Kirk Langley Neighbourhood Development Plan
Consultation Statement
with Engagement Timeline

Introduction
This document summarises the sequence, reasoning, events and conclusions derived for
the Kirk Langley Neighbourhood development plan. All supporting evidence is linked to
online versions where available.
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1.

Consultation Statement Justification
This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012, Section 15(2). Part 5 of the Regulations set
out that a Consultation Statement should contain:

● Details of the persons and bodies consulted about the proposed neighbourhood
plan;

● Explains how they were consulted;
● Summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the person consulted;
● Describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where
relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan.

2.

Aims of Consultation
The aims of the Kirk Langley Neighbourhood Plan consultation process were to:-

● Engage and capture the community’s stance with regards to the development
and future direction of their community;

● Iterate the plan whilst subject to full public scrutiny;
● Provide evidence that the developed plan reflects the community’s wishes, where
this is consistent with national planning policy (NPPF);

● Promote a vital and thriving community with a sense of collective future.
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3.

Consultation and engagement
3.1.

Parish council meetings
The Kirk Langley Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee (the committee)
operated as a sub-committee of the Parish Council (PC). At all times, the PC has
had two of its members on the committee. Formal feedback has been provided
by a series of reports to the PC and attendance at several PC meetings by the
Chair of the committee in order to discuss key stages in the process, e.g. the draft
policies prior to informal submission to the planning authority and Regulation 14
consultation feedback.

3.2.

Posters and leaflets
A number of posters and leaflets have been produced to promote the meetings,
survey and results. Posters were placed in key locations around kirk Langley to
advertise the meetings and invite attendance.

3.3.

Village newsletter
A village newsletter distributed to two hundred and seventy households
throughout the parish was used to communicate intent and progress.

3.4.

Social Media and Internet
■ Email circulation list
Regular updates were distributed to interested parties via a committee
managed distribution list.
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■ Village website
Agreed minutes for committee meetings were uploaded periodically to
the village website along with forward diaries advertising committee
meetings, public consultations and current NDP status.

■ Parish Council website
Minutes were also periodically mirrored to the parish council website.

■ Facebook
A facebook presence was created and members of the public were invited
to join the group. The ‘Kirk Langley Neighbourhood Development Plan’
group was not widely adopted however and has only 35 members.

■ Nextdoor
The nextdoor application and website became a useful communication
tool during the later part of the NDP drafting. It forms a simple
mechanism for reaching 166 Kirk Langley locals very easily. It has been
used to publicise meetings and key events such as “drop in” sessions
during the Regulation 14 consultation phase.

3.5.

Surveys and Questionnaire
The survey formed the principal mechanism for gauging the opinions and
thoughts of the Kirk Langley parish community regarding the future of
development in their parish. The survey contained a mixture of multiple
choice, discursive and ranked question forms. The survey could be
completed in both paper and electronic formats.

■ The parish was broken into different areas and volunteers hand delivered
a paper copy of the questionnaire to each household. The questionnaire
contained links to the electronic version if preferred. Volunteers spoke
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with householders where possible to field questions and provide
background information.

■ Completed surveys were collected in a variety of ways
● Returned to drop points
● Collected by volunteers
● Internet responses
■ Completed paper responses were entered by committee volunteers into
the google form so as to enable easier data processing. Paper copies
were retained for reference.

■ The results of the survey were further processed by downloading the data
into an excel spreadsheet. This enabled summaries to be produced for
data in discursive or histogram form.

■ Childrens survey
A separate survey was produced with an emphasis on gathering

the

views and opinions of the younger generation. A session was held within Kirk
Langley primary school encouraging the children to think about the nature of their
environment and considering what changes they would hope for in their future.

3.6.

Business contact
■ It was considered that business owners and operators would be more
likely to engage in the Neighbourhood Development Plan process via
direct contact.

■ Businesses were contacted over a period of two months through July to
September of 2017.
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■ An engagement ‘script’ was developed and followed by business
committee members in order to ensure that consistent data was collected
from each business contact.

■ The contact interviews were written up, summarised and processed.

3.7.

Public meetings and feedback sessions
A number of public engagement sessions were undertaken.

■ Church Fete summer 25/6/2017
Members of the committee arranged a display setting out in broad terms
what the Neighbourhood Plan was intended to do. This was an
introduction to the process for the community and it presented an
opportunity to exchange ideas. It also provided an opportunity for wider
publication and a photograph of several committee members together
with a narrative about the Neighbourhood Plan process was included in
an article in Derbyshire Life.

■ Village Field Day 30/10/17
A display featuring many photographs of the parish and vision statements
for each committee was created for the field day. Members of the public
were invited to review the proposed vision and to help shape the plan.

3.8.

Expert consultancy
■ Joe Dugdale of Rural Action Derbyshire for general advice around the
process of neighbourhood planning and NDP construction.
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■ Richard Silson planning consultant to review objectives against the draft
local plan and NPPF. He also provided expert advice to the committee
when the draft Local Plan for Amber Valley was withdrawn on 22 May
2019 and he prepared an Annex to the Basic Conditions statement to
justify continuation.

■ AECOM Housing needs analysis delivered February 2019
■ Creative Heritage Consultants Ltd. which prepared a description of the
Conservation Area for inclusion in the plan

3.9.

Meetings with AVBC
Two formal meetings have taken place, as described in the timeline below. In
addition there have been numerous exchanges of email and telephone
conversations. AVBC have supported the process throughout.
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4.

Timeline

Item

Event

Date

Summary

1

Inaugural NDP meeting

16/11/16

Initial community meeting to explain process
and to seek volunteers.

2

Community poster

14/12/16

Posters advertising first meeting placed
around the village.

3

NDP Committee meeting
1

11/01/17

Committee structure agreed and members
appointed.

4

NDP Committee meeting
2

09/02/17

Remaining committee roles appointed. Initial
development of delivery plan

5

Community poster

16/02/17

Poster explaining NDP purpose and next date.

6

NDP Committee meeting
3

09/03/17

Initial delivery timeline and draft constitution
produced.

7

Village newsletter

11/03/17

Brief NDP introduction included in village
newsletter

8

NDP Committee meeting
4

06/04/17

Review of draft questionnaire. Methods and
timings for delivery agreed in an outline plan.

9

Designation consultation
approval

07/04/17

Kirk Langley Neighbourhood Plan area
formally recognised by AVBC.

10

AVBC Consultation

04/05/17

Chair and vice chair met with AVBC to discuss
requirements for NP and future arrangements
for ongoing support.

11

NDP Committee meeting
5

04/05/17

Communication strategy refined and
questionnaire progress discussed..

12

NDP Committee meeting
6

08/06/17

Questionnaires printed and distribution plan
agreed.
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13

Church Fete

25/06/17

The public were encouraged to describe their
hopes for Kirk Langley’s future. Copies of the
questionnaire were available to encourage a
high response rate and the event was
supported by a number of committee
members.

14

NDP Committee meeting
7

06/07/17

Preliminary review of survey responses.

15

Questionnaire data
uploaded

10/07/17

Paper survey results loaded into digital format

16

Expert consultation:
Workshop

31/07/17

Joe Dugdale (from RAD) attended to review
questionnaire data and provide advice.

17

NDP Committee meeting
8

03/08/17

Questionnaire responses edited into summary
flyer and agreed

18

NDP committee meeting
9

31/8/17

Agree key objectives and distribution of
information and feedback process. Feedback
by written and e form with 30/9/17 deadline

19

NDP Committee meeting
10

13/10/17

Draft vision feedback reviewed. A total of 40
responses. Alteration in business objectives
resulting. Decision not to produce a formal
settlement boundary as part of the plan.

20

Village field day

30/10/17

Stand summarising progress of NDP and
summarising the opinions received in the
questionnaire. Outline policy objectives
published

21

NDP committee meeting
11

17/11/17

Draft policies to be checked against
compliance with NPPF and emerging local
plan. Identify any gaps in data

22

Policy review meeting

01/12/17

Subset of committee discussed refinements of
the policies.
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23

NDP committee meeting
12

6 Dec 2018

Discussion of draft plan, visuals, gaps and
further editing

24

Public consultation and
feedback session

16/12/17

The village hall was used to present the results
of the questionnaire and present draft
objectives to the public.

25

NDP committee meeting
13

11 /1/18

Discussion concerning feedback from 16
December 2017 event and obtaining expert
opinion re draft policies.

26

NDP Committee meeting
14

15/02/18

Decision taken to engage Richard Silson to
professionally review draft policies

27

NDP Committee meeting
15

08/03/18

Reviewed feedback from Richard Silson.
Decision taken to engage Kate Dixon to
produce a character assessment of Kirk
Langley village. Joe Dugdale present.

28

NDP Committee meeting
14

21/06/18

Significant public attendance at meeting, in
response to major planning application in
Langley Common. CA Character Assessment
now received. Agreed that we should do
further work to examine Langley Common.
Housing policies reviewed again.

29

Langley Common
Character assessment

23/06/18

Committee members undertook a detailed
survey of Langley common housing stock
using the example of the report developed for
Kirk Langley village conservation area.

30

NDP Committee meeting
15

05/07/18

Agreement to commission a housing needs
analysis to support policies.

31

NDP Committee meeting
16

02/08/18

Housing needs analysis scope investigation
underway.
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32

AVBC Consultation

08/08/18

Chair and treasurer met with Mr Derek
Stafford to discuss NDP developmentprevious contact with ABVC (Noel Bell) had
left. Issues relate to impact of planning
permission for 30 homes and the revised
NPPF.

33

NDP Committee meeting
17

30/08/18

Review of conformity of policies with
amended NPPF (National Planning Policy
Framework)
Housing needs analysis underway est. 12
weeks. Review of draft report about scope of
HNA.

34

NDP Committee meeting
18

27/09/18

Absence of local plan and changes to NPPF
make a housing needs analysis critical for the
NDP. Report of discussions with AECOM and
progress.

.

35

NDP committee meeting
19

25/10/18

New timescale for delivery of AECOM report.
Key housing development issues considered
and agreement to investigate in order to feed
into draft plan.
Drafting well in hand and agreement as to
how to move forward.

36

NDP committee meeting
20

15/11/18

Update on plan drafting and development
proposals at Langley Common for additional
40 homes
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37

NDP Committee meeting
21

06/12/18

Further detail concerning plan, editing, visuals

38

NDP Committee meeting
22

17/01/19

Emphasis on supporting information for plan
as we await housing needs analysis from
AECOM. Discussion of basic conditions
statement.

39

AECOM Housing needs
analysis

10/02/19

Report delivered for comment
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NDP Committee meeting
23

12/02/19

Discussion of basic conditions statement and
review of AECOM report.

41

Formal response to
AECOM

19/02/19

Clarification sought on data and multiple
comments.

42

NDP Committee meeting
24

07/03/19

Discussion of data, housing mix policy, and
AECOM report.
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NDP Committee meeting
25

04/04/19

Discussion of work completed since last
session and outstanding matters.

44

working group

2/5/19

To deal with final adjustments to plan
prior to submission to AVBC for sustainability
and environmental appraisals

45

Meeting with Parish
Council

14/5/19

Chair attends. Draft plan presented to PC to
authorise submission. Authorisation received.

46

Submission for draft plan

16/5/19

Draft plan submitted to AVBC for
environmental and sustainability appraisals.

47

Feedback from AVBC

24/5/19

22/5/19 AVBC withdraws Local Plan and Derek
Stafford advises re-write and reconsideration
of HNA report (rewrite?). Asks for delay to be
considered. Agreed to continue with

14

screening.
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Richard Silson (RS)
Consulted

5/7/19

Following discussions with committee
members R Silson instructed to provide
advice, in the light of the withdrawal of the
Local Plan, further developments at AVBC and
in relation to the validity of the HNA report
from AECOM.
Advice given verbally and in writing.

49

Chair met with PC

30/7/19

To discuss impact of withdrawal of local plan
and on the basis of advice provided by expert
(RS). Decision: proceed.

50

Final version of RS
report

5/8/19

Advises to proceed and why the HNA figure
remains valid. This report becomes an annex
to the Basic Conditions Statement.

51

NDP Committee meeting
26

15/8/19

Dealing with revocation of Local Plan and
discussion of consequences for NP. Planning
for Reg 14 Consultation

52

NDP Committee meeting
27

12/09/19

Further planning for Regulation 14 public
consultation.

53

Leaflet campaign

14/09/19

Parish-wide leaflet drop pointing people
toward electronic sources, paper copies and
other feedback mechanisms for forthcoming
Reg14 consultation
Statutory consultees notified from 15/9/19.

54

Formal launch of
Regulation 14
Consultation

20/09/19

Regulation 14 consultation formally launched
with email to all local stakeholders, post on
nextdoor and opening of online questionnaire.
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55

Regulation 14
Consultation - Field Day
Stand

21/09/19

Well attended open session for plan review
and feedback with public. Copies of plan
available and summary of policies

56

Regulation 14
Consultation - Drop in
session 1. Village Hall
7pm - 9pm

26/09/19

Open session for plan review and feedback
with public.

57

Regulation 14
Consultation - Drop in
session 2. Village Hall
10:45am - 3pm

29/09/19

Open session for plan review and feedback
with public.

58

NDP Committee meeting
28

07/11/19

Discussed all feedback received and agreed
editorial actions and new data / maps to be
generated.

59

Meeting with PC

14/11/19

To discuss feedback and consequent
alterations to plan. Agreement to submit with
amendments

5.

Summary of engagement data
5.1.

Questionnaire Results process
The principal mechanism for gauging public opinion on the direction and nature
of future development was through the questionnaire. The results of the survey
are presented in detailed summary form here. The full original dataset can be
found here. The data was gathered electronically as a google form and via paper
copies which were then uploaded electronically by committee members. Paper
copies were marked with unique identities such to correlate with entries in the
response set.
Some datasets - particularly those where comments were requested - were
reviewed to draw out patterns from the responses. I.e. if people mentioned ‘poor
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mobile coverage’, ‘lack of cell phone signal’ and ‘hard to get phone signal’ these
would have have been consolidated into a single concern ‘Poor mobile signal’.
The majority of responses could simply be presented as bar and pie charts.

5.2.

Questionnaire Results
■ 1a Where do you live
Respondents were asked to indicate the area of the parish they lived
within. Unsurprisingly the vast majority fell within the two main
population concentrations of Langley Common and Kirk Langley village.

■ 1b Please indicate the number of people within each age range in your
household
This question asked the households to indicate the number of people
within each age range in the household. The data was post processed in
excel to produce the following demographic summary of the parish. It is
worth noting that this data would suggest 58% of parishioners are of
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working age.

■ 1c How long has your family lived in the village?

■ 2a What do you like about living here?
The results are summarised in the word frequency cloud graphic below.
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■ 2b What do you dislike, if anything, about living here?

■ 3a. Has anyone in your household had to either move away or stay living
with you due to a lack of alternative appropriate housing within the
parish? 140 responses
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■ 3b. Is it likely that anyone in your household will need to move out of the
parishes within the next 15 years due to a lack of alternative appropriate
housing? 137 responses

■ 3c. If YES to either 3a or 3b – is that because...? 32 responses
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■ 3d. What do you think of the current housing provision in the village?
137 responses

■ 3e1. If housing is needed where would you like to see these new homes
built?

■ 3f1. The local plan covers the period 2017 to 2032. What is the maximum
number of new dwellings you would consider appropriate in the next 15
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years? Indicate number here: 98 responses

■ 3f2. Indicate below how you would like the new dwellings to be organised
(120 responses)

■ 4a. In the next 15 years, there is likely to be development in Kirk Langley
Parish. Please give grid references from MAP 1 – Development, at the end
of this questionnaire where you would prefer to see it. (92 responses)
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■ 4b. When developments are proposed in the future which of the following
would you like to see within new developments? (Please tick all that
apply) (132 responses)

■ 4c. What would the benefits / concerns be of future development in the
village?(76 Responses)
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4c Potential benefits

4c Concerns

■ 4d. Modern planning guidance attaches greater significance to the visual
impact of development. Do you believe that protecting views around the
village is important?
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■ 4e. Are there any views you particularly believe should be protected
(Please describe)
(73 responses)

■ 5a. Should new businesses be encouraged in the area? (133 responses)

25

■ 5b. What sort of new businesses would you find acceptable? (Please
describe) (95 responses)

■ 5c. What sort of businesses would you find unacceptable? (Please
describe)
(94 responses)
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■ 5d. Should the development of new facilities for tourists be encouraged?
(125 responses)

■ 5e. If YES – what tourist facilities would you like to see?
(29 responses)

■ 6a. Do you feel that public transport links are adequate for your needs?
27

(130 responses)

■ 6b. If not what improvements would you like to see?
(68 responses)

■ 6c. If you work, or go to school/college do you...? (93 responses)
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■ 7a1. How much of a problem for you is....?

■ 7a2.Comments :

■ 7b. Where are you regularly concerned with road safety and what is the
problem? Location(s) and Road safety problem.
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(111 responses)

■ 7c1. Which of the following do you think might improve road safety?
(130 responses)

■ 7c2. Locations of road safety improvements and other comments :
(56 responses)
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■ 8a1. Do you experience problems with the lack of School parking,
particularly school start and finish times?
(115 responses)
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■ 8a2. If Yes, what would you propose?

(31 responses)

■ 8b1. Do you experience problems with parking in general in the village,
pavements and verges etc.?
(123 responses)
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■ 8b2. If Yes, please describe.
(27 responses)

■ 8c. How much is parking for the Church/Village Hall a problem for you?
(131 responses)

33

■ 8d. If there was parking adjacent to the Church/Village Hall would you
attend services/functions there more frequently?
(140 responses)

■ 9a. Do the village facilities meet your current needs
(114 responses)

■ 9b. What additional services or facilities would you like to see in the
village?
(109 responses)
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■ 10a. Do you think that there are any areas of countryside within the parish
(i.e. sites outside current built areas) that should be protected from
development?
(117 responses)

■ 10b. If SOME areas – please describe below
(33 responses)

■ 10c1. Are there any aspects of the landscape which would benefit from
Protection (Pro) or Improvement (Imp)? (Please tick all that apply) If you
would like to explain any issue further please do so in the box below.
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■ 10c2 Other, please specify:
(12 responses)

■ 11a. Do you have broadband? (138 responses)
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■ 11b. Is your current broadband adequate?
(129 responses)

■ 11c. Any comments?
(44 responses)

37

■ 12a1. How do you currently heat your home? (Please tick all that apply)
(139 responses)

■ 12a2. So if there were to be a significant development would this prompt
a change in your fuel source?
(83 responses)

■ 12b. Do you support the use of the following energy sources on either a
domestic or a larger scale basis in your local community? (DOMESTIC)
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■ 12b. Do you support the use of the following energy sources on either a
domestic or a larger scale basis in your local community? (AT SCALE)

■ 12b3. Comments and, if you wish, mention if you have installed any on
your property
(22 responses)
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■ 12c. Mains gas is only available to some households in Kirk Langley
Village. How important is it that a mains gas supply is extended to all your
households? (Please tick ONE only)
(134 responses)

■ 13a. Do your children attend a school within the local catchment, i.e. Kirk
Langley Primary School and/or Ecclesbourne Secondary School?
(129 responses)

■ 13b. If No, why not?
(32 responses)
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■ 14. If you have any other comments about the Neighbourhood Plan or if
you wish to expand on any of your earlier comments please do so below (53 responses)

6.
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Mapping

6.1.

All maps were produced in QGIS 2.18.13 an free and open source Geographic
Information System. All maps have been placed online in their native format
here.

6.2.

While every effort has been made to ensure the integrity of the data some data
sets were manually entered from paper copies of maps and may contain minor
errors.

6.3.

The maps were created with the following publically available data sets:

■ Ordnance Survey Terrain 50
Post spacing of 50m (DTM grid); Vertical interval of 10m (Contours)

■ Ordnance Survey Vector Local
Vector – 100km x 100km;

■ OS OpenMap Local (Full Colour Raster)
Tiles SK33NW, SK24SE, SK23NE and SK34SW

■ Open Street Map from the OpenStreetMap Foundation
■ Rights of way open Data from Derbyshire
■ Listed buildings via britishlistedbuildings.co.uk
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7.

Drafting objectives and policies with the community
7.1.

Having gathered data from the community the NDP sub-committees took
responsibility for drafting policies in the final quarter of 2017.

7.2.

Summary findings from the questionnaire were fed back to the community via a
summary leaflet. The community was invited to feedback any responses for
further incorporation into draft policies.

7.3.

Draft policies were shared with the community by another leaflet drop with
feedback as before, with target date for feedback of 30 September 2017.
Following discussions about the feedback (40 forms having been received) an
adjustment was made to the business policies. The adjusted policies were
presented in the village hall on 16 December 2017. This well-attended event
confirmed that there was general support of our policies. The attendees were also
asked to sanction key policy detail, such as the key views within the parish which
required protection. Minor policy amendments were made as a result of
comments received.

7.4.

Having refined draft policies these were then reviewed by an independent
planning expert, Richard Silson. The feedback ranged from minor edits to more
significant rewrites. In particular, it became clear that further justification was
required to support our policies, particularly in relation to housing.

7.5.

In order to sustain policy arguments around heritage assets and local vernacular,
a professional character assessment was commissioned for Kirk Langley village
Conservation Area, from Creative Heritage Consultants Ltd. Using this as an
example, Committee members produced similar character assessments for
Langley Common and other areas of the Parish not otherwise covered by either
of these two reports.
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7.6.

Through 2018 the committee expanded the body of evidence to justify the
developed policies. This included commissioning a Housing Needs Analysis from
AECOM in order to formally declare what can be considered a reasonable rate
and share of local development. This produced a development target well in
excess of that proposed by public consultation. This difference was explained in
the draft plan which was the subject of the Reg. 14 public consultation.

8.

Consultation statement compliance with Section 15 of
the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations (2012)
8.1.

The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 specify in Section 15
that :1: Where a qualifying body submits a plan proposal to the local planning
authority, it must include :

● A map or statement which identifies the area to which the proposed
neighbourhood development plan relates;

● A consultation statement;
● The proposed neighbourhood development plan; and
● A statement explaining how the proposed neighbourhood development
plan meets the requirements of paragraph 8 of Schedule 4B to the 1990
Act.
2: Consultation statement means a document which :

● Contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the
proposed neighbourhood development plan;

● Explains how they were consulted;
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● Summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons
consulted; and

● Describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and,
where relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development
plan.

8.2.

This Consultation Statement summarises all statutory consultations undertaken
with all relevant statutory bodies, as well as non-statutory consultation with the
local community. It includes how the main concerns raised were considered, and
how they led to the development of the final version of the Neighbourhood Plan
submitted.

8.3.

This Consultation Statement is structured as follows :-

Section 2

Describes the Aims of the Consultation

Section 3

Describes the modes of community engagement

Section 4

development

Section 5

Summarises the data gathered from the community

Section 6

Describes the mapping processes

Section 7

Section 8

45

Depicts the timeline of events through the course of the plan

Describes the process of developing policies and plan with
the community and supporting professionals.

Describes how this statement complies with S15 of the 2012
Regulations

Section 9

Section 10

9.

Describes the Regulation 14 Consultation process and how
this has fed into the plan

Conclusion in relation to regulatory compliance

Regulation 14 Feedback
9.1.

Period
The Regulation 14 consultation with the community was launched on the 21st
September 2019 to run for six weeks through to 2nd November 2019.

9.2.

Feedback Mechanisms
The local community and other stakeholders were given many opportunities and
mechanisms to comment on the draft Neighbourhood Plan :

● Delivering to all households an advance notice that the Regulation 14
process was imminent and giving details of how the draft plan could be
viewed.

● Contacting all statutory consultees by email, using contact information
provided by AVBC. This is described in a table.

● Publishing the full draft plan and consultation statement on the village
website.

● Making full paper copies available upon request.
● Letters to absentee landowners.
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● Emails to all recorded stakeholders, businesses and interested parties.
● Facebook, Nextdoor and Twitter posts linking to the electronic feedback
forms.

9.3.

Wider Stakeholders
Beyond every household in the parish comment was sought from businesses and
other stakeholders.

9.4.

Regulation 14 Actions
Having received feedback a number of edits were made to the plan. The
feedback and resulting actions and edits are summarised in the Regulation 14
Actions document.
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10.

Conclusion
10.1.

Kirk Langley Neighbourhood Development Plan Consultation Statement is
considered to comply with Section 15 of the 2012 Neighbourhood
Planning Regulations.

10.2.

The purpose of the consultation process was to ensure the local
community and other stakeholders were fully involved in the development
plan process. Responses from the community and stakeholders (both local
and statutory) informed and shaped the plan throughout the process.

10.3.

Amber Valley Borough Council (the local planning authority for Kirk
Langley Parish) has been kept fully informed throughout the process and
their valuable comments have been incorporated in the plan. At all times
care has been taken to ensure that the Neighbourhood Plan confirms to
the latest version of the NPPF.
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