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Dear Ms Mace and Mr Evans 
 
ACTON EDLESTON and HENHULL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN EXAMINATION  
 
Following the submission of the Acton, Edleston and Henhull Neighbourhood Plan (the Plan) for 
examination, I would like to clarify several initial procedural matters. I also have a number of 
preliminary questions for Acton, Edleston and Henhull Parish Council.  
 
1. Examination Documentation   
 
I can confirm that I am satisfied that I have received a complete submission of the draft Plan and 
accompanying documentation, including the Basic Conditions Statement, the Consultation 
Statement and the Regulation 16 representations, to enable me to undertake the examination.   
 
Subject to my detailed assessment of the draft Plan, I have not at this initial stage identified any very 
significant and obvious flaws in the Plan that might lead me to advise that the examination should 
not proceed.  
 
2. Site Visit 
 
I intend to undertake a site visit to the Plan area week commencing 9 September 2019. This will 
assist in my assessment of the draft Plan, including the issues identified in the representations.   
 
The site visit will be undertaken unaccompanied.  It is very important that I am not approached to 
discuss any aspects of the Plan or the neighbourhood area, as this may be perceived to prejudice my 
independence and risk compromising the fairness of the examination process. 
 
If there are any specific places that you consider it imperative that I take note of during my site visit 
then please advise the IPe office before the 6 September 2019.  
 
3. Written Representations 
 
At this stage, I consider the examination can be conducted solely by the written representations 
procedure, without the need for a hearing. However, I will reserve the option to convene a hearing 
should a matter(s) come to light where I consider that a hearing is necessary to ensure the adequate 
examination of an issue, or to ensure that a person has a fair chance to put a case.  
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4. Further Clarification 
 
I have a number of initial questions seeking further clarification, which I have set out in the Annex to 
this letter. I would be grateful if you can seek to provide a written response within 2 weeks from the 
date of this letter. 
 
5.  Examination Timetable 
 
As you will be aware, the intention is to examine the Plan (including conduct of the site visit) with a 
view to providing a draft report (for ‘fact checking’) within 4-6 weeks of submission of the draft Plan.  
 
As I have raised a number of questions, and may have others after my site visit, I must provide you 
with sufficient opportunity to reply. Consequentially, the examination timetable will be extended. 
Please be assured that I will aim to mitigate any delay as far as is practicable. The IPe office team will 
seek to keep you updated on the anticipated delivery date of the draft report.  
 
If you have any process questions related to the conduct of the examination, which you would like 
me to address, please do not hesitate to contact the office team in the first instance.  
 
In the interests of transparency, may I prevail upon you to ensure a copy of this letter and any 
respective responses to my questions, are placed on the Parish Council and local authority’s website.  
 
Thank you in advance for your assistance. 
 
Your sincerely 
 

Andrew Seaman 
  
Examiner 
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Annex 
 
From my initial reading of the Acton, Edleston and Henhull Neighbourhood Plan and the supporting 
evidence, I have the following preliminary questions for Acton, Edleston and Henhull Parish Council. 
 

1. As you are aware, one of the ‘basic conditions’ to be assessed is whether the Plan is in 
general conformity with the strategic policies contained in the development plan for the 
area.  In this instance, notwithstanding the emerging Site Allocations and Development 
Policies Document, the development plan comprises the Cheshire East Local Plan Strategy 
2010-2030 and the saved elements of the Borough of Crewe and Nantwich Local Plan 2011.  
The helpful Basic Conditions Statement supplied assesses the Plan against many of the 
provisions of the development plan. However, no substantive reference is made to the 
housing and design policies of the 2011 Local Plan. It would therefore be of assistance to 
receive an update to Table 1 of the Basic Conditions Statement identifying, where relevant, 
the general conformity with the saved housing and design elements of the 2011 Local Plan 
and, if relevant, Local Plan 2011 policy RT14. 
 

2. In the context of Policy DEV4 and its justification, does the Parish Council have any 
additional evidence to indicate the potential windfall housing capacity of the Neighbourhood 
Plan area over the plan period? 

 
3. My current reading of Policy ENV1 and Figure D is that the Plan seeks to maintain long 

ranging views within the Plan area (as opposed to seeking to manage development outside 
of). Can you confirm that this is the intention? 

 
4. Policy ENV5 relates to ‘Habitats and Wildlife Corridors’. The first sentence of the policy 

includes the following: “…and the areas of high distinctiveness and wildlife corridors 
identified in Figure F will not be supported.”.  Figure F is the map of Habitat Distinctiveness 
which identifies areas of High and Medium value and figure G identifies wildlife corridors.  
For my clarity, is it the intention of the policy to apply to the ‘High’ value areas of Figure F 
(and not the Medium value areas which are addressed by the final paragraph of the policy) 
and the corridors of Figure G? Should the first two paragraphs of the policy include 
reference to Figures F and G (not just F)? 

 
5. Furthermore, given that Figure F is based upon a desk analysis and in light of the 

recommendation in the background study for further habitat mapping, should the policy 
address the need for habitat assessment as part of development proposals which may affect 
the identified areas of High and Medium value?  

 


