossible. The situation will be reviewed as Covid restrictions change. The trees are
in containers so can be planted at any time of the year; however regular watering is even more
essential if the trees are planted later than March.”
(5.0.9) Highways Survey Response
Cllr Waters reports
“The boxes were too small for all the text to be captured with a screen grab so individual answers are
numbered underneath the image of page 2.”

3. Surface water drainage. We have recurrent problems with surface water on roads caused, in most
cases, by blocked drains and inadequate maintenance of all road drainage infrastructure in the
following roads: High Street, Manor Rd, Burlington Way, Old Pound Close (3 places), Daintree Way
(2 places), Weir Road, Stepping Stones, St Ives Rd, Glebe Rd (cul de sac), Meadow Lane. Recent
heavy rains affected all of these areas although there was no flooding from the river. We are not
confident that the CCC Highways have a consistent (certainly not public) and easily available record
of exactly what sort of drainage infrastructure exists.
4. A clear and transparent delineation of responsibilities between County, District and Parish for all
issues related to Highways - drainage, road surface (potholes), grass cutting, overhanging vegetation
(particularly bad on all types of road/paths, road markings, signage and other road- and path- side
furniture.
5. The CCC web reporting system usually works well for us - except that there are a lot of very old
issues still flagged on the map that have either been dealt with or gone away. The bureaucracy

associated with getting Skanska (and other contractors?) to do a job seems intimidating in terms of
both timing and costing and the transfer of exact specifications (e.g. exact location for work). Works
have been initiated within days of notification in some cases but have taken in excess of a year in
other cases. (e.g. open manhole cover in verge of St Ives Rd).
The recent diversion arranged following the London Rd lorry fire (Dec 2020) was totally unsuited to
large and/or heavy trucks which have left lasting damage to the roads and pavements infrastructure in
the village. Signing, communication and enforcement of diversion routes was an issue throughout the
construction of the A14 and lessons are there to be learned!”
(8.2) Parking in Marsh Lane
The fishery keeper has replied as follows:
“I sincerely apologise to the Parish Council and any residents who have had problems caused by our
anglers parking on the pavement and near their entrances. Unfortunately due to covid these fisherman
are not our regulars and as you know we are only volunteers so these anglers are taking a lot longer to
police. I would guess its mostly weekends this occurs which unfortunately i work a lot of weekends.
I have posted on our LAA Facebook page telling all anglers fishing the lake to park on the road
lakeside and not on the side of houses. This may take a little while to filter through but hopefully they
will all get the message soon. Myself and Steve will police this when we are up the lake. I’m hoping
as the Government has ban night fishing these anglers will not turn up for a while giving your
residents some peace.
Again my sincere apologies for the problems caused to everyone.”
4.1

(6.10 of Nov 2020) To consider quotations and funding for the cemetery gates re-alignment
Further to the initial quotation received which was discussed at the November meeting four more
companies were invited to quote. At the time of one further quote has been received. Three more
invitations have since been sent out and any further quotes received will be reported to the meeting.

5.
5.1

Finance, procedure and risk assessment
To receive the financial report and approve the payment of bills
Attached

5.2

Clerk report on any actions taken using delegated powers or because of risk or health and safety
None at the time of writing.

5.3

To consider any matter that is urgent because of risk or health and safety
Nothing at the time of writing.

6.

To receive reports and items from committees, working groups and members for information
only unless stated
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
Attached.
Proposal that the Parish Council writes to Mr Simpson, CEO of Anglian Water, with a letter in our
own words, enclosing the petition from Apple Orchard and Glebe Road residents regarding an
ongoing serious sewage issue in Hemingford Grey (RW)
A petition wih 29 signatures from Apple Orchard and Glebe Rd residents has been received.
Cllr Waters’ proposed draft letter below:
“Dear Mr Simpson
Re: Ongoing serious sewage issue in Hemingford Grey, Huntingdon, Cambs.

6.1
6.2

The residents of Hemingford Grey appreciate the emergency pumping being carried out by Anglian
Water since Christmas due to the problems with the pumps at The Thorpe. That issue seems to have
been sorted for the short term but has done nothing to alleviate the recurring overflowing sewage
further 'upstream' in the village. We have now received the attached petition from residents in The
Apple Orchard and Glebe Road which speaks for itself
With front gardens completely flooded and sewage bubbling up from AW manholes and running
across roads into surface water drains THIS IS AN IMMEDIATE PUBLIC HEALTH ISSUE. This is

not only for the nearby householders but also other residents using the Apple Orchard as a very busy
pedestrian route with children and dogs accessing Daintree Green.
We understand that your local engineers are aware of these faults but we know that, after at least
thirty years of fruitless correspondence, the residents of that immediate area are incredibly frustrated
at the continued 'sticking plaster' solutions provided by AW. There have been regular visits from
tankers, provision of non return valves, waiving of sewerage bills and even compensation to residents
for sewage flooding of their properties. We know that the immediate problems are exacerbated by
recent heavy rainfall but that is apparently going to happen more often in the future with predicted
climate change.
Right now we certainly need more ‘sticking plasters’ but we also need to know that AW actually has a
long term plan to increase the capacity of the system. It clearly cannot cope with the load from the
hundreds of homes near London Road that have been built since the original main sewer pipe
was installed in the 1950s. We understood, after work in Gore Tree Road in 2019, that there would be
a survey of the sewerage system in Hemingford Grey but have seen nothing of it yet. Does it exist?
This email is being copied to our MP, Jonathan Djanogly, and our county and district councillors.
Your help in resolving Hemingford Grey sewage system problems would be appreciated. Please let us
know how you intend to do this.”
Petition attached (personal information redacted)
7.
7.1

To consider correspondence/communications received
Hemingford Hub – request that the Parish Council replaces or refurbishes the notice board at The
Thorpe
“In common with many other local groups we place posters around the village on the available notice
boards. I believe I am right that all notice boards bar The Thorpe are enclosed behind glass doors
which protects them from the elements.
We have observed that the posters at this location become quite wet, even those that are laminated,
and quickly deteriorate. It may be that the overhanging vegetation exacerbates the problem.

8.

Is there any possibility that this notice board might be brought up to the same standard as the others?”
The Handyman has been asked if this is something he can do and he has agreed to take a look. An
update report will be brought to the meeting
Closure of meeting

Houghton & Wyton BBSRC field discussion document January 2021
This paper was prepared to discuss and seek views regarding the development potential of the
remaining area of land west of St.Ives between Houghton Grange and The Spires.
1. Background:
The Local Plan allows for approximately 400 homes to be built west of St.Ives between the town and
village, incorporating substantial areas of natural green space including public access, and
maintaining separation between developments at Houghton Grange and The Spires.
The Local Plan allows for a difference of +/- 10% i.e. 360 – 440 homes.
Planning approvals so far by town/parish boundary:
The Spires
186
(St.Ives CP)
Houghton Grange
107
(Houghton & Wyton CP)
The How (17 +5 in the main house) 22
(St.Ives CP)
Total
315
315 have been accounted for so far meaning that in theory between 45 and 125 could still be built.

Houghton
Grange

BBSRC
Field

The Spires

The How

If no more houses are added to the 3
allocations mentioned above, then
what is known as the BBSRC field,
east of Houghton Grange and within
the Houghton & Wyton parish
boundary is the last remaining area
on which to build.

Reproduced from Huntingdonshire Local Plan to 2036

2. The Houghton & Wyton Masterplan Aims and Concept
With this in mind, Houghton & Wyton PC commissioned Jason Leonard of architects Woods
Hardwick to produce a Masterplan concept for a mixed development comprising between 50 and 70
homes and satisfying a number of objectives as follows:



Development would look to satisfy the Houghton & Wyton Neighbourhood Plan Anti
Coalescence policy by occupying no more than 40% of the level ground on the northern
section of the field, running next to the A1123, between Houghton Grange and The Spires.



The Masterplan would recognise that the hill is a shared landscape. Hence it would look to
protect the iconic view of St.Ives looking upstream from Harrison Way and from the Old
Bridge in St.Ives (arguably one of the best views in Cambridgeshire) where the hill provides
an important back drop. It would also protect those views from the valley floor and across
the valley especially in Hemingford Grey.



The Masterplan would put Place Making at the heart of any scheme and use techniques to
marry development of the BBSRC field ‘as one’ with that planned and approved but not yet
built at Houghton Grange. House design and layout must fit with the vernacular associated
with housing in the area, together with that still to be built at Houghton Grange and the
How, as well as the setting it will occupy.



The new development would utilise and share with Houghton Grange the road junction
opposite Garner Drive as the entrance, and would be designed so that the new development
was linked to Houghton Grange and not seen as a separate destination in itself.



Likewise it would also treat the remaining undeveloped land as part of a single, continuous
landscape and wildlife corridor, joining the land area all the way from the A1123, to the
south of Thicket path, from the county wildlife site south of Houghton Grange, through
St.Ives Thicket Wood to Nobles field, in order to ensure that the whole of this area was
considered as one when thinking about the needs of the town, the surrounding villages and
wildlife that depends upon it.



The Masterplan would provide a ‘green gateway’ entrance to St.Ives when travelling from
the west.



The development would have a lower than average density of housing per acre, allowing for
a higher quality build with slightly more space around each dwelling and incorporating at
least 40% genuinely affordable housing.



The Masterplan would aim to help flood prevention of the wider area.



The Masterplan would be set out to be capable of using modern building techniques to be
carbon neutral and achieve rain water harvesting.



The Masterplan would be capable of delivering significant net gain in biodiversity.



The natural green space would be a mix of open grassland to protect the precious grass
species present on the county wildlife site, as well as a thick wooded band of native trees,
extending the ancient St.Ives Thicket wood from south to the A1123.



The area would accommodate greater open public access and incorporate tracks, footpaths
and cycle routes through the woodland, linking between town and village and through to the
bus stop on the A1123.

3. Why erring towards the lower end of the housing numbers is important for the town.
Two quotes from the 2020 document St.Ives: A Prospectus for Growth 2020.
An overview of St.Ives. A town defined by its river.
The iconic view of St.Ives is from the river. The Bridge is a defining architectural feature of St.Ives and
is one of only three in the U.K. to have a chapel on it. From the viewpoint of the bridge there are wide
vistas up and down the Great Ouse. This attracts international tourists to the town, often as a next
stop from a visit to Cambridge. The river supports the night-time economy, as restaurants and bars
cluster along the quayside. A well as visual amenity, the river provides leisure opportunities , from
canoeing to angling.
A Vision for St.Ives:
St.Ives has a unique offer. It combines a distinctive and attractive environment with close proximity
to Cambridge . The River Great Ouse provides leisure opportunities and creates an iconic view of the
town.
The Local Plan and Houghton & Wyton Neighbourhood Plans recognise that the remaining
undeveloped land rising northwards from the valley floor between St.Ives and Houghton forms a
particularly sensitive area.
The hill and it’s natural cover adds beauty to the setting which attracts the hundreds of thousands of
visitors who flock both to the town as well as to Houghton and the Hemingfords as the main
gateways into this picturesque landscape.
Preserving as much of it as possible is therefore desirable.
But there are other reasons too.
As well as adding to the picturesque setting of the town, Covid-19 has highlighted the importance of
having access to natural green spaces for both physical as well as mental health. Something that the
St.Ives Neighbourhood Plan group will no doubt be considering. As the town grows, then arguably
access to more natural green space is required.
Any green/open Space needs to be considered as part of a much wider scheme e.g. acting as the
green lungs of St.Ives and wider area, open public access, providing trails, interest, health & fitness,
education, bio-diversity net gain and other possibilities (e.g. energy).
The BBSRC field is the last remaining field separating town and village. The Houghton & Wyton
Neighbourhood Plan carries a powerful anti coalescence policy in law and the Local Plan supports
this by requiring a significant gap to remain. Hence, a significant proportion of the field will be
required to remain undeveloped to deliver the planning policies and maintain a meaningful
separation.
Again the St.Ives Neighbourhood Plan group may well be considering policies itself to help define
and protect the unique character of the market town, not just by way of forming an entrance to the
town from the west, but in maintaining a real and meaningful geographic separation.
Flooding has finally being recognised as a high risk factor with housing/development contributing to
this. By planning for smaller numbers of houses to be built in this area will inevitably reduce the risk
by limiting and slowing down run off from the clay capped hill, plus by allowing a larger area of
undeveloped land to remain.

In the same vein, fewer houses allows for the possibility of tree planting and other measures to
further reduce the flow of water and hold back more severe run off. Support has been shown locally
for the idea of extending the Thicket wood all the way north to join the A1123.
Traffic and over burdened roads is frequently mentioned as an issue by towns folk and villagers alike,
and this is before adding the 124 houses from Houghton Grange and the How that have yet to be
built. Again, limiting the number of homes built thereafter in this area will at least help the situation
from getting even worse.
Obviously any green space with public access needs to be financially sustainable. It must not become
a burden to the local community or indeed HDC, who are already feeling pressure on their
countryside budgets. Hence the green space needs to be capable of being maintained properly
financially over the long term.
The St.Ives area is a very desirable area to live but combined with being relatively affluent means
that house prices and rents are high and can be out of the reach of many. New affordable homes
need to be genuinely affordable and also prioritised for those with a strong local connection.
4. How can this be achieved?
Our preferred route is to use a community owned land and housing scheme model. These are
growing in popularity because they can achieve more, and more quickly than some conventional
ways of working. There are hundreds now operating throughout England and 17 such schemes in
Cambridgeshire alone.
They operate by forming a Community Land Trust (CLT) to own and manage affordable housing for
local people as well as the green/open space. They often work in conjunction with a developer to
oversee the planning and building of the homes and infrastructure, using an element of market
housing to cross subsidise the land price and building of the affordable element before handing this
over to the CLT.
In Cambridgeshire they are championed and promoted by the Combined Authority, and operating
on a not for profit basis, they have access to grants and low cost (social enterprise) finance. This
allows them to make the affordable element genuinely affordable and achieve more like 50% - 66%
of the market rent rather than the less affordable 80% definition allowed by government.
The big advantages they are able to protect the affordable housing and land they manage in
perpetuity by way on an asset lock and being allowed to remove the right to buy; they can guarantee
affordable homes for local people by setting a strict criteria for eligibility; and can also deliver
sustainability over the long term because once debt is paid off they can plough back all of the
revenue streams into the venture/local community.
It is important to say that the CLT would be open to and welcome residents of St.Ives and the
surrounding villages becoming members and joining the board of the CLT.

Houghton & Wyton Parish Council
January 2021.

NOTES
1.

Contractors must check all dimensions on site. Only figured
dimensions are to be worked from. Discrepancies must be
reported to the Architect or Engineer before proceeding.
© This drawing is copyright.

2.

Reproduced from OS Sitemap ® by permission of Ordnance
Survey on behalf of The Controller of Her Majesty's
Stationery Office. © Crown copyright 2008. All rights
reserved. Licence number 100007126.
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HEMINGFORD GREY PARISH COUNCIL FINANCIAL STATEMENT
£
194533.49

Balance B/Forward
ADJ'S + Chq's Approved at Previous Meeting
Adjustments
SALARIES & PENSION
DECEMBER 2020
Payments
SSE
LANGLEY TRUST
K&M STREETLIGHTS
HDC
N GREY
SSE
UNITY TRUST BANK
UNITY TRUST BANK

STREETLIGHT ENERGY
DONATION
STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE
DAINTREE GREEN RENT
ALLOTMENT NOTICEBOARD
STREETLIGHT ENERGY
SERVICE CHARGE
SERVICE CHARGE

Receipts
SANTANDER
NEW 57
NEW 195
OLD210A

INTEREST
INTERMENT FEE
TRANSFER FEE
MEMORIAL FEE

-1.00

-156.60 DD
-10.00
-87.88
-37.50
-220.00
-182.39 DD
-3.60
-29.85

0.35
340.00
40.00
145.00

Total Fund movement
Balance revised after adjustments

-223.07
194310.42

Bank Reconciliation
Item
Unity Trust Current Acc
Unity Savings Acc
Santander Current Acc
Santander Deposit Acc
Total

Funds
4928.24
50005.17
97009.66
42367.35
194310.42

Statement Outstanding
23,584.29 -18,656.05
50,005.17
97,009.66
42,367.35
212966.47
-18656.05
Amount (£)

Expenditure for month
SALARIES & PENSION
VICTOIRE PRESS
NALC
K&M STREETLIGHTS
LGS SERVICES

Feb-21

NEWSLETTER PRINTING
TRAINING
STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE
ADMIN SUPPORT

Total Expenditure
Balance c/f
Notes:
Late invoices will be brought to the meeting.

1391.10
520.00
38.93
87.88
2204.75
4242.66
190067.76

Report on Hemingford Grey Neighbourhood Plan Survey –
March/April 2020
Anne Meredith, Robin Waters and Libby Wilkin.

Summary
In March 2020 a survey for residents was delivered to all households in the Neighbourhood
Plan area (the whole Parish). Children aged 9 to 11 (Key Stage 2) at the local primary school
also completed the survey as part of their classwork.
The response rate was a disappointing 16% with 221 households replying. This was
probably due to the impact of the Covid lockdown from March 23rd. The absence of any
immediate planned major developments in Hemingford Grey may also have limited the
number of residents motivated to participate. The response rate was less than 10% in the
estates along London Road - perhaps an issue of identifying with St Ives rather than
Hemingford Grey?
67 children completed the survey.
Responses were overwhelmingly positive about living in the Parish. Spontaneous comments
often mentioned the peacefulness, community spirit, facilities and location of the parish
relative to main roads and Huntingdon railway station. Being close to St Ives was also
regarded as an asset. A clear majority of responses indicated no desire for any significant
changes to the parish – its population, environment or character
The residents’ survey identified the following issues to be relevant to living in Hemingford
Grey: General facilities; Road issues; Planning control; Buses (lack of). The physical
environment that surrounded residents was also identified as being enjoyed and
appreciated. Qualitative issues were also ‘written in’ (unsolicited) such as community spirit,
friendliness, mixed demographics and general tranquillity.
The children had a positive view of the parish as a place to live. Many of the children
commented on its ‘friendly community’ and the village being a ‘quiet’ and ‘calm’ place to live.
The children’s responses focused on the natural environment, parks, sport facilities and the
shop.
The results from the survey will underpin the development of the Neighbourhood Plan
including planning policies and actions for the Parish. Further consultation with residents and
local interested parties will be undertaken to further explore the results of the survey.

Methodology
The survey deliberately used only three open ended questions as recommended by our
Cambs ACRE advisors. The concept is to find out what people like or dislike about the
parish and living here without feeding them specific questions. This provides an idea of
residents’ priorities without forcing them to answer questions about matters that do not
immediately come to mind. However this presents much more work for analysis than if tick
box questions or yes/no answers were used.

The only prompts were in general areas of interest with a set of key words and a map of the
parish showing places of interest.
Residents were provided with a free post envelope and completed surveys could be handed
in at the Esso Garage, The Village Store or the Parish Centre. In addition, the survey could
have been completed on the parish council website.
The Survey was hand delivered by volunteers to approximately 1,380 households (3,000
residents).
See Appendix 1
A Neighbourhood Plan Update flier was also delivered to every household prior to the
Survey being delivered. See Appendix 2 Informing residents that the survey was shortly to
be delivered. It was hoped that this would raise awareness and increase the response rate.
See Appendix 3.
In addition a member of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group co-ordinated a session with
Key Stage 2 children at the Primary School with 67 children aged 9 to 11 participating.
A consultation with landowners and businesses is also planned using a similar survey but
also with informal breakfast/tea meetings. This was postponed due to the lockdown and has
been rescheduled for Winter 2020/2021
Unfortunately the timing of the survey coincided with the developing Covid pandemic and in
early March no one really understood the scale of the pandemic and its implications for daily
life.

Response Rate
The Survey was delivered to all households in March 2020 - total approximately 1380
households with 3,000 residents.
The response rate was 16% with 221 households replying.
Survey response was disappointing despite an on-line option but reasonably spread across
the parish except for the London Road developments where residents often consider
themselves as being in St Ives. There were also 18 responses with no street addresses.
We received 221 responses of which 9 did not enter the number of residents. So 212
responses accounted for 341 people and a pro rata count for 221 responses would therefore
be to cover 355 residents.
There were 1378 addresses delivered and the percentage return is therefore only 16%
representing about 12% of the population of all age groups. This implies a greater response
rates from smaller (older?) households.
The return rate in the London Road area was less than 10%.
The Survey was also undertaken by 67 Key Stage 2 children at Hemingford Grey Primary
School. See appendix 2 for the School Report

The survey was delivered just before lockdown on March 23rd in response to Covid 19. It
was therefore impossible to knock on doors to chase returns as had happened in the 2010
Village Plan survey.
The survey provided prompts for residents and these were used to record the interests or
concerns of residents. In addition residents provided comments and observations on more
qualitative aspects of living within the Neighbourhood Plan area which are also recorded
below. (underlined comments relate to the quality of life in the NP area)

General Comments
The results show, in general, a very positive view of the parish as a place to live with the
sentiment of ‘keep it as it is’ being clearly articulated by nearly 40% of respondents with the
same percentage specifically using the word ‘community’ in a positive sense without any
prompting. Another commonly expressed sentiment was ‘peaceful’, ‘tranquil’ or words of a
similar meaning.
The most positive comments on the analysis were applied to the facilities provided in the
village including the shop, pub, pavilion, parish centre and reading room. The most negative
comments concerned the reduction in bus services, illegal or anti-social parking and
speeding.
Other aspects of the parish that stood out were the general environment including the river,
footpaths, playing fields and open spaces such as the walk around the fishing lake.
There were mixed messages about dogs (or their owners?), cyclists, affordable housing, the
wakeboard business and access to the river for boat owners.

Analysis of Residents Survey March-April 2020
Very significant interest or concern (items mentioned by more
than 50% of respondents)
General facilities- pub,
cafe, parish centre (52%)
Positive 101 46%
Improve 5
2%
Future
15
7%

Road issues (53%)
Positive 14
6%
Improve 104 47%
Future
30 14%

General facilities Residents were positive about the
facilities available in the parish as shown by the 101
positive responses. There were 20 comments in relation to
Improvement and the future but no overall picture emerged.
For example there were comments about green spaces,
improvements to the footpath network, improved Reading
Rooms, a village hall, and access to Arthur’s Meadow
SSSI.
Road issues
Roads and traffic attracted the most ‘complaints’ with 47%
of responses requesting or suggesting improvements. The
main complaint was about parking – particularly at the
school but also in the village where pavement parking is
perceived as a real problem. Speeding was also a
prominent complaint with a 20mph limit requested by some.
A small number wanted speed cushions removed and
several requested better road maintenance. Overhanging
hedges were an issue as were trees blocking street lights.

Significant interest or concern (items mentioned by between 25%
and 49% of respondents)
Planning control (44%)
Positive 6 3%
Improve 10 5%
Future 86 39%

Planning control
‘Same as it is now’ there was overwhelming support for the
NP area to stay as it is- this included bricks and mortar
issues but also the qualitative aspects that residents
appreciated about the parish. 71 surveys contained
information that clearly expressed this view.
Developing the desire for no development 16 households
were opposed to any new housing while a further 7 were
opposed to large housing developments.
In contrast 18 households made comments that were more
nuanced and stated that some development might be
acceptable (such as not wanted to see the parish
overdeveloped). Some comments related specifically to
some housing being acceptable.
There was little mention of commercial development with 7
respondents opposed to commercial development. This
reflects probably the absence of large scale commercial
developments within the parish. (see below for specific
comments)
The protection of green fields from development was
mentioned 6 times. As was ‘creeping development’ 1.
The desire to retain the spatial separation of the village
from St Ives and Godmanchester was mentioned 6 times.
However many respondents referred to the village feel.
There were a few comments in relation to the following;
opposed to infilling with new houses 5; control over future
development of Lake Ashmore and the Poultry Farm 6.
Mick George was also mentioned (but that is in the
adjacent parish), the treatment of front gardens 2;
overdevelopment of existing houses 4.

Shops (43%)
Positive 75 34%
Improve 20
9%
Future
16
7%

Shops
As the survey responses were skewed towards the village
centre there was only 1 comment about the shop in the
Esso garage and that one comment wanted an
improvement in healthy products stocked by the shop.
The village shop was seen as a key facility within the parish
with 64 positive responses (two thirds of those mentioning
shops).
However the village shop also attracted some adverse
comments that related to prices and range of products. The
comment was made of ‘unfulfilled potential’. There was a
desire to see local produce, deliveries for older people, and
eco-refill facilities.
A very small number of surveys included a desire to see
additional shops including a butcher and bakery.

River
(40%)
Positive 81 37%
Improve 4
2%
Future 12
5%

Rivers
Residents were positive about access to the River with
especial mentions of the Regatta. A slipway was requested
by one resident as was an improved riverside footpath
between Hemingford Grey and Hemingford Abbots and a
footbridge across the river between the two villages.

Landscape (39%)
Positive 78 35%
Improve
5
2%
Future
16
7%

Landscape
Residents were positive about the natural environment that
surrounded the parish. Several comments were made
about planting more trees. Additionally there were
comments made on verges for wildlife and ‘managing for
nature.’

Buses (37%)
Positive 5 2%
Improve 61 28%
Future 40 18%

Buses
Residents did appreciate access to the guided bus in St
Ives. However generally residents sought an improvement
in public transport as there was an appreciation of the
importance of a regular bus services for older residents.
One wrote ‘I’m sad that I will probably have to leave due to
lack of transport.’ Over 70s made up some 40% of
households responding to the survey. Cambs Insight
estimates for 2018 for HG are that 22% of the population
would be over 70. Further analysis is needed to see how
age of responders correlates with bus comments.

Walking
Positive
Improve
Future

Walking
Residents were positive about the walking opportunities
with mention being made of the access to river walks and
being dog friendly. In terms of improvements and the future
mention was made of maintenance, a footpath to link the
Yes estate with the village centre and school. Some wished
for additional footpaths creating circular walks.

(36%)
66 30%
19 9%
13 6%

Sports facilities (29%)
Positive 59 27%
Improve 8 4%
Future 16 7%

Sports facilities
Residents listed the sport facilities with specific references
to the Pavilion and the Regatta. In terms of improvements
and the future 5 mentioned a swimming pool and 4
improvements to the tennis facilities.

Some interest or concern (items mentioned by between 10% and 24%)
Parks and gardens (21%)
Positive 43 19%
Improve 1
0
Future
10
5%

Parks and Gardens
Residents were positive about the open spaces within the
parish with Daintree Green being mentioned. Residents
wished to see the green/open spaces being protected in the
future and being improved. For example by tree planting.

Affordable housing (19%)
Positive 1
0%
Improve 17
8%
Future 27
12%

Cycling (17%)
Positive 11 5%
Improve 20 9%
Future
20 9%

Historic buildings (12%)
Positive 23 10%
Improve 0
0%
Future
10 5%
Place of Worship (11%)
Positive 24
11%
Improve 0
0
Future
0
0
School (11%)
Positive 23 10%
Improve 3 1%
Future
3 1%
Play areas (10%)
Positive 17 7%
Improve
7 3%
Future
6
3%

Affordable housing
Of those who mentioned housing or affordable housing the
vast majority were positive in their comments. Only 2
objected to affordable housing and it was mentioned by 18
households. Though it is important to note that the term
‘affordable’ was probably used for affordable housing for
rent (as understood in local government terms) but also for
affordable market housing. 8 Responses directly referred to
affordable housing for younger people and younger families
and 4 for smaller houses/bungalows for older people. There
was one request for a care home. The overall tone of the
responses was that some small scale housing development
was in principle acceptable but that it should be affordable
i.e. rented or for younger people and families. Some
responses linked housing provision to ensuring the parish
was a demographically mixed community.
Cycling
Residents recognised the cycling opportunities in the
parish. However improvements were sought to improve
cycling and its safety for all. Access to the primary school
and safe cycling to and from St Ives were specifically
mentioned.
Historic sites and buildings
Key words- village, atmosphere, character, architecture,
pretty.
Church
Obviously much appreciated by many in the community and
many will have included the church run facilities in their
comments on facilities in general.
School
The local primary school was seen as an asset in the
parish. However it also raised issues in other categoriesparking, footpaths and cycling.
Play areas
These were mentioned but little detail. Improved provisions
for older children and teenagers were mentioned. Perhaps
this reflected the demographic profile of the respondents.

Specific items areas of interest/concern (mentioned by <10%)
Nature reserves (9%)
Positive
16 8%
Improve
1 0
Future
8 4%
Health Facilities
Positive 0 0%
Improve 9 4%
Future
6 3%

(7%)

Nature reserves
There is one little known SSSI (Arthur’s Meadow) which is
rather inaccessible. However the Marsh Lane lakes are a
county wildlife site and responses were probably in relation
to nature in general
Health facilities
These were mentioned in 15 surveys with respondents
asking for a doctor’s surgery in the parish even if only one
morning a week.

Written in (Unsolicited) headings featuring in multiple responses
Continuity

(59%)

Community (57%)

Tranquility

(22%)

This encompasses all 131 responses specifically wanting
the parish to remain as it is in general terms though not all
ruled out ‘sensible’ infill or a small development. Actual
comments range from ‘keep the village as it is now’ to ‘no
development please’
125 responses specifically mentioned ‘community’ in a
positive way with words such as ‘spirit’, ‘friendly’, ‘mixed
demographics’, etc.
49 responses used words such as tranquillity, peaceful,
quiet to describe the perceived environment

Conclusion
The two surveys showed how residents - young and old - liked living in the parish. They
appreciate qualitative elements such as friendliness, a sense of community and tranquillity.
These elements drew from the natural and built environment; shop, recreational facilities, the
river and green spaces. There were issues associated with roads and traffic and concerns
over new homes being built in the parish. Not surprisingly for the school children the sports
facilities were important along with the school, youth facilities and play areas. The ‘green’
aspects of the parish were important for the children ranging from parks such as Daintree to
nature and its importance and the desire to see more nature reserves and tree planting. The
children were very conscious of the environment and there was the desire to improve it.
Importantly the majority of residents wished the parish to remain essentially as it is, but
there was awareness that some change could be beneficial.

The Next Steps
The next step in the Neighbourhood Plan Process is a scoping workshop facilitated by our
consultant to tease out the vision and objectives for the parish. This then leads to the
development of planning policies for the Neighbourhood Plan.
However before the workshop can be arranged the initial consultation with landowners,
businesses and local organisation has to be undertaken. This should all be completed by
April 2021 however Brexit and its impact on agriculture may impact on our ability to speak to
landowners in a meaningful way.
The continuing impact of Covid means that activities will be limited until the vaccine is rolled
out and the restrictions on daily life can be relaxed.
For further information on this report, the scoping workshop or the Neighbourhood Plan
please contact either Anne Meredith or Robin Waters (contact details available on the Parish
Council Website)
Appendix 1 Copy of School Survey Report
Appendix 2 Copy of Survey, map and prompt words
Appendix 3 Copy of Neighbourhood Plan Update
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Hemingford Grey Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group meeting Tuesday January 19th 2021 7pm by Zoom
In attendance
Anne Meredith, Peter Quest, Roger Mitchell, Robin Waters, Libby Wilkin, Janice Flint
and Richard Allen
Notes
1. Apologies for absence
Chris Bowden and Amy Wales-Durran
2. Agree notes of November 17th 2020 meeting
Agreed
3. Survey reports- general and school
Minor amendments were made the 2 reports which were then approved. To be
posted on the HGPC website and sent to Clerk of Parish Council.
4. Business Survey Update
Peter Quest updated the meeting and reminded all members of the need for them to
provide information on businesses, people working from home either permanently or
as a result of Covid.
The Lockdown and the increased transmissibility of the variant meant that activity
was seriously affected. The impact of Brexit and the introduction of ELMs meant that
local landowners were not probably in a position to engage with the NP.
5. Website update
Janice Flint reported that not much progress had been made but hoped to report to
the February meeting. Meanwhile the Parish Council website would be used to
provide information to residents etc.
6. Hemlocs and Character Update
Peter Quest reported that Covid restrictions and other priorities had meant the
Hemlocs had been unable to make progress.
7. Verges and Greenspace update
The cataloguing of the photos taken had not taken place. Robin Waters suggested
that he liaised directly with Roger’s daughter who had taken photographs.

8. Grant funding update
Anne Meredith informed the meeting that the minimum grant the NPSG could apply
for was £1000 and that the NPSG was only allowed to apply for 4 grants in total. A
grant had been given for the financial year 2019-2020, no applications for 20202021. The intention was to apply for one grant to cover all activities from April 2021
to April 2022. An outline grant application would be brought to the March meeting as
by then the situation re Covid will hopefully be clearer. In the meantime Richard
Allen, Chair of the Parish Council and Newsletter editor had offered the NP
additional space in the Newsletter for the next two issues
9. NP insert for next two Parish Council Newsletter
A copy of the article for the forthcoming Newsletter had been circulated to with the
papers for this meeting.
Covid survey in March issue
After wide ranging discussions about the purpose and content of the survey it was
agreed that Libby Wilkin and Anne Meredith would draft a second version of the
survey with Janice Flint setting it up as a Newsletter article so that spacing and lay
out could be refined.
10. Covid, NP and future activities
It was agreed with the current lockdown and the increased transmissibility of the
variant that very little activity was possible apart from zoom meetings and desk
based work. Any consultation with residents, businesses etc would not be viable until
the current situation was improved and vaccines widely available as all would be
apprehensive about any indoor meetings until such time. The situation would be
reviewed at the meeting on March 16th. See also Agenda item 8.
11. Publicity
The meetings are advertised on the Parish Council notice boards and information is
posted on the Parish Council Website with articles going in the bi-monthly Newsletter
of the Parish Council.
12. AOB
Roger Mitchell raised two matters relating to the natural environment- The Fens
Biosphere and Natural Cambridgeshire aim to double nature in the county. Both
issues while potentially relevant to any NP were more relevant to the Parish Council
and so Robin Waters as co-ordinator of the Environment Working Group was asked
that his group include the two issues in its next meeting.

13. Preparation of action plan for February 16 2021
1. Surveys to be amended and sent to Parish Council website and to the Clerk
for information. A report to be submitted to the February meeting of the Parish
Council. AM
2. Information to Peter Quest for Business survey etc ALL
3. Website development JF/ZA
4. Verges and green spaces, photographs to be catalogued RW/RM
5. Covid survey revision LW/AM
6. Publicity- (on going) relevant information to HGPC website and Newsletter
AM/JF
March 2021
1. Preparation of outline grant application for 2021-22
2. Review of Covid, NP and future activities.

Meeting ended 8.03pm
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Report on Hemingford Grey Neighbourhood Plan Survey School
Responses – March/April 2020

The survey was also completed by key Stage 2 children at Hemingford Grey Primary School,
with 67 Responses. The children were aged 9 to 11. Below is the analysis of their
responses. The majority of the children live within the parish of Hemingford Grey, a few live
in neighbouring parishes.
The survey was undertaken in class time and was coordinated by a member of the NPSG
who works at the school.
The children study the local community as part of the curriculum and were introduced to
what constitutes our local parish through use of a map. They had a general discussion about
current houses and community facilities, for example, the church, shop.
The survey questions provided prompts for children to complete with their views, interests
and concerns individually. In addition children provided comments and observations on more
qualitative aspects of living within the Neighbourhood Plan area which are also recorded
below.
General Comments
The survey deliberately used only three open ended questions as recommended by our
ACRE advisors. The concept is to find out what people like or dislike about the parish and
living here without feeding them specific questions. This should provide an idea of residents’
priorities without forcing them to answer questions about matters that do not immediately
come to mind. However this presents much more work for analysis than if tick box questions
or yes/no answers were used.
The only prompts were in general areas of interest with a set of key words and a map of the
parish showing places of interest.
The results show a very positive view of the parish as a place to live with many children
commenting on its ‘friendly community’ and the village being a ‘quiet’ and ‘calm’ place to live.
40% of the children commented on the landscape - the green areas, space and nature
featuring strongly in what they liked.
The village parks, such a Daintree Green, are important to the children with 42% of
comments being positive.
The sports facilities are of significant interest to the children, being mentioned by 51%.
There seems to be a large split in those that think that they were good versus how they
could be improved.
One of the biggest areas of concern for the children was the area of nature reserves, with
31% of the children wanting more wildlife areas and nature reserves.
Other aspects of the parish that stood out as being important included having a shop that
they could walk to, although some wanted this to be bigger.

Two of the children’s comments sum up many of the views well –
•
•

‘A place where everyone is at one with nature.’
‘A friendly place where people are kind to each other.’

Very significant interest or concern (items mentioned by more
than 50% of respondents)
Sports facilities 51%
25
Positive
28
Improve
13
Future

This is a key area of interest for the children. They liked the
current sports clubs and the facilities at the Pavilion, with
many positive comments about the regatta.
However many wanted more sports clubs and a wider
variety of activities. In terms of improvements and the future
11 mentioned a swimming pool, 2 the tennis courts and 3
better leisure facilities.

Significant interest or concern (items mentioned by between 25%
and 49% of respondents
Landscape 49%
Positive
Improve
Future

40
7
6

The children were very positive about the natural
environment within the parish, with many comments about
the green areas, space to go for a walk and the nature.
They were keen for this to be maintained for the future with
12 comments on planting more trees.

Parks and Gardens 46%
42
Positive
4
Improve
4
Future

Within this area the 42% positive comments relate mainly to
the provision of Daintree Green which is an area used
widely by the children both for sports activities and leisure.
Some improvement comments were around wanting an
upgrade to the Pavilion park.

Shops 39%

The local shop was seen as a positive asset within the
village, with a number of comments (9) relating to
increasing its size and the variety of products stocked. A
small number of comments wished for a larger variety of
shops.

Positive
Improve
Future

22
18
1

Nature Reserves 31%
0
Positive
21
Improve
16
Future

This is an important are for the future for the children, with
15 comments relating to the provision of more nature
reserves/wildlife areas and tree planting with woodland
walks.

Schools 28%

The children were very positive about their school, seeing it
as providing good education in a safe environment.

Positive
Improve
Future

25
3
1

Youth/child facilities 24%
9
Positive
16
Improve
4
Future

They like the clubs that currently run in the village but feel
that they could be extended (6 comments). These varied
from sports clubs to litter picking, a nature /wildlife club.
Some mentioned more community events (5 comments).

General facilities 18%
7
Positive
7
Improve
7
Future

Better WIFI was mentioned by 7 respondents.
A café was requested by 7 children.

River 16%

The Hemingford’s Regatta was seen as an important event.

Positive
Improve
Future

16
0
0

Play Areas 16%
Positive
Improve
Future

4
10
3

Historic sites and
buildings 13%
Positive
Improve
Future

Improve
Future

They liked the historic houses in the village and the mixture
of old and new.

12
0
1

Walking 12%
Positive

The main areas noted for improvement were around
upgrading the Pavilion play area.

9
3
1

Building design 10%
6
Positive
1
Improve
3
Future

Comments relate to the children enjoying walking in the
fresh air and peaceful environment.

Quite a mixture of wanting to keep it the same with a few
wanting some more modern houses but keeping the older
ones too.
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Hemingford Grey
Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group

Residents Survey
Our parish council want to make sure our community is somewhere we really
enjoy living. To do this, first we want to understand what you think about living
in Hemingford Grey by answering the three questions overleaf.
Sharing your views will help develop your neighbourhood plan. We really want
to hear from people who know and love the area. Examples of what a
neighbourhood plan includes are overleaf.
We appreciate that individuals in each household may have differing opinions
and want to submit their views. We would encourage you to do so please use
additional sheets as required or go online.
You can either
• complete this form and return via the Freepost envelope or
• by putting it in one of the collection boxes at Hemingford stores, the
Parish Centre, or the Esso Garage in London Road or
• you can complete online at the Parish Council website
www.hemingfordgreyparishcouncil.gov.uk

The deadline for completed surveys is 9 April 2020.
Thank You
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group

1. What do you like about living in Hemingford Grey?

2. What would you improve in Hemingford Grey?

3. Looking ahead 10 years what kind of place would you like Hemingford
Grey to be?

Affordable Housing

Re-use of Derelict Land &
Buildings

Planning Control
Business Expansion
Roads
Shops

HOUSING

Walking

Historic Sites &
Buildings

Rivers &
Waterways

TRANSPORT

BUSINESS

Building Design
Health Facilities

COMMUNITY
FACILITIES

Nature Reserves

Tourism
Allotments

CULTURAL
DEVELOPMENT

OPEN SPACES

Youth & Children’s
Facilities

Sports Facilities
SUSTAINABILITY
& ENERGY
POLICIES

Play areas
Parks & Gardens

Places of Worship

Schools

Cycling
Renewable Energy
Landscape

Adult Learning

About your Household
We don’t need to know who you are but it would help us get an idea of who has
answered the questions if you tell us the name of your road/street and the age
range of everyone who lives in your house. This is because we want to hear from
a wide range of people living here.

Your Road/Street ..................................................................................
Household age makeup.
Please tick box where appropriate for the ages of each individual person living in
your household, or where more than one in same age bracket, the number.
0-9 yrs.



10-19 yrs. 

20-29 yrs.



30-39 yrs.



40-49 yrs.



50-59 yrs. 

60-69 yrs. 

70-79 yrs.



80-89 yrs.



90 + yrs.



Want to find out more about the neighbourhood plan?
If you would like to know more about the neighbourhood plan or are
interested in getting involved, then please contact Mark Sheridan on
Phone: 07885 277698
Email: mark.sheridan@hemingfordgreyparishcouncil.gov.

Hemingford Grey
Neighbourhood Plan

You Shape Our
Future
NPSG

What is a

Why a Neighbourhood Plan for Hemingford Grey?

Neighbourhood Plan?

Hemingford Grey is a large parish that stretches from the
river Great Ouse to beyond the new A14, with nearly 1400
households. It is an attractive parish to live and work in.
We all want it to remain so, but we cannot be complacent.
A Neighbourhood Plan would provide us with a useful tool
that will ensure that the parish continues to be a desirable
place to live in, study, work and visit.

A Neighbourhood Plan is
a planning document that
would complement and
add to the Local Plan for
Huntingdonshire.

Our village plan would
enable us to have a
shared vision for our
community.

It would enable our community to consider and plan the
following; green spaces, where and if any development
could take place, the appearance and maintenance of the
character of the parish, transport issues such as footpaths,
cycling and parking, flood protection, drainage, verges,
design of new houses and extensions, the need for a new
burial site, and community facilities. With the need for all
communities to respond to climate change the
Neighbourhood Plan provides an opportunity for
environmental issues to be at the heart of our parish and
its future.

How can I help?
•
Complete the survey that will be delivered to your door in March telling us what you like and
what improvements you would like to see in Hemingford Grey and most importantly what you would
like the Parish to be 10 years into the future
•
Come and find out more at the monthly meetings of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering
Group which meets on the 3rd Tuesday of every month in the Chris Page room at the Pavilion.
•
Come and chat to a Parish Councillor at the Village Market held most 2nd Saturdays in the
parish centre.
•
If you run a business in the Parish or own land in the parish, please come and have
breakfast with us on Friday 27 March at the parish centre between 8am and 10am. Can’t make
breakfast? then come for tea between 2pm and 4pm that day.
•
If you run a group and would like us to visit your group, then please contact us.
Mark Sheridan 07885 277698 mark.sheridan@hemingfordgreyparishcouncil.gov.uk

