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1 Introduction
Introduction

1.1 This is a composite report describing the activity undertaken on housing site selection
and allocations since 2018, the time when consideration was first given to undertaking a
review of the Neighbourhood Plan. The reason for the time taken relates to uncertainty
over the form and timing of a new Local plan and the impact of Covid 19.

1.2 As was the case with the production of the existing Neighbourhood Plan (NP),
Uppingham Town Council (UTC) delegated responsibility for the review to the
Neighbourhood Plan Action Group (NPAG), albeit that key stages of the process (plus
related documents) were formally reported to UTC for approval.

1.3 Reflecting the principles of Localism and in accordance with government guidelines, the
engagement of landowners and developers has been an important element of the progress.
Working alongside the NPAG, Uppingham First (UF), the ‘all sector’ Community Partnership
which brings together the voices of community, business and statutory sector forums has
been the primary conduit for facilitating this engagement, working through the Vanguard
Board (VB). This purpose of that forum is to share information with, and encourage
collective debate between, organisations involved in the operation and forward
development, including new housing, of Uppingham as an exemplar market town.

1.4 All meeting agenda and notes are published on http://www.uppinghamonline.co.uk/
and the relevant NP elements have also been reported to UTC on a regular basis. All NP
material can be viewed at: https://uppingham-neighbourhood-plan.com/

1.5 Although there has been debate and a need for compromise on both sides, the positive
working relation with landowners and housebuilders has resulted in the preferred housing
sites in the existing NP coming forward in a form that has been supported by the
community. Critically, given the “Presumption in favour of sustainable development” in the
NPPF, the need for a new, more up to date Local Plan and the acknowledged housing land
supply difficulties in Rutland, the working relationship means that landowners and
developer are willing to work through the NP review rather than putting in speculative
planning applications. This has not been the case in other settlements in Rutland.

1.6 Again, in accordance with guidance and good practice, the local community has been
consulted on the preferred sites which emerged from the sites assessment process.

1.7 The key stages in the process were:

- Benchmarking and establishing a good practice methodology

- Drawing on other key documents

- Liaison with RCC

- The Call for Sites

- Site Assessments and the section of preferred sites.

- Incorporation of site allocations and development requirements into the Draft NP
(for formal consultation under Regulation 14)
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2 Benchmarking and establishing a good practice methodology

2.1 In May 2018 UTC received a report (Consideration of the strategic policy context, sites
and issues to inform a proposed review of the Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan) which it
had commissioned from OPUN (now Design Midlands). Amongst other matters, this report
considered existing/potential housing sites in relation to the Consultation Draft version of
the emerging Local Plan. One of the key recommendations of the report was: (A) To engage
with RCC to agree strategic requirements for Uppingham to be set out in the Local Plan with
an explicit commitment to use an early review of the Neighbourhood Plan to fulfil these
requirements, including viable and deliverable site allocations. As part of that work the RCC
“The Local Plan Review; Methodology for Assessing Potential Sites” (July 2017) report was
reviewed, for possible housing sites in and around Uppingham.

2.2 UTC commissioned follow up work from Design Midlands in December 2020, including:
(Paper 5) Housing site assessment criteria and local transport needs

1.1 Site assessment needs to be undertaken in accordance with established practice. The
Locality Toolkit (How to assess and allocate sites for development), is a good starting point
see: https.//neighbourhoodplanning.org/toolkits-and-quidance/assess-allocate-sites-
development/ The intention of site assessment is to examine each site, based on its
suitability, availability and economic viability. An initial sift, based on generic criteria is
recommended, after which a secondary assessment/selection can be undertaken where local
factors may be applied. However, these must be applied equally to each site. A template is
recommended to shortlist the sites that are suitable and available for development and to
highlight any key viability issues. Thereafter, the preferred sites for allocation can be selected
based on which of the shortlisted sites meet the development needs (e.g., the housing
requirement) and the Objectives/Draft Policies of the NP.

Recommendation: It is reasonable to include scoring and assessment criteria for new
housing sites to assess if they prejudice or help to enable a future relief road.

2.3 A further report at that time (Paper 1: Principles underlying the review of the Uppingham
Neighbourhood Plan) included the recommendation: (3) A separate consultation on housing
site assessment/selection will be needed...

2.4 A further report (Paper 7: Proposed approach to external consultation) included:
4. Housing site assessment and selection

4.1 It is recommended that consultation on the proposed methodology for housing site
selection is undertaken with:

- Respondents to the Call for Sites;

- Other landowners and developers involved in the “Developers Forum”;

- Rutland County Council (Planning, Highways, Archaeology, other departments by request);
- Environment Agency, Natural England, Historic England, Anglian Water, National Grid,
Sport England, Leicester & Rutland Wildlife Trust and NHS organisations.
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4.2 there should be a subsequent consultation with the local community and landowners and
developers on the selection of preferred housing wites which the NPAG recommends for
inclusion in the revised NP.

Liaison with RCC

2.5 A draft site allocations methodology was sent to RCC for comment in October 2021,
upon which the following comments were made.

This is looking along the right lines. It might help in demonstrating that you are following the
Locality guidance to set out some sub-headings in line with their process, namely:

Site Identification Identify of all possibilities through the Local Plan call for sites, evidence
base, sites known to the community, live planning applications. List these sites.

Site Assessment Stage 1 — Initial sift to exclude any sites with insurmountable constraints
(e.g. national environmental designations, flood zone 3b, isolated sites in the countryside).
Stage 2 — Assess sites to establish which are suitable for development and available for
development. This will then lead you on to the next stages of:

Site Selection Of the sites which are suitable for development and available for development
which of these are best to meet the identified housing requirement, the draft NP objectives
and policies, and are not subject to significant abnormal costs which would affect viability.

At this stage, it would be advisable to consult the community, including details of the site
identification and appraisal process undertaken.

Preferred Sites Reg 14 plan to set out preferred sites to meet identified housing need with
draft site allocation policies if you want to set out specific development principles or
requirements for the preferred sites.

At this stage you may also want to think about the infrastructure impact from the growth
proposed (supported by appropriate evidence).

Finally, a point on consultation: your paper refers to consulting with the community where
every household in Uppingham was contacted. Was anything else done at this stage, e.g.
uploading the information on to a dedicated Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan website or
press release/coverage?

Drawing on other key documents

2.6 Based on the My Community Sites Assessment Toolkit and working in accordance with
the NPPF Para. 31. “The preparation and review of all policies should be underpinned by
relevant and up-to-date evidence. This should be adequate and proportionate, focused
tightly on supporting and justifying the policies concerned......” the technical assessment of
housing sites, including highways matters undertaken by RCC for the previous Local Plan
review has been called upon. In particular, the 2019 SHELAA informed this sites assessment.
Details are given in the sections of this report on Site Identification, Assessment and
Preferences, and extracts from the SHELAA are presented in Appendix 4.
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3 Methodology

3.1 Uppingham was a front-runner with its original Neighbourhood Plan which was finally
made in January 2016 following a lengthy legal challenge by a developer who sought to
establish that site allocations could not be made within a Neighbourhood Plan. This
argument by the developer was soundly rejected by both the High Court and the Supreme
Court and Uppingham received much praise for the way in which it sought to engage with
the wider community in the decision making process.

3.2 When designing a suitable methodology for site allocations in the revised
Neighbourhood Plan the judges’ words were very much in mind and the process has sought
to widen the collaborative approach as far as possible, including potential developers,
landowners and the public at large. By taking such an approach the assessment actively
sought to avoid conflict of the type experienced in the past, whilst getting the support of
those who will have to vote in a referendum on the Neighbourhood Plan in order to be able
to deliver on at least the minimum number of new homes required by Rutland County
Council (and hopefully more than this legal minimum).

3.3 The assessment group have therefore tried to get a methodology agreed between all the
above stakeholders and the purpose of this paper is to set out what has been done so far to
date and to try and identify what else still remains to be actioned.

3.4 In designing the methodology the assessment group largely based it upon the latest
Locality “Toolkit for Neighbourhood Planners”. It will be demonstrated in this paper how
the guidelines proposed by Locality in their toolkit have been followed. In addition, where
the assessment has gone beyond their recommendations, the rationale for these local
enhancements, to better facilitate the collaborative approach between all of the
stakeholders is explained.

3.5 At all stages, emphasis has been placed on engaging developers and landowners. Details
are given in Appendix 5 to this report which include notes of meetings of the Uppingham
First Vanguard Board and how outcomes from those discussions were reported to the
Neighbourhood Forum and to Uppingham Town Council.



4 Site Identification

4.1 The starting point was to identify all possible sites that should be considered. A variety
of sources were used for this including existing sites already allocated in the current
Neighbourhood Plan, the Rutland County Council Strategic Housing and Economic Land
Availability Assessment Report (SHELAA December 2019) and a fresh Call for Sites instigated
by Uppingham Town Council in December 2020. Because a variety of sources were used
there was some initial confusion over the various different references that were allocated to
potential sites being put forward, but the table below (fig 1) helps to clarify the position.

Reference Description Comments

Sites identified in SHELAA

SHELAA/UPP/01 The Beeches Uppingham | Now integrated into
SHEELA/UPP/12 which is
redesignated as UNP21/LS/03

SHELAA/UPP/02 Uppingham Gate Now redesignated as
UNP21/LS/01

SHELAA/UPP/03 7 Stockerston Road

SHELAA/UPP/04 Leicester Road Now redesignated as
UNP21/LS/04

SHELAA/UPP/05 Land off Ayston Road Now redesignated as
UNP21/LS/05

SHELAA/UPP/06a Land off Leicester Road | This is a small part of existing
UNP Site C. Different ownership
Outline Permission for 20 units
(2019/0525). Reserved Matters
applied for.

SHELAA/UPP/06b Land off Leicester Road | Rear of Site C and in existing NP
as an Area of Important Open
Space so rightly rejected by RCC.

SHELAA/UPP/07 Gypsy Hollow Lane Advised by Chair of UTC Planning
that owner no longer wishes this
site to be considered.

SHELAA/UPP/08 North of Leicester Road | Also called UNP Sites A & B
(there are two different owners)

SHELAA/UPP/09a Land off the Quadrant Site rejected by RCC despite
support from UTC (not put
forward in UTC Call for Sites).

SHELAA/UPP/09b Land off the Quadrant Site rejected by RCC despite
support from UTC (not put
forward in UTC Call for Sites).

SHELAA/UPP/10 Welland Vale Site rejected by RCC and not put
forward in UTC Call for Sites.

SHELAA/UPP/11 Land off Goldcrest Road | Now redesignated as

and North of Firs Avenue | UNP21/LS/02
SHELAA/UPP/12 Land off the Beeches Now redesignated as

UNP21/LS/03




Sites identified in the UTC
Call for Sites
UNP21/LS/01 Uppingham Gate
UNP21/LS/02 Land off Goldcrest Road
and North of Firs Avenue
UNP21/LS/03 The Beeches Uppingham
UNP21/LS/04 Leicester Road
UNP21/LS/05 Land off Ayston Road
UNP21/SS/01 Seaton Road
UNP21/SS/02 7 Stockerston Road
Sites in existing
Neighbourhood Plan.
UNP Site A North of Leicester Road | Full Planning Permission
UNP Site B North of Leicester Road | Outline permission up to 163
dwellings, awaits S106 agreement
UNP Site C (undeveloped Included within the outline
small part) 5 application for UNP Site B
Overall plan of sites
Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan Call for Sites 2021 Location Map (For indicative purposes only) 21" January 2021

' ' | Lppingham Neigbourhoad Plan




5 Community Consultation

5.1 A booklet was delivered to all households in Uppingham on/around 25™ March 2021
inviting comments on sites put forward by developer as potential locations for new housing.
The consultation ran until 14 May 2021 and there were options to complete and return hard
copies or to use an online option (Survey Monkey). The survey also included questions on a
potential Uppingham By Pass, but these are not considered as part of the site assessments.
Copies of a press release, the leaflet and details of the responses are given in Appendix 2.

5.2 In summary, a total of 33 manual responses and 175 Survey Monkey responses were
received giving a total of 208 responses which represents just over 10% based on the 2000
booklets that we distributed. This is a very good response level and shows a high degree of
engagement with the Uppingham public. Only 4 respondents were not residents of
Uppingham.

5.3 Combining the automated and manual scores we can see that 20% of respondents were
not happy with the consultation booklet (giving it a score of 1 or 2), 27% were satisfied
(scoring it a 3) and 53% were happy or very happy (scoring it 4 or 5). Therefore we can
conclude that at least 80% of respondents were satisfied (or better) with the booklet.

5.4 The next question asked about the level of detail given by the developers. In a similar
way to the first question about the booklet itself, 24% of respondents were not happy with
the degree of detail given by the developers (scores of 1 and 2). 31% of respondents were
satisfied (scoring a 3) and 45% were happy or very happy (scoring a 4 or 5). Overall we can
therefore conclude that just over three quarters (76%) of respondents were satisfied (or
better) with the level of detail given by the developers.

5.5 The third general question as respondents how easy it was for them to give their views.
In line with the previous two questions, 20% of respondents were not happy (scoring 1 or 2),
21% were satisfied (scoring 3) and 59% were happy or very happy (scoring a 4 or 5) with the
ease of giving feedback. Again this shows that 80% of respondents were satisfied or better
with this aspect of the questionnaire. As well as the quantitative data collected we also
received some excellent qualitative feedback with some 84 comments. These can be
generalised as follows:-

Site specific comments 17 (20%)
Infrastructure concerns 6 (7%)

Anti all development 11 (13%)
Negative about booklet 16 (19%)
Positive about booklet 6 (7%)

Need for Affordable Housing 5 (6%)
Economic concerns 1 (1%)
Environmental concerns 3 (4%)
Others 19 (23%)
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Thus in summary it can be seen that there is a consistent pattern that around 25% of
respondents have concerns about either some, or all development proposed and this is
reflected to some degree (19%) for those expressing negative views about the booklet
(perhaps an element of “killing the messenger?”)

On the counter side of the argument, there would appear to be a majority (75%) who are
prepared to countenance some development but who need to be persuaded about the
merits of the individual sites. In going forward we need to be very careful not to dismiss the
legitimate concerns of the 25% discussed above and one lesson to be learned is that we
need to explain the housing numbers procedures and rationale much more widely as “no
development” is simply not a legal option available to us.

In addition to the housing sites we also sought feedback on the desirability (or otherwise) of
a future by-pass for the town. We received a total of 149 responses (123 on Survey Monkey
and 26 manually). This matter has been considered separately in the Neighbourhood Plan.



6 Site Assessment

6.1 We fully recognise that the Locality Toolkit proposes a two stage process for site
assessment being stage 1, an initial sift and stage 2, the actual site assessment itself. Details
of the outcomes of the scoring system are given in Appendix 3 (Site Assessment Sheets).

6.2 Being mindful of the past Supreme Court case referred to earlier and having identified
all potential sites, the Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Group (NPAG), decided on this occasion
not to initially sift any of the offered sites but instead to make them all known to the wider
public in order to garner information about the views of the people who live and work in
Uppingham. This feedback was to be taken alongside a more formal/technical assessment
of each site that was based upon the Locality Toolkit template provided to Neighbourhood
Planners. In line with the published findings of the Rt. Hon. Sir Oliver Letwin, who found (in
his Independent Review of Build Out Rates in 2018) the build out of large residential
developments can be slow due to low market absorption rates we decided to try and attract
smaller sites (less than 10 dwellings) by amending the weightings in the assessment models.

6.3 The engagement of the wider community and those interested in having their sites
considered was achieved by a mixture of a formal “Developers Morning”, a booklet
delivered to every household in Uppingham and engagement with the developers/land-
owners by invitation to NPAG and Vanguard Board meetings. In addition, information was
provided via the Uppingham Town council website and we have also commissioned a
separate Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan website for the public to access up to date
information. (www.uppingham-neighbourhood-plan.com)

6.4 It is fully recognised that the models that we used for collecting all this data did have
both weightings and a scoring system rather than just relying upon the red/amber/green
system recommended by the Locality Toolkit template. We are not overly concerned at this
slight divergence from the Locality Toolkit model as it was done openly, with the agreement
of those developers and landowners who chose to engage with us. Furthermore, we are not
intending that any scoring system (be it numeric or colour coded) should give us hard and
fast selection choices, but rather that all of this important data gathering helps inform the
planning decisions that the Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Group will need to present to the
public and external consultees at the formal (Regulation 14) Consultation on the Draft NP

6.5 We do also recognise that the advice from Locality is that sites should only be ruled out if
there are “showstopper” constraints that would preclude development (such as a statutory
environmental designation, no access or the site is unavailable) or if there are a large
number of other constraints that would point to the site being unsuitable for development.

6.6 This is, in effect, the “sift” element of the process and we have implemented this
important step in the process by considering such factors in drawing our conclusions as to
which sites should be passed forward to create our list of sites considered suitable, available
and achievable for the use proposed and which meet our housing requirement and the
vision and draft objectives of both our existing Neighbourhood Plan and this emerging
refreshed Neighbourhood Plan. This list will now be subject to further public consultation
and feedback via the Regulation 14 process to enable us to confirm/finalise the list of sites.
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We will continue to work collaboratively with the developers/landowners and RCC in this
process, based upon the feedback from our Regulation 14 Consultation.

6.7 To help us check that, as lay people, we had not incorrectly analysed any of these factors
we have cross referenced back to the analysis carried out in Dec. 2019 by RCC in the
published SHELAA report. This analysis concluded that the majority of the sites being
considered are suitable, available and achievable for the proposed use. Taken alongside our
own data (including public feedback) these are considered appropriate for allocation in the
Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan. For the avoidance of doubt those sites are listed below:-

Site

Identifying code

SHELAA Ref./Outcome

Goldcrest Road

UNP21/LS/02

SHELAA/UPP/11
Full Assessment
Suitable
Available
Achievable

The Beeches

UNP21/LS/03

SHELAA/UPP/01 & UPP/12
Full Assessment

Suitable

Available

Achievable

Leicester Road (Front of
Cricket Club)

UNP21/LS/04

SHELAA/UPP/04
Full Assessment
Suitable
Available
Achievable

Ayston Road

UNP21/LS/05

SHELAA/UPP/05
Full Assessment
Suitable
Available
Achievable

Land North of Leicester
Road

UNP sites A& B

SHELAA/UPP/08
Full Assessment
Suitable
Available
Achievable

Uppingham Gate
(Employment)

UNP21/LS/01

SHELAA/UPP/02
Full Assessment
Suitable
Available
Achievable

6.8 The Uppingham Gate site was originally only considered by RCC in December 2019 for
employment use, but the refreshed Neighbourhood Plan has sought to agree to mixed use
for this site and this approach has received popular support from the general public. Given
that the review of the Local Plan has only recently started, it was decided (in consultation
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with RCC) that this particular site would be rescored on a mixed use basis. This activity has
concluded that the site does indeed meet the requirement that the site is suitable, available
and achievable for the proposed use.

6.9 This then left us with the two smaller sites that had been put forward. The site at
Seaton Road UNP21/SS5/01 has now been formally withdrawn from the Neighbourhood
Planning process and so will not be considered further in this paper. It is acknowledged that
the small site at 7 Stockerston Road (UNP21/SS/02) had been previously scored by RCC
under the SHELAA process (SHELAA/UPP/03) and was considered as not deliverable - an
unsuitable site at that time. It was screened out of detailed assessment ( at Stage 2A)

“At this point in the process, further constraint information has been identified for each site
and consultation carried out with the Highways Officer in order to screen out any sites where
the vehicular access of the site is considered to be detrimental to highway safety. In addition
an assessment has been carried out regarding the relationship of the site to the existing
settlement to identify and screen out those sites that have a poor relationship and therefore
are considered unsuitable sites for development at this time. Any sites that were considered
to be detrimental to highway safety due to the access situation or had a poor relationship
with the existing settlement are screened out at stage 2a of the process. (Extract from 2019
SHELAA report).

6.10 Consequently, the site (UNP21/SS/02) has not been considered in the NP as a
preferred location for development and this decision has been communicated to the
landowners.
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7 Preferences

7.1 The conclusion of the process was that the following sites should be taken to the next
stage for detailed consideration within the Neighbourhood Plan:-

Site Identifying code SHELAA Number
Uppingham Gate UNP21/LS/01 SHELAA/UPP/02
Goldcrest Road UNP21/LS/02 SHELAA/UPP/11

The Beeches UNP21/LS/03 SHELAA/UPP/01 & UPP/12
Leicester Road (Front of UNP21/LS/04 SHELAA/UPP/04

Cricket Club)

Ayston Road UNP21/LS/05 SHELAA/UPP/05

Land North of Leicester Rd. | UNP sites A & B SHELAA/UPP/08

7.2 Details of the scoring for each of the sites are given in Appendix 2 (Site Assessment
Sheets) and a summary is presented below.

Site Technical Score Overall Score
Uppingham Gate 174.42 297.02
Goldcrest Road 166.56 208.76

The Beeches 181.28 230.68
Leicester Road (Front of 171.88 275.28
Cricket Club)

Ayston Road 164.88 241.88

Land North of Leicester 166.96 192.46

Road

7.3 In summary, the key details are a higher score is better than a lower score, technical
scores were parts A and D of the model (this mirrors the Locality Model) with parts B and C
(the public feedback and degree of compliance with Town Council by the developers) being
added in to give the overall score.

7.4 In line with Locality guidance there was no cut off point to reject any site as this element
was dealt with by the SHELAA RAG analysis which did eventually finally result in small site
UNP21/5S5/02 being rejected as it has a status of "fails overall deliverability".

Notes

7.5 In terms of timing it has been acknowledged that UNP21/LS/01 and UNP21/LS/05 should
be developed before sites UNP21/LS/02 and UNP21/LS/03 as the latter will benefit greatly
from improved accessibility that development of the former will bring.
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7.6 Sites UNP21/LS/04 and UNP sites A, B & C have no such access constraints (although the
Town Council remain very keen to see the existing UNP sites be implemented to include the
roundabout on Leicester Road which is considered to be an essential element of the
development but local residents).

7.7 The existing NP sites (land South of Leicester Road) has the benefit of an outline
planning permission for 20 dwellings (Ref. 2019/0525) and a Reserved Matters application
(2022/0296) is under consideration at the time of writing (August 2022). This site is
regarded as a commitment and is not included in this Sites Assessment

7.8 We will use this paper to share our site assessment conclusions and ratings with Rutland
County Council and publish the findings to the general public as part of the next stage of our
updated NP. We are grateful to Rutland County Council for their help and guidance that
they have given us with the progress that we have made to date.

Further development of site requirements and opportunities

7.9 As part of developing the full draft version of the refreshed NP, for formal consultation
under Regulation 14 later in 2022, consideration has been given to the specific
requirements for each of the preferred sites and the opportunities that they present to
meet acknowledged housing needs and aspirations and to ensure that a high standard of
design, with sustainable development aims to the fore, will be achieved.

7.10 It is acknowledged that, notwithstanding the consideration that would have been given
to SHELAA sites by RCC highways officers, individual site requirements will need to be
considered along with the overall cumulative impact of the sites.

7.11 Each of the preferred sites has previously been considered in the previous (RCC) LP
SHEELA and highway constraints that would prevent development were not identified. It
seems reasonable to rely on that conclusion from only 2019.

7.12 Where there are identified local concerns/constraints (e.g., Goldcrest and The Beeches)
it is acknowledged that these will not become available until agreed access solutions have
been put in place.

7.13 In terms of overall volumes, as acknowledged by RCC and considered in the UTC Arup
Study (which will be part of the NP evidence base) much of the traffic in Uppingham is
generated elsewhere. Consequently adding 360 to 510 new homes over a 20-year period is
unlikely be significant when compared to general traffic growth. It is also reasonable to
assume that RCC, in suggesting 431 new houses for Uppingham in the Local Plan 1&0
Consultation, do not see highway issues preventing at least that level of growth being
achieved? It is also understood that there has been contact between landowners and
developers and RCC Highways on specific sites.

7.14 In addition to highways matters, there has also been a focus on design, layout, housing
mix/type, landscaping and open space. These have been informed by census data, housing
needs studies, consultation outcomes (including work on the original NP) and UTC
objectives/aspirations. These matters are reflected in the detailed policies for each of the
preferred sites.
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Appe
ndix 1 Call for Sites (December 2020 to January 2021)
(1) Call for Sites invitation

E mail to be sent to: (Langton Homes, Ancer Spa, Larkfleet Homes, Charles Richardson and
Uppingham Homes CLT) and letter to7 Stockerston Road.

Dear Sirs,

Please find attached an official Call for Sites in relation to the refreshed Uppingham
Neighbourhood Plan. This matter is being drawn to your attention as you have previously
expressed an interest in having your site/land considered for future development. If you wish
your site to be considered going forward it will be necessary to respond officially once more
to the latest Call for Sites.

Yours faithfully
Deborah Bettles
Uppingham Town Clerk.
(2) Outcomes

Uppingham Town Council Call for Sites in relation to the Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan
refresh.

The following developers have responded to the recent call for sites.
a) Larger sites (over 10 units)

Ancerspa on behalf of Mr & Mrs Shillcock — Uppingham Gate (commercial site for 50 houses,
25 bungalows and 32 elderly persons apartments).

Matrix Planning on behalf of Robinsons - Land off Goldcrest, and North of Firs Avenue,
Uppingham, LE15 9UP (commercial site for up to 63 dwellings)

Matrix Planning on behalf of Charlie Scott - Land off The Beeches, Uppingham, LE15 9PG
(commercial site for up to 98 dwellings)

Insight Town Planning Ltd on behalf of Langton Homes — Land on south side of Leicester
Road (commercial site for up to 190 dwellings)

DLP Planning Ltd on behalf of Larkfleet Homes — Land at Ayston Road (mixed use site for 63
dwellings- including bungalows- and a small commercial area for a discount retail unit).

NB the above application was received after the 31st December 2020 deadline but the
NPAG are recommending to Uppingham Town Council that it be included in the selection
process in order to give the residents of Uppingham the widest choice.

b) Smaller sites (less than 10 units)
Uppingham Homes CLT - Seaton Road (for 6 social housing units)

Lawrence and Jennifer Fenelon — Land between Stockerston Road and Chestnut Close (for 6
bungalows)



Strategic Approach.

The emerging refreshed Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan currently calls for the
development of between 200 and 240 dwellings in the period to 2036. The seven sites put
forward for consideration can collectively provide 533 dwellings which is approximately two
and a half times as much capacity as we require. Of the seven sites offered we should note
that five of them are proposing significant numbers of dwellings (between 63 and 190) and
that two of the sites are much smaller with each offering just 6 dwellings each. It is
suggested that we should develop a strategy of considering the larger sites from the smaller
sites under slightly different criteria in order to provide the smaller potential developers
with a level playing field when being considered as part of the overall solution to
Uppingham’s housing needs.

Such a strategy would be in line with the proposals in the Planning for the Future White
paper issued in August 2020 which stated “If local communities through the new Local Plan
process have identified sites for substantial development over the next ten years and
developers have secured planning consents, there should be a presumption that these sites
will be built out quickly. But as Rt. Hon. Sir Oliver Letwin found in his Independent Review of
Build Out Rates in 2018, the build out of large residential developments can be slow due to
low market absorption rates, with some sites taking over 20 years to complete”.

The White Paper therefore proposed the following way forward to address this issue:- “To
address this, we propose to make it clear in the revised National Planning Policy Framework
that the masterplans and design codes for sites prepared for substantial development should
seek to include a variety of development types by different builders which allow more phases
to come forward together. We will explore further options to support faster build out as we
develop our proposals for the new planning system”. It therefore follows on from this that
our assessment criteria in selecting our preferred sites must include an assessment of the
likelihood of the site actually getting developed.

A danger to us is that we select a smaller number of the larger sites and exclude those sites
not initially selected. Should those land owners/developers whose sites are selected within
the Neighbourhood Plan then choose to sit on their land awaiting uplifts in valuations rather
than building them out we could fail to reach our minimum required number of 200 new
dwellings by 2036. It is therefore proposed that we develop a policy in our Neighbourhood
Plan that only allocates sites for development for a period of three years. If after that time
the landowner/developer has not achieved formal Planning Permission then the site can
removed from the allocation bank and replaced with an alternative site at the discretion of
the Town Council. Likewise, once Planning Permission is received, if meaningful construction
has not commenced within three years of the permission being granted then the site may
also be removed from the land allocation bank and replaced with an alternative site at the
discretion of the Town Council. In both cases the Town Council will have the discretion to
permit an appropriate extension to these time scales if it is happy with evidence produced
to show that progress is imminent.

In this way we can strongly influence the actual delivery of much needed homes for
Uppingham. Additionally we can repeat the successful strategy developed in the existing
Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan of allocating land for immediate development and land for



later development. Again this should assist in the actual delivery of new homes as the sites
will become more manageable in size. We will need to develop some transparent evaluation
models for assessing the sites put forward. It is proposed that a timescale of 28th February
2021 be set for us to have established these models and to have published them. A useful
starting point for developing our models can be found in the Site Assessments and
Allocations Toolkit produced by Locality specifically for Neighbourhood Planners. We will
then wish to build onto this initial scoring with any additional weighting given to community
preferences and an assessment of how likely actual delivery will be. It is also suggested that
a part of the model should be a score for how willing the developers are to work proactively
with the NPAG during the design, planning and delivery stages.

Sadly some developers will see the Neighbourhood Plan as a barrier to profitability and we
should prioritise the allocation of our valuable rights to develop to those developers who
can demonstrate a collaborative approach. The key thing with any model that we develop is
having a transparent evidence base which appraises all the sites and gives a clear reason
why sites are suitable for allocation and equally important for those sites rejected, a
justification is needed stating why they are not suitable. Historically one approach has been
to use a desk based assessment model to create a list of preferred sites that is then put out
to the public for wider consultation. We would like to recommend a more inclusive model
that allows the collection of public feedback at a much earlier stage and allows the
Uppingham residents to comment on all the sites put forward for consideration. Whilst we
have already held a successful “Developers Morning” in December 2019, not all those now
putting forward a site were represented at that event. It is therefore suggested that a small
booklet be printed and distributed to every home in Uppingham seeking feedback on each
site against a set of pre-established criteria that can become additional evidence to the
“Developers Morning” data already collected. Each developer will be allocated two pages in
the booklet to put forward their case for their site.

The model for the larger sites could therefore potentially have the following weightings:-

- Locality model and template 50%

- Resident feedback 25%

- Undertaking by developer to work collaboratively with NPAG 15%
- Assessment by NPAG of likelihood of actual delivery 10%

The model for the smaller sites could potentially have the following weightings:-

- Locality model and template 35%

- Resident feedback 40%

- Undertaking by developer to work collaboratively with NPAG 15%
- Assessment by NPAG of likelihood of actual delivery 10%

The proposed timetable would be as follows:-

- Development, agreement and publication of the models 28th February 2021
- Production and distribution of booklets 31st March 2021
- Publication of results and agreement of preferred sites 31st May 2021



Paper produced on behalf of the Housing Sub-group of the Neighbourhood Plan Advisory
Group and discussed and amended at the NPAG on 21st Jan. 2021. Dave Ainslie (Chairman)

Outline details of each site.
Larger Sites.

UNP21LSD1
Uppingham Gate

UNPZ1LSD2
Land off Godderest and north of Firs Avenue
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UNP21LS03
Land off the Beeches

UNP21LS04
Land on south side of Leicester Road




UNP21L505S
Land at Ayston Road




Smaller Sites
UNP215501 Uppingham Homes CLT Badley Orchard Seaton Road

UNPSS2102
Mr & Mrs Fenelon Land between Stockerston Road and Chestnut Close
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Appendix 2 Community consultation
1 Extract (Press Release) from UTC website 25" March 2021

Uppingham Town Council will be delivering a booklet over the next few days to every
household in Uppingham about the town’s Neighbourhood Plan, to consult residents on their
views.

Neighbourhood Planning is a way for communities to have a say in the future of the places
where they live and work, by producing a Plan with legal weight which directs development
in the local area, choosing where new homes, shops and other buildings will be built.

Uppingham Town Council’s booklet is part of the process for refreshing the town’s existing
Neighbourhood Plan, and details the sites which landowners and developers have put
forward for possible future development. The Town Council is keen to collect feedback from
the public, as part of the wider process for considering, later this year, which sites will be
selected. These final sites will then be subject to a referendum of the people of Uppingham.

Clir Steve Rozak, Uppingham’s Mayor, said “If you care about how the town is being
developed over the next few years, it’s vital you take part in this consultation”.

Within the same booklet there is also a questionnaire on residents’ views about whether
constructing a north-south by-pass would be desirable, in order to reduce traffic passing
through the centre of the town. The Council is keen to point out that this issue is very much
part of forming a longer-term strategic view.

This initial consultation is open until 5pm on Friday 14 May, and residents can respond either
by completing the questionnaires via Survey Monkey www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/NPAG21
and www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/bypass21 or through returning a form within the booklet
to the Town Clerk at Uppingham Town Hall.



http://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/NPAG21
http://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/bypass21

Appendix 2 (continued)

2 Copy of Consultation leaflet (Extracts excluding section on potential by pass road)



Uppingharn, ke many other towns,
has a MNeighbourhwood Plan which
was completed and agreed by
residents in 2016, You can read it
on the Uppingham Town Council
website.

The Plan has helped to guide
the Town and County Councils
when considering how the town
should be developed over the next
few years. It now needs refreshing
in light of changes both within the
town and as a result of government
guidance.

Uppingham Town Council
created the Neighbourhood
Planning Advisory Group (NPAG)
to work on this refresh of our plan
MNPAG & made up of coundillors,
local interest groups and individuals
from the town and has been
working hard towards completion
of this work.

Ve have reached a point

1 | Upgingham Keighbourhsed Fian

where potential Developers/Land
owmiers have been imvited to submit
sites for consideration for future
As part of this, these individuals
hae submitted outling thoughts of
hiwr these sites could be developed.
Uppingham Town Coundll i now
seeking your views on these plans
the opportunity to take part in
this survey and every dwelling is
receiving a copy of this information
booklet including the questionnaire
which allows you to give us your
response to each ste.

If yous care about how the town
is being developed over the next
few years its vital you take part in
this consultation,

Steve Rozak,
Chairrman
Uppingham Town Council



Overall site plan
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UNP24/LS/o1

UPPINGHAM GATE PROPOSED MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT

This major scheme brings forward a prominent development Site with an innovative mix of strategic
and sustainable uses. It offers much needed additional choxce for Uppingham residents and businesses
including, food shopping, new housing for sale, rent and live/work. Retirement lving care home and a
range of commercial services also form key elements of the scheme. These uses will be further enhanced
with office-and workshop space for new businesses Duning 2022, Uppingham Gates’s development will
begin ta make a major cantribution to the life and economy of the town in the optimistic post-Pandemic
world which has changed the way we live, work and play

The developer, Uppingham Gate Ltd, has been working up this project in close co-operation with Uppangham
First and the Town Council for the last four years Some 79% of the site 15 now committed to spedific
companies and detailed schemes are being worked up. Providing we recewve the support we expect from
the emerging Nesghbourhood Plan we will be submitting planning applications before the end of the year
and expect to start an site delivering these opportunities to the Town by Spring of 2022

SRR SITE LOCATION PLAN |
g o, .‘- s Semmny ."2..’.’_4 -
AYSTON ROAD )
Approx. 5.6 ha |}13.9 acres
e e

The proposed developments shown on our scheme illustration on the next page include:
Employment - 0.78ha, comprising 1160m* of small business and 1100m’” of Light industrial units
praviding in excess of 200 jobs

Retail - 0.6ha, compnsing a 1,300m’ food store.

Residential - 3.3ha, comprising housing for sale and rent, elderly persons apartments and bungalows,
and live/work units for small businesses.

Community/Leisure - 0.25ha up 0 1,000m" and Play Area- 0.2ha

Road & Transport Links - The existing Northgate access road from Ayston Road would be extended
through the site as 2 spine road. In addition, the connectivity of the site is to be greatly Improved with
the formation of a new access to the A47. The retail food store will particutarly benefil from this new
junction. The existing Hopper bus service wall be a key facility in the Linkages between Uppingham Gate
and the rest of the Town Centre and residential areas of Uppingham.

The Future

In summary, the Uppingham Gate development with your support, will make a unique and ymportant
contribution to the sustamnable growth of the Town, providing a range of facilities that will complement
the existing Town Centre and the residential community of the Town

4 | Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan




Thank you for taking the time to study our plans, please lend your support 1o this
importast scheme to suppoct Uppinghaes into 2 brght future. For further mformation
and to view the scheme illatration please g0 to www.ancerspa co uk /eppinghamgate

ANCER SPA Ltd ANCERSPA
en behalf of Uppeagham Gate L1d e
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Land off Goldcrest and north of Firs Avenue, Upp
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UNP24/LS/o3
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UNP21/LS/o4

Leicester Road, Uppingham
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How it Could Look: Our Initial Thoughts...
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Land at Ayston Rood, Uppingham (Site Ref: UNP/21/05)

The Vision

Lond ofl Aysion 2000 wil deliver O hgh-Quoity
sastoinable cevelopmen! of appraumotely 0 %0
A5 mealdent dwelingt, nchuding aflordabie
howsing Ioe ocol peopio and bungaions ior the
Over 5573 QOADNOE O New Wpearmarke! A0 perve
e Neads Of NE WO ONC LXSTINg COMImUNTy.

Site Context and Connecivity

fhe sfe b cated on the northen edge of
Uppingham.  Aysionn Rood foems the she's
ecsiem boundary ond beyond Aysion Rood &
on ored clocoted and poriolly developed for
OMpIoyMoant Duepoies which iIncludes © docior's
wrgery, The own cente of Uppinghom les
opprosinmately L0m away ord i occesitie va
both cycle ond oot glong Ayston Rood.

The narth eas? of the roundabout junchon of the
A4Y ond A0S & polentialy sef fo chonge In
charocier with @ proposed roocsde service,
recharge centre, pofrcl Sing sfafion ond arve
Hry collee shop oppication wbmiied ond
st rrecedane development of 1 location
wouks £ wel

Who is the developer?

Thes dtm It baming rramnined by | orkasd Morme a ooy Benaet. comneri-winning cvasinniae whns soncirine
n rescential develooment within the East Midiands ond East of Englond Regons who have on opfion
cn e land 10 promole ond sutieguently deveicp the she,

LokBoet Homes are Iuly commitied 0 the delvary of the ste. Thay ore suppartive of the oims ond
otyec frved Of 1o NEgHEOUNoOD FIon ond what i & Sying 10 ochieve ond are koen 10 contrus Hel
ool ond commurity engagement 10 enwre tha! the ichems & Brought Iorward 20 mee! e neech of
both emying ond new resdont of e Uppinghaom community,

Design Evolution

Lofieet Momes have continued % work with the Town Councl and ofhen 1o idenify vorous potental
uses for this she. Folowing the Mee! e Develcpen Moming orgorised by the town Councl
(Neghbouhood Plan Advisory Group heid in December 2019, e schome Masionpion hos been ethoer
cmended 10 \ake On DOard he Comments recaived iom bod resdants. The amendments nciude!

o The proveion of © Nerw supeenaried iIoColed within the nodheon porson of the ste: and

o  Bungaiow development alang the souihem boundary adocent 10 e exaiing propertien olong
Frs Avenve.




et ”‘i
== s 0
L = A
——— %
Bl 5 = T (
Development Benefits

As tha land & in 0 tingle ownership, ity comprahensve planning and the delivery of development and
associoted benefifs con be asured and will secure the following:

o Guaranieed ond co-ordnaled delivery of infrashuchre and onsfe fociliSes inciuding the
wpermorkat;

¢ Dedivery of o mix of houting 10 inciude g range of 2 and 3-bed bungaiows, semi-delached and
detoched maxke! dwelings cotering for first time buyers, lamiles, and clder penom:

o Afforgabio houting lor peopie with @ local connechion 10 the area;

FolCy compiant putic Open SPOCE INCoponating G now locd Pty orec

o A high-quaity developmen! utiaing o matedols paletie 1hat i reflective of susounding Bull fomm
and Maloncll which oo Iocal 50 e area NCLANG Forisone ond red brick:

o Enhanced ree plonfing ond landscoping Glong the sie’s northern boundory ond retenson of as
much existing vegetaton as postitie specifically around he boundary of the ste;

¢ Agngle vehicular occess point off Aysion Rood,

Further information
For more Indormation, plecie contoct! Dovid Momis, lang Drector ot Loddiest Homes ab:
Dovic Mas pllorifoahomen co vk | Tek: 01778 391 550 | www lordfigethomas co vk
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UNP21/55/01

whanwLppinghambomes.uk
Ted: 1572 Bag468

Homes for Local Young Pecple -

An Exciting Proposal to Buid Truly
Affordable Homes to Rent and Part

northern side of Seaton Road
adjacent to the town's new solar
farm and extends to approximately
o08 hectares and is broadly
rectangular in shape.

Uppingham Homes has
engaged top architects G55 of
Morthamptonshire to design and

14 | Uppingham Neighbourboad Plan

secure planning approval for the
construction of six affordable

associated access, car parking

and landseaping. The proposed
development will consist of the
erection of two separate buildings,
the first fronting Seaton Road with
a parking area adpcent and the
second sitting further back: in the
site behind the parking area. The
phnned byout and access postion
can be seen below. The proposed
buildings will both be two storeys
in height and constructed from
traditicnal materials including local
sandstone.

It is propased to provide a mix
of affordable properties to rent or
bury. Four 1 bedroom apartments
to rent and two 2 bedroom
maisonettes that can be part
owned. Uppingham Homes will act
as andlord for the former, and part
owner for the latter.

The rented units will be
available to those in housing need
and it is proposed to charge a rent
at 7o of market value (10% less
than the standard affordable rent
leved). Furthermaore, The Society
s proposing to retain only 5o% of
the market rent with the remaining
20% being held by The Society in a
depaosit fund that will be returned
to tenants upon the end of their

tenancy. This Deposit Builder Trust



Fund will enable tenants to securely
build up a level of savings during
their tenancy that they can then
subsequently use to assist with
future rents or home ownership.

For more information on the
site and how to become a CLT
member or future tenant please
e-mail rons@claranet
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UMNP24/55/02

The area proposed for development
is an open field with trees around
its edge. These trees would not be
affected by the development.

The site s surrounded by
houses on thres sides.

The site is not visible from
the public highway and therefore
provides little or no public amenity
value.

RCC Planning Departrment
have accepted that this field is not
suitable for agricultural use because
it is too small and isolated from
other agricultural activity. In years
when there has been a shortage of
grazing we have offered it for free
to local farmers to graze sheep. In
years when there is not a shortage
of grass it has been difficult to
find anyone to provide animals for
grazing. There has been a difficulty
in preventing sheep breaking
out — last summer one was
recovered about half a mile away in
Stockerston Crescent.

Our proposal is to develop
the site as sensitively as possible
by buslding fve or six bungalows

16 | Uppingham Nesghbaurhood Mlan

that would caise minimal intrusion
on the nejghbouring houwses.
We understand that there is
lerable d i Ungingl
for bungalows that are within
walking distance of the town centre
and this development would help
meet this dermand.

The entrance to the site woulkd
be along the existing track and
right of way into Stockerston Road
where the entrance is within the
20mph limit. protected by ramps
and speed bumps and with good
view to either side.

Recently, RCC have given
planning permission for a large
house in a parallel strip of land to
the west of this site at the rear of g
Stockerston Road

Lawrence and Jennifer Fenelon
7 Stockerston Road
1 March 2021
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Refreshing the Neighbourhood Plan

The Uppingham Meighbourhood
Plan was one of the first in the
country. It is a shining example
of what can be achieved by local
people working together with
developers. One such success & the
Bms Development on Leicester
Road. This brought much needed
housing to the town, as well as
Developer Contribution maney,
which has been used on various
projects in the town. The fact that
the Eims has a residents group who
are now members of the Advisory
Group i testament not only to the
success of Neighbourhood Planning
but also the enduring community
spirit within the tewn itself

In the past year there has
been significant progress made
in refreshing the Meighbourhood
Plan. Ve have sought as much
representation as possible from
various groups and bodies, to

18 | Uppmgham Neighbourhood Plas

ensure that the Plan is fully
representative. Your views are vitally
important so please respond via
the online questionnaire, or paper

questionnaire if you're unable to do
50 online.

| particularly want to draw your
attention to the bypass survey, in
particular question 5. A bypass is
not a foregone condusion, and
indeed some believe it will be
decades before this is likely to be
mecessary or considered. However,
we have the power to retain a line
free from development around the
east or west of the town to allow
for a future bypass. Your answers
to this questionnaire will help us
to determine if we should retain
a development buffer, or allow

development to occur in the future.
Lastly, | want to thank all the

the Clerk for their support with

whom all of this would not be
possible.

Chiris Merricks

Chair of the Mes Ptan
Adwisory Group (NPAG)




NPAG Developers Proposals Feedback Form

Are you currently a resident of Uppingham? Yes O MNolO

On a scale of 1 to g (with 1 bang “not at all” and 5 being “completely

happy") please rate your views of the outline proposals for future housing
in Uippingham as shown in this booldet for the following measures:-

1. How happy are you with this

consultation booklet? 10 20 30 40 50O
2 The level of detail by the

developers in their pages 10 20 0 40 0
3 How easy is it to give your views 10 20 30 40 0O

if you would like any personal feedback from your comments please
provide some OPTIONAL contact details below:-

4 Proposals by each developer:-

Site UMNP2a/L501 Mixed Use
Ancer Spa (Uppingham Gate) 10 20 30 40 0O

Site LUMNP21/L5/02 Residential Housing
Matrix Planning (Goldcrest and Firs Ave) +0 20 z0 40 s0

Site UNP21/LS/o3 Residential Housing

Matrix Planning (Land off the Beeches) 10 20 30 40 0O
Site UNP21/L S04 Residential Housing

Insight Town Planning Ltd

Langton Homes (Leicester Road) 10 20 30 40 50

Uppingham Neighbourhcod Pian | 19




Site UNP21/LS/o5 Mixed Use

DLP Panning Ltd

Larkfleet Homes (Ayston Road) 10 20 30 40 50O
Site UNP21/SS/01 Affordable Housing
Uppn'dnmi-bthLT(SmmRoad) 10 20 30 40 0O
Site UNP21/55/02 Bungalows

Mr and Mrs Fenelon (StodkerstonRoad) 10 20 30 40 50O

. Please make any additional comments below that you feel would be
heipful in the refreshing of the Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan.

This questionnaire is available online at . Alternatively you can tear it out
and return it to The Town Clerk, Uppingham Town Council, The Town
Hall, High Street East LE15 9PY
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Appendix 2 (continued)

3 Consultation Outcomes

KNP Developers Proposal Fescios i Fomm

Q1 Are you currently a resident of Uppingham?
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MNPAG Developers Proposal Feedback Form

Q2 On a scale of 1to5 (with 1 being 'not at all' and S being ‘completely
happy'), please rate your views of the outline proposals for future
housing in Uppingham, as shown in this booklet for the following:
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How happy ane you 'with (5 consuliabon bookief?

MNPAG Developers Proposal Feedback Form
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9.5 22415
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Eha town 25 10 exacty how many houses will be bt Some pecple think et all chesa
hoses are going 1o be it

Malcoim Touckhn, mibOTS20TEvwsirese com
mmdmtﬁIMIﬂ:mimhm

H appears o me thal Bhese is a sizsiegy with balders tryng to inhill land hor their own

ftinancial benelit, miber than sotisty an ertified howsing need. i should be obyious that
theme is o meed for affordahie hoorsing & one e, ond SuRabie acoommaodation for ity
residerts at the other end of the spectrum. 'Weelst taken in the oond, (these submissies

SSANZL 12900 PM

SIWIOF 535 PN

SIOVIOTL 11°55 AM
SIEDOZL 207 PR

AREARE 1057 AN

Of the ?mﬂﬂm onky 4 hmee mone desads 10 view Inbuﬂﬂtpﬁl: T other 3
e vague and iack infommation! detaiis:

-Hlsmhmﬂumwﬂdemﬁdu accessing the detsls during
lmnl'lilqn'n'qh:ln:ruﬂ-f:pxsut

mmmtwmmmwm wilh @ chosr bise
eowards iFesr pwn scheme. The PC hove failed o compeee ihe schemes (0 conscer e
pros and cons of each m placring (eems 2s repaned by the achdce a5 set out inihe BPPE
The: promotional Sie assessments ae misieading and tal o consider the possile mpacts.
on Lippngham and fis immedinie aeea. Based on such o misieacing document the residents
are unahie 1o make o poper decision meaning that the NP el be based unon 3 Else
peEmise. Ilnunilmhu:rmﬂwr:mm

'M'ﬂl:tbul lskﬂ ymmmmmwmm?

ir

IEIH'HIE \H}rmﬂ:ﬂl‘qn‘dﬁlﬂlin:h:ﬂu

lr-urnp:lﬂn'll‘h hhﬁthmmmmﬁw..lmm
concesed thal theme 15 a huge tack of nfasinuciue | schoals, dodions sungenes eic, a the
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moment i Lpgengham. (i has got worse since we moved here neay 30 years agoj | ses
na mention of these (o ga alongside the Balding of these new esinbes.

18 wiell lsd oo and detsilied. However, | woold hmee lieed 1o see e ovemll sibe map m AIEHIFL 200 PN
COLOUR: 50 that we residents can CLEARLY soe how the developments come togetines.

15 1| am concesned thai; 1 the des opment proposais pot forsand are olRside the aness: T} w7
cowened by the orginal plan crculated in 2016, 2 the authonties ane chasing development to
hmn;@pu:tdrwd’

m hnnﬁyhlhlﬁﬂmltnimmt

2 | assume P15 celers i (he prESerEAnon of e FRaTTEDO i e bookls and no W i
actualy says!

= The boaklet Ix very usehu Tharks to al thast imlve inits production and distibuion.

e "W mention at all about Emveomental issoe and oo meniion of sustainabithy, Al the

nhum:imnnl-ﬂyduqn-dnunnqnu:a.rklhﬂ-ﬂqmn

ﬂ-tnunﬂ-[-tdhuthtuhnmnﬂunmuv:lﬂtlnqu

. .| ﬂu;ﬁuéh#njmhntwrnnmbuthhnmhﬂeuiummﬂuUnnqmm
Council website with inks to the surveys. | am nol resident in Uppinghars, bt | osn
penperty in she towm and wosid like o have my views [aien nlo comsiteration.

r Thee booklet (s poordy presemod and inarcessible for many people. You howe not comsidensd AGA0FL 10034 AN
those with disabidities (e.g. dysleoa) or poor eye sée. using amber! ietter combinatons io
idenihy the siles and wa find this surey = poody commidened. Alsn, the: panes & not nok
epmily recyciobis nor can it e wnthen on to make noes. aboul the ditferent proposnis:

| Il.-!l.-:l:ltﬂitﬂl:l small AISSNIEE 201 P

= 1hnlﬂqunum:munFhuhHM1mumqﬂhug#==. 4SO 352 PN

= lHFﬂﬂEHHdmtdnﬂm-huuhnﬂuuuhnmmlHudurﬂn-Bmﬁmnthnﬂu -L;;E;;;;L;___
Mot s tand UNP2 USSR

3n Arress 1o thes form s ot easy # you not o oompuer addict. UAEEEZJEFH

2 Unionunately this bookiet arfy gwes the views: of (e pmposers and these wil theeioe be 42021 1280 Pl

s 1t veoid harve been heneficial bor some Cconsinactiee comment t0 have been given so
that o bsfanced reply coold be ssbmitied. Commene could then corstruct ively Bae e
made on cach proposal.

= Does: Uppagham meally need anymore aliontable houseg? Keepng increasing the see ! ATIIZL T30 AN
deveioping of Lpgengham vl 1akie sy its unigue charm. Wie hevee something ddierem her
wity make il ike everywhens dso?

4 Uppngham does need 1o expend, £ despersely reeds more alfordable housing for people AILAOFL 655 PM
st staning on ther property jorney. There s many small aress to the norb, north east
and noeth wesa whene theme (s land suRable for ilding parcels of houses (the ke =
relmrely Bat and thens wiid e minimal probiems of steen dopes). Vehicular access is
simgiilied as ihe mutes would be staring from scraich. The seas to the souih of the Town
Certre (Market Piace and Churchj s mech less suftabie, The: geoiogy is of sieep siopes:
and deep valeys wiich would cause considerable ditficulies in consauchon of ceesdlings ai
a reasonable poce and providing sutsbie sefscular access.

= & ink should be provided fo this sie withaut having io cul and passe AILNOZL 229 PM

= The type Ince was uele Small Wiouln hay e welic ormodl mane on wWino ihe eveioners. ane. ATLAOEE 11031 AN
‘Would have been usehi (0 link these popesals (o plans for the fown cenine.

ar s good thal the residenis of Lippingnem haee the opportasty 1o mad abod and comment ALAAOEL 1173 AM
on these propos als

= bemontaincaiiyahoo. com JELDET 251 PM

=) H oocEnt ARPEE el thens i peovEDn 1o aiow thoughisicommesnts on each indracsl AZLAWE 11721 AN

proposal. semply a tick box. (Apdlogies if this s something | can do laie oo in the Survey )
&0 LBIP2LLS/0E has very listie detall JINAEL 1118 P
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41 Provious yoars propasals wene in an A4 bookiet, | i AS becoise 1 educes papes AENIOTL G 41 P
Howeee, the b s very small ang will be ditficull for many peopie [orend and analyze.
42 It wonid ber heSpial 1o bt peopis knovw whene thoy can access the indo in the bookiet online. AENOZL 137 PM

Mlaps and text 15 very small lor some pages

Vickyjmotaianedigmad com

ATHATT 1117 PM

£ Mo real informaton for BNFZLLSINE the enlance is @ single track road. Thal means: AT 655 P
approamately A5 exira cars usng on sieady busy firs mad. Sory the inkasin oee s not
theme.
a5 Ower terreiopment. AT 153 PR
Lol strsartwimibling greasl.com AT Bl AM
& Excellent and informaiive pubbahon VETIAEL 37 PM

5/17




MPAG Developers Propossl Feedback Form

Q3 On the scale of 1 to 5 again, please rate the proposals by each
developer.

Arevarend: 174 Shmpedt 1
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Sre UNP2LALSAD] Mixed Use Ances Spa
ﬂmm

s«uwzm.smmm»mm
{Gcttmwnsskmse)

s«ummsaosnuwmm
Mmaamdlﬁtaucms)

Suuwzm.smmmqw
Town Plarning Lid. Langton Homes (Lewcester
Road)

NPAG Developers Proposal Feedback Form
1 2 3 4 s
18.02%
ar
3L1B%
sa
324%
s7

28.65%
45

11.63%
20

13.19%
33

2207

16.47% 15.85%
28

12.79%
22

11.11%
19

19.41%
a3

1453%
25

18.13%

15.20%
31 v

29.07%
=0

17.05%
]
25.00%
43

2590%
&5

1o 2mn

mn 235

in 301

She UNP2ZLLEANS Mixed Use DLP Plarning Lid.
ul\dlee!mms{AysmM

3815% 1329%
66 23

15.03%
26

15.61%

17.92%
Z? 31

Snwwssmmmmw mm 127!6

WO.T(SemnM

suummss{ozwmuwus
Fenelon (Stockersion Road)

24.42%
42

16.86%
29

2

10.47% 18.60%
18 32

®

PLEASE MAKE ANY OTHER ADDITIONAL COMMENTS THAT YOU FEEL WOULD BE
HELPFUL IN THE REFRESHING OF THE UPPINGHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN.

Where popufation incrense 10 purchase bouses coming ¥om? No sdcation on tralhic, town
pwking kesure taclibies, policng, surgenes { mast curcent businesses from outside
the town) bankng or Schoots . Sacly very poar provision of infarmation, JUST LOKKS UKE
ANICE IDEA. No thought gwen ta the nocther approach 10 the town, compare & with the
sa.msnwh.

173

2a2

m

w2 317

S26/2022 350 PM

Mm“nmm1mmdmcmﬂm:m|m(
on exsting retad oustiets in the town as weil as the weesdy peoduce market. These eastng
shops aovd the currene local Support e them gves Uppingham 25 unigue atmosphene. Far
bester to improve pebiic transport Inks to nearby Oakham whese there ave already larger
retadl shops. Provision of electnc mmmum;amy

Stan agan. Be tansparent and don't send anymore surveymaonkey crap. Maybe actualy
unumdmwmwm?

TmmdwmeMufamluphﬂnmm&m puilunm
mmmwam:mnmmmcmwm

WPwSSKRmmMcWWummmmmmm
traffic and access. Some basier uses for the land would be for 2 community foeest of
actrabes such as ndng. UNP2ULSI01 scems a complete disastes wisch will nun the town
by dmwing cusiomers masty from the fown centre as wel as ncreasing faffic and people
who wil commute avay from e town. The plans appear to have been deavwn up by

mmmwmmhummmy s thes main interest.

wmbmsmwnmmm unluammm
Uppingham to be spoik In the sarme wary. These i Mitle apen space which can be used by
the jocals and few cross country walks, also Rutland lacks woods. The land around the
town is ether hoawily used farmiand or housing, so wildife & pasticulaly poor aparnt from
evasve badgers. We shouid glant trees in these spaces and allow peaghe %0 walk through
them. We coufs make Uppinghaam a grees’ iown.

The numbes of patentisl new homes wookd amount to approximately In excess of 300 unts
{probably mom) gving an ncrease i poprdanon of S00 - 1000, It would place a consigerable
stran on the infrastructure - sugesy schools and the High Street etc - what proposals ae
mmwmmm

snuAeL 432 PM

S4/20G1 2804 PM

SIU2QL 131 PM

Tmsptmumspeﬂtsvdm Very clear plan, mciusive of the whaoile towns necds.

Recreation area tenefits 3 and i5 very Skely to draw in those from deas. Has
=0 much appeal for not only budcing upoN oUT exserg community in the beeches and for
those xening from sumounding aeas. Already having access does not dsrupe the flow of
traific thiough the jown which is paramaort. Perfect area to expand, 3 the hoart not awery
|mmhmcm:ommnmmmrau

lNMWIquW:ULﬂWBMIMEMbﬂmm
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MNPAG Developers Proposal Feedback Form

for ties fand & the eccess:though Goldorest would nol suffice for 52 howses: e Firs
Aypprae as an appoach to g

I hawr ressided in Uippingham since working o the LR alongsice owning my own hisness.
For sthe futoree of the iown i & imperaiive thal e comtinue o make mpovemenis s

howses 50 that Iocal business and 1oensm can boom. Having ooked at geenl detsl in e
plans the Boeches access one is by far the prefemed option. it aeady has access which
menmns: kess disngmion on the Sow of (he (man mesning moee passers by are biely o sop
thmough. M also provides great opporiunities of housing for & range of peopie such as
cmpies and tamiies and doesnt eaclinie the mnge of demographics thal other
devalopmenis do. It i akeady nestied into the town raghes [fan cremting A development oo
the oulskins which often fesl like & seciuded veniure, creating a dvide befween gae 1ow B
5 close and accessible 1o all the local amenities making it very accessibie ta those with
mhiily concems o whenichsrs. The recreation ama s 8 oelight for not only the new
dewelopment bt also those surounding such as the beeches residents enabiing another
sarceary for lamilies which b5 pvotal to continued community Spint. With the: pandomic
Inawing aliecied the iown in & @nge of ways: This maly tils me with great prospec our
inbukss fman and iocal ismesces Can Doom once again. | have heard s the piot of e
beiongs bo and & lesls even moen fisng o expand cur tnbulows communey oo land owned
by peopie af the head of o commurty who akeady ghve so much. Fobulous plans for the
Emaml

Hersing fived in Upmngiam during childhood and recently reiumed the: land off the beaches
feeis ke a faniasic choioe for the own. The access & aiready there and uniike the others
weradd not diszupi the iown as much and fesls & a nalursl place bo ecpand our beloved
. Widih soomany new developmenis popping up on the miskins of bovwes thal feel
anarrymos and seckded this eally s enpanding inlo the henart of our sman, yob provding a
secipted hub with the recreation amea that ol those an e boaches: will benalit from. 1 fecks
this dewelnpmes? & privale and yet S0 close {0 e ameniies appesfing o 0 wide mnge of
ages el ahdities, The Scoit's are a very well mspected family and hage part of the
communiy which feels sovery apt o deveslop upon thes iand. Looking acmss all proposals
and howe this may aftect the tratfic Tiow m o out ol the town 1 would say this s least
dsnpsyve and would nat 10 deser visEors ta come o Uppingham and our focal busnesses
‘With the last year beng &s it & | very much [ke the development off Hhe beaches prvcing
he iow wash oppanunity B consiules io match &5 style. With neghbouring owns
Ixpiding lone devsiopments. an the does i natumily dwided the heart of the Sown where ths
one enables i 10 remsn | am most impeessed by these plans and sm ioolong forsarnd & be

shie to see Uppingham grow a5 # should do, expanding from (e hear

Thie BeEches pOEsen (5 60 anly ona desrabie to those Wi ane unfaemeiiar wath the Towm It
Is @ discreet enirance providing & huren et back and yet close o all the amershies. With
the access almady thene 1 is ihe least dsnpeve proposal to e town, wildide and
residenis. | 5 a natural space o grow the v wishoo i fesding the fman s expanding
further from ihe heart. i sall fesls inclsive and the plans are very desirable. The
recmational amn poses. reat vake io tamiies piving the beaches and the new develogmom
& huby | think & is one thal wall Denelil mostly and as someons hopng o e in uengham
wath my fammily 1 am wery keen o ses a plan such as this coma 0 fasbon

The Beeches has slways been a very desimbie and alimcine esidemial aen and s 2
waik from fman - yet bienderd and hidden? Highaays access o furiker potentinl develogment
sireacly ensts and | would ik the proposed recreational ae woald be an asset

Ances Spa maces No refsence 10 (he cinema, cale, gamge for the: Hopper ongatly 1nlked
aboot also what = meant by eiderty persons housing 7 Matrs Plannng -02- womies me 23
to the access and norssed trafic, What is meant by ‘polertal for new c

access7 whemn wil 8 lead? Who will manage: this? sMainx Planning 03 lacks sulficien detad
Larkiiest Homes 15 ton close (o ihe A47. Which supenmmanes is emvsaged™ Lippingham
Homes CLT mary be loo close (o the sewage plant. | disbioe the indussrial ook 25 showsm i
the drusngs secn eanier

The bookiel is rasher poory produced. | s nat cloor that ® (s not the Nesghbourhood Plan
itseif {despie 1he fithe o0 the froni page). thal not all of the skes e needed 0 meet the
ELocal Flan rcpsrenores, o ‘whal hmunﬂmmﬂmﬂthﬂt
Nsghbourhond Flan will be. The bookiet does. mot ewen siabe when responses ane requiered
o grve o daie of isspe. Some of the developer proposals aee diificull (o rend as the pont is
ton small. There should be space 0 comment on each oposal, not just (o give a score. As
regans the detaied proposals, W do not nses o supermankels i b bk (LSDLLS0S)
and there has alweys besn tnlk of a cinema and a residentinlicare home 2 Uppingham
Gabe, i S are nod ShorsT.

lrnm:m:u'ru m'ﬂ'lerug;uur mntyn'plclnrm pnpm:dmupnuu:mur_.l

9/17

SINAEL 508 PFM

SEW20TL 535 PM
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SIA0ZE 1200 PM
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fred onio Aysion Road

LMPZULSML « good mexed ese peoncsal wih decert access. Retad food sione reseds plemsty
of parking space; LB 211502 « joo marty houses proposed for ithis ansa wish anky the one
enad {Gidcresd) for access, especially grven that the Firs esisie is almady a sy
residentinl anea UNPZLASA03 - insufficient road acoess for so many houses. Meeds a new
mmmmmmmummm-ﬂchnMu
sufficeni sendoe road for this anca Incressed trathic on The Bseches will alsn make access
&0 the: childiens play area very dangemos. UNPZLLSI0S - would sit well with i recent
Elres devafopmen, and presumably Hopper access could be extended to this sie
LBP2LLE0E « this rely sm reeded &= wed &5 the Uppinghemn Gate developmenl. i
simply replicoies what has slready been proposed, bl in a less suitable locmion
LMPZUSEM] « aioniable homing for young poople s needed UNFZISS/02 - this could
vk s long as shese e ungalows, which will ne impact negatrealy on resdents: of
Cnestmud Close, and provided sutticiens access can be oSered via the curent tack. Mo
detnis needed for thes plan, MY MAR CONCERM WITH ALL DF THESE PLANS IS THAT
THERE IS FAR TOO MUCH RESIDEMTIAL PLANKING AND THE TOWHN DOES NOT
HUWE THE INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUSFPORT SO MANY ADDITIOMNAL RECIDENT 5. WE
WOLLD MEED MORE SCHDOLS, NURSERY FROVISION AND PROBABLY ANDTHER
DOCTORTS SLRGERY AND DENTIST [N DRDER TO PROVIDE SUFRICIENT LIVING
BUPPORT.

mmmumhdmmmmmmmmlmmm.

it is tme to pame. These proposals will Samage the village el tfo s ungee (o o
bemnddl markel toan. W developments are puesued on the peripheny of the fown they canna
e unclone and will imgact negaenely on our small town,. | dioubt thal this s the heiptul
COFMIMENTS: ¥OU Vere 1o eead il § say again comeeming over the green: SOaCeT canmat be
roversed.

.Hr CONCRIT I5 mmpimmmmmnul mlkllﬂu Budﬂ:-mnlu'ﬂ.l:hhiu’.u

re=pghbowrhood, | iove that | can take my childeen (o the- park nearty on (heir bikes and them
i5 mat much raific. The Beeches = curenly o peaceful estace and | feel the above plans
weouitl cormgrnimise this greatiy. My ooncemn is primarily wiib the access besg win the
Beeches. |5 theee anything that can be done the reduce (e mpact, mayhe access om an

SMIEIZL 1720 PR

SI207L 3°53 PM

UMPZLILS TG proposes an excessie number of houses ghoen the sice and maboee of e
Beeches Any consideration for developmen: should be scaled back sigreficnanity and
access should nof he through the Beeches as this woid escesd the Safe capaciy of the
roads withn the Beeches

4 am concoTed weh ik of corfidernn muees n:rl.lqﬂm: mmmtﬁn

corsaiting: on thess developmees. |§ a bypass was to be buik, it would have 10 be- ousside
all cumese howses in Uppingham and nol jos2 move e probiems away fom somes esideres

to piter existing and kang standng foan residents. The curent BYS bypass vin Duddngean
m:-hmumlmdlnrﬂnmlpm:

MrMMWWMWMMhmm
gaod gquality arnble land =5 seoen north of the frs and on leicester raad. Do not need 3

suigimirayiipt il Lippigpmen

SIZEOFL GO0T AN

E.II'Z:I.ZE.E].I}FH

AiTSATL 508 PM

.lmé'whn:nr hﬂmum:mhmm use ko be developed | Bt do ot

fsid on good agpiculivral fand < we sinuggle o feed #e nabon akeady « ve need as moch

.I;'nmu'l:lup:usﬂu

in redation o UNP2LILSE - nmshﬂmmmnmﬂum
devsiopment along the rad The Beeches. This mad s not sukshie for more tathic,
parhcuiady == the irs2 bend is alFeady o probiem wish accidenes having occurmed because of
lack of space for pRssing. The coeren] pian aliows (o 80 new homes: potemtially 160 mooe
caes as well ps telkery vans eic. As Uppingham Gole s alreacy well into e planning
s1age | suggest here i & new BCcess mad to this new development from Uppingham Gate,
rhemhy making the new development sepambe om the Beeches estate and ety
acing the negatve impact on esidents already living on ihe Beeches. The same pobiem
lies with LINPRLLSIOZ - the proposed] access mad using Firs Avenue and Goldemess is far

o small in ke an rmdmmdhiht

Hm-d‘lrnnm-mu Inrl:l.mi-n‘n l:tqlpﬂvt.ﬂ'lmmslnl:tﬂirﬂ':ur
peoperty . Cur property was near a8 mund-about, the nose: from motodskes aocelsatng off
H':mnl.tnin'limmrylmm especinly, made che notse unbearshie a5 the rmad was oo
ciose fo residemisl developments. Ofien speeding bafiic, althoosgh #hese is 240 mile speed
bmil in piace bt ot often enfoced. ARhough, thene ae new howsing developmenis m

10417

ADSAETE 633 PM

AT 1°35 PM

ﬂmﬂﬂﬁl‘
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Cakbaum mo addsoral town comte parking s availabie (o accommodale ncemRsing
et on,

;u-lﬂ'rﬂz tha kcly progeess: with: st undeveloper sites. apoeoved 0 Edition 1 of LNE,
ol thew impact on thes edton™ (2} LNFZSS 0 & complebely unsiniable, on sieeply
graded land W an e suitable for Jreen g misee consenoation,

Concesned thal thens s noifeng in e poposss e prEssures on locsl senvices L. ciors.

demises, schooks, cor pardang. In addition mary of the esiaies proposed &= access ponts
do no have infrastrctore that is swiable for the inevenble ncmesse 0 volumes of Faflic. in
acdition some of these eszmes have ploy aness for young cheldren, incressing the volume of
tmific increases the nsk to thew salety. Conssuction iratfic could not access #rough
EUSENG eSiEes

ttﬂw.ﬂnltn:l‘u.ﬂhrg H]n'l:lzln.mﬂmﬂ'u Enul:]'un u:l:n::n..lr'ﬂlrl:rmﬂﬂ'u
tralffic on the estate Io an pnacceptabie leved for the cument road struciune and change the
wihole feel of the estaie: | would sugges! e scaling back of the number of homes fi.e
feast by 50%] and separate £ fom the Baeches completely Le. creale a new access o this
proposed aes of ousing e, from the north crested o link vp with the planned
development al Uppingham Gale. Also weh al this proposed asstionsl hesing | would e
to see how the iown will amenities 1o cover all these exira peopie. in my opinion this somal
exparsion will be the nan of what s cosently a nice size- town in the county of Futland.

mun:ﬁlhmmhndﬁﬁnu iuﬂ_.'mnh-hi-ﬂmu“

susian further expansion. Whao benefes? Inndowners and developers not ihe local

communry. ‘Uppingham gate cevelopment veould sesously afiect the High Street weh a
significant Inss. of frade.

Breches developmert..._the: open space shoull betveeen the comers estale and the new
houmes. A new sccess rond is required as the ExELng aooess & iolally nadequabe for an
Incressed traffic woliame:

e da nat think shag tnene shooid Be oy mose deveiopment of the tand ofl the Beeches |
LMPILLS0E) The addibon of B0+ houses, & the extm mad traffic these would creote would
make ithe junction of the Beeches & Ayston rads even usier & mone harasious, Thes s
uuu:fﬂmulnnnl htmtrﬂi-puu.mz

UNPRLILSATE will not ek (| accessed uuﬂ:nﬂ.‘tl'q-::m road o the Beeches
Estatr, which slready services amund 100 houses. it should be pither va the eusting

I“mmm“ﬂﬂ&mﬂh-m :l"l'ltﬂ.m:hs 1 Fail i
undesstand how the curent mad imfrastruciune vall deal wieh the acdtional tratfic dunng any
corsruclion phase, &5 vehicles requensy fanee (0 park on the pavemeres (o leove
sufficent space for mhers, snd emeigency serdces, (0 access the esiale. The access o
arty deveiopment of this site, helore o alter constnecton, must surely be from the 47,
Given the waiume of proposed housing contained within the ovesal mnsed Plan, | cannot
se the justilication for dsngmng the [ves of 140 howsehclds on The: Beeches wih the
achtromal vehicufar traffic thes sl bring. 1 we conservalively assume that cach poposed
new house has one car, fhs is likely (o increase the vehcle movemenes on the cueent
infrastruciure and access ooand from Aysion Road ty ot loast 408 (rom the cunent kevel,
thirs creabing bottlenecks wihen lesving and enfering The Beeches. In my oprson, i & an
wrsartable an uMmecessay Eopasal, (o which | stronghy chject far the: reasors: odtlined
abowe. | @m n favoor of the LS50, LSA0Z, LS04, LSIDS and 5501 proposals, should ey
e necessany (o samdy confimmed demand, as they &l appear to have sufinble oad access.
Overall, however, | woadd question the reod for Soomony nes propetes, given the impact
thes addiional I'n.mrqull:rmm ﬂ'!um'lﬂ'mnﬂ:ilﬂﬂ:l‘u:qu l'lrlstn.l.'.nm:

LIIFi‘J.nEﬂ:II,ﬂEprqdel:l'rurunﬂ mm#mﬂ:m::m
concening. Increasing the curent @affic welume vall exceed the satety levels and cause
COnpestion & peak tmes. This will present o s fo ves. The play park at the end of The
Beooches & very poputar with young childien and the proposed plan will incresse: the wolame
of iraffic passing thes amea | e similsr concems with UNPZLILS0Z weh the single
actess wia Firs Avernue. Placing speed bumps (o slow down taffic s not the amswer. | juest
ads to trfic pﬂhnrl.

We wormy atoot the knock on efect of school class szes with alf fhese new houses and

tnmilies. Perhaps the schools would have @ ncreose 0 sie. Also, we wWory st once one
supesmarked e come o Uppimgham in the: Nosh Gase: then many oiher retailers will come
g Starbucks, Mo Donald’s eic etc and this wil chame the leel of Uppingham. Uppingham
vaill ther become o large bown ke Oakham. There needs t0 be another exit § erery point for
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the goid crest deveiopment. the coment plans would masios the firs avenos estoie resily busy
E-Drl'r:l‘ﬂ“]'ln1nl1‘ll new developmen.

Etc:ljﬂl.ﬂlm&tﬁ m:ltl;:n! Toyifen expanseey Sees LS04 15 too tar drom cemre
Site 5501 15 nol a strabegic sibe « boa snall, 100 farout feom. sown [Why botiher 1o cover
these small sees in this sm'tdplm:l

AL TA0 AM

Wmmm:mmwwmﬂimm in the:
gy Bem, il be deirenental (o everyore. Yiou know all the anpamenis. Plesse be brave and
manngmmur-w

" UNP211503 shoukd be in bne wih the cument beeches mw:lmmﬂm
sicuil be 3 planong s2np mainiained amend the eoge of the sEe as with the iatest phase of
the beeches and also an adoitional access mad bo the properties mher of the main A4T or
win LUAFIIE 501 Both UNPI1 LSOE and UNP21LS05 show supermarkeis. WAL the co op m
the own = thes mecessany? Wihat abowl ofher infressrucie: for the 1own: such 2 doctors,
schools ehc.

1)} Fewve (geven opmions on indridial sAes bt onesall 1 om very concemed aboud fhe
rumber of sies proposed © et oo Ayston Road chose fo the A4T roundabout. |
orderstand the Uppngham Gate sie also has an exit onto the A47 R the oher tes stes
alone Fave a wial of an addrional 208 homes: accessing direct (o the ABODE. Scrsly mo
responsibie councils can agres ta this. 2) The proposal for & supenmance! acces sed via sie
UMPRULENES would agan cause considemnble congestion on bot the Ayston Road and the
84T, The rowndaboul would become 3 baifleneck, There & & supermarket propesed ot
Uppingham Gate which can be accessed from the' 847, Ths 5 all Pat i nepded. ) 1t is not
ciear in the booklet that any ol these sies which ane solected 200 in addition to thase
n:ll.lhdmﬂl.-n:#'nd mm -I}Asl.ln'lmddumﬁfmhmr-ﬂu

Raniong houses indorles approval; chs = mislendng. | dool Senk we necd o may
heemes. The pian s incomplete; @ doesm include the Bioor Estaie o the plans for houses
opposite. The proposed housing is oo densely padoed. Cars will have: to park on
pnmﬂm-uﬂ

j h\t:ﬁ;ﬂiﬂ(rﬂdd‘l‘mﬂ.ﬁrtﬂﬂm mmw:h am exciies about
these plars. The retail and hsrmtmu[mpnm

.ﬂ!mmﬂm1hm Hﬂhm‘rﬂmﬂ’uhmu,‘tmﬂh:l
Ulhfh-m&ln NPPF Flrllﬂ.. _zr.nial

mmmmumuduﬂmm Hlln'l Hkﬂuavﬂ:
n:l'nd:lnndvu.ﬂun ll:lsmht. :n:h.lhd:m'n of the iown.

lhﬂmﬂlmﬂmmmtﬂﬂtmgmi pnslﬂrl.qq:h irack to the East
conmectng the residentinl ps of the new dewelopments with. the tmsn centre aeay from
the main road. {Perhegs thes couid cormect waEh e pagh thal s (o Todd's pece?) sa
mmuch micer for young families. Liossse LS04 couid benetil from oo to the soth west. |
thiric it will e absciutely vilnl for SS/00 to be propesty conneciad with the toan with &
louipait exbersled down the roadside s far 2= the new development. To brng thesn property
imto the toven, | think: tigh eco standanss showld be applied acoss all of the new
devslopments. | also fink dak sky fnendly bgheng {Dosmward facmg |, not oves-trighl, and
yidlra not biue in tone) should be moandated for ol new sreel and secungy kighting (and any
replacemenis 1o exsting lightng - inexpensiee @ implemnmenied from the start,
pood tor residends and better 1or nagtune. | tink e town would: benetit om @ iowes cost
supenTAkeL

e vehemertly oppose the proposal UNFZ1ASM for 75 dwelings By Langeon Homes. The
mmourt of construction work necessary 'woudd mpact on Lecesier Road noise and iraffic on
-mmmmqﬂmdﬂ:m

mm“ﬂumm I:I:I'IFHII. dangerous i all of feso
:hhﬁq:ml:mﬂm

meulru:mm:.HEumﬂlnin L Roads and access - in most

cases (paric iy the A48T ones] increased iraffic would make these

dangers. Mo major mmstucaee planned which wouid be needed. Look of the own trom

these sfes would be not good. 2 Access {0 other developments 15 vie alher ensiing

develnpments., which would jead 10 8 mi man in these estates. 3. Proposais for hese
make no mengion of extsing services. Addiional brings ncressed

residert numbers winch vl have o significan: Empact on sdocation, (mRnspor, roscs, and
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hesith provision. Mowhere in hese plans: ane these [aciors menboned. WAilhout these
additions, v condoons for curremt resicems will decease signiticanty

¥ou showld UMMMW.EMEMM|WHC m“zl'hdl r:rru-ntm
Lecesior Road, 2 of which have been approwed, which ndd o harther 190 houses miba 1he
pan. What do you beleve s the opimum popuiation for tfes pleasant market iown 7 Ths
plan mgesher with the 3 addiional housng plans aco a funter 500 homes which will mean
&N exira 1000 cars and & bage number of chidnen. The NP adis 2 sopesnarets and light
Incusinal mun:hui.uddu-hr.mn: Tmag you & irying i catm,

Etlﬁq:rﬂ'l.LHFZ‘ll‘S‘.i‘iEﬂEnﬂ: Iﬂhl: Wmm;ﬁ;m:l.nu
mmtﬁn:l respired given the other more suitshis development sites. under

ﬁzmmm Lrumd:hinr:hﬁmnut Aprtmm M:'Fn'lﬁm:rl:l :l\nrg
afl it land, {he heran & condocve: B0 housing development and Hhe access woukd be onio
a busy B road. The wauid have severe ecologcal inplications: and = ouside
the esinbished lamits of development for Uippingnam. The rackvery s desigraliod as
imoras Open Space ond should be reatined &= a fiskd scoess withow the s ol tees
wiwch bosder it on the west sinde.

This plan weth change ﬂmmuLWmhﬂ:m Too mary howses., and too

greal an increase in e populsion. [Lwil beve an ackerse eflect on the schools, and on
local :ml:r_g.mdulm.::

Tl'lsp'mni[hl ﬂhﬂnmd‘mnmt:iﬂfﬂl'nn-u waoid e o0 grent an
Increase 1o the: popoianon and will desimy the unique chamcier of Uppingham. Plans for
hl;p:luru nmmnqmqnmhuuﬂlu:ﬂ.

ﬁtnm-nimlzlrnﬂldlhuum

mmul:rm u'-l'in'lm:nnmm:l.q;ln-nﬂm mmmnmmm

been (The Fenelons) been green the opporuniy (o promote sheir piars? Did they pay for this
acheest of 5 it given tree of chage? Reeks of favontsm

nlm::lrzqi-::‘lnn.m;dnﬂ: tochors. dentisis u:tn-g:'-:hﬂ'u ndninu:l'q':'

Af o e when I:I'lruurl:lm‘qml:u‘ndn.i Iitu'rqm'J-ui mnlh:m:him
shauid be encouaged 1o be clear aboce 1he e onmeal effects of their proposais. They

should demorsSale sl green spaces will be achyely protscisd and oullee the siemegies
W&thﬁ;ﬁlﬁ:luum

Thiz=a Lm'Ftunlqmul peoposal for such 3 small town as Lippingham; aprq:un;nlulu:h
waal | vuan ties itthe histodcol Enghsh monfet cosn and e iife it offers. The Councll ecently

rejeched 0 E75.4m otter of funding 1o cmole a garden vilage ol St Geomge's Bamacks in
Marih Lufienhom. The was defeated by only one wole. S| Genge's Bamacks has sl the
mecEssary nfmsincnee already in place for e developmens withoot encroacfing on
enshing greendwsdd land and destrmgng the couniry side. This lager proposed developmens
vl pui pres=saee on loonl services and the eesiing infrsSuctune, Couse CONGESUON on
Aysion Fioad and fown cenire in particuls, creale poliotion and genemde soad sofety ssees.
It wall have socisl == vl 25 economic and eneinorEnental Cosis reducing the welbeing
among those already Bving in fman. Mew developmens an complietied ar in progress
along Leicesier Rond in Lippngham, these are sulficient for the fown ai present. | wonder i
Coumcil meeminers e imparial in ther views about the developmem across the County and
are nai :hllnhyﬂ'ﬂ o il interes) in these matiers.

mwnﬂmnhmﬂdhm mmnmdumdym = agreed
devslopment in the ganten of HoS wil make mathic safety wose and Site UNP2LISS0Z
can only exacehaie the sibuadon. Hoi tno many people obey ihe Xmph speed lim# and the
spead bumps ane angdy ineffectve and nisy. W ane shorl, enough of Trees =5 @ is; wihene
@ eplncemens going to be plemed? This proposad development & on & wildifo coendar,
despeio the sunvey . done for e budding o 803, which was exremely naccoatn and cleary
Inadeque

Site UNPZLLSAS and Stie UNFZL/LS0Z ane boih in fields which ane regoiariy wsed Ery dog .

waskiers and famelies. IF the last IZ months bave Lgin us anything, it s chat such
asccessible and bemrtihl areas. should be proiected. Wit these 2 proposals,

Gale, exiension io the Beeches and distant plans for consruction on the oiher side ol e
rmmdshoRs (| presume very dstam as not included in s Plan) of of this developmen
oo o be geouped in one arca of Uppingham. The recent deselopment on Letoester mad
s vl pinced ond has been very well gt iogether § would support ony exiension (o ths
area. | Tully soppar the Lippingtam gaie proposal and exderson B0 1he Boeches (Whese |
=T 0 resident) However, | Nave SHme CONCEms 5 60 how Consiruction Wk s nouspmen
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will aocess the Beeches extension site. Thank you (o the opporuity 10 preade heedback
on the ﬂ.nn. SipprEs Lm:mmmn:m

H:Tnerl:m:l'ru.ﬂrl.-:dni: Iﬂmﬂ udlmp-mﬂnmruslq
In::l.lm:lt EEBﬂlmmhrHEtHum an impac qn'n'rrurm:n'l

TI'ELEI:ElHHI:I UNPTLL S devpioomes woold be visibie from the {ootpalh 1o
Wardhoy wood, an anea of ouisianding nabuml by, &S Do close (o this e These ane ol
"green Fick™ shes, thend is no menton in ihe developers plans of offsesng this ks wih o
carbon newtral build. eg Solar Fansd roots, ground source heat pumps, massive ree plantng
ean. Marry trees wese fefied fo bulld the Elms Dessefopment and ol many plarted. e
Inmundllhllr:uiu‘lmlﬂmmﬂrmﬂ:mﬂmnlmm

o4 An mymmm:mdhm 1 also does not make.
planning sense o nsen a b-pass and then I'mv:a.rn.n'n'qﬂum H.rur:rd: |:I‘|t.

.'M.-rm:l dfmﬂ.ﬂ:lern.umh.rsn;hm Fern and h:lll]j']:l.l‘.ln‘lll'l‘.'l'ﬂt

LMPZLILSOL Maim concem i that mew e from A47 :mfmnm::mnmut
dangevous as wehicles. fuwe fo cross 847 going West and il is a wery lasi pece of mad
need in consitder roundebout o iraftic hghes UNPZLTLEM2 increase of taffic fiow on Firs
i and on to Aysson Road will couse congestion. Access theough Goldoness s nmmsy
ol hoxeses ness 1o area affected and proposed new countny side access already evists and
I% anfy onio alotmess ama o oow field [0 A47 LNPZLAUSMS access road fmm Ayston Road
willl cause problems &5 incroass n congestion to and from mundabout especially (or omes
o proposed supermarke! and mayhe aea will experence nose pollution fom A £7
Supermarket sEg wout be betier on UNPZLILSA] see. Do pians nsed 60 consider butiding

:Ir-me-'p sumwmmrq EUTgETY. Sacl at lnss of pnm‘unl nnpnns 02 and 05

mmﬁdzmhmmm1wmy:m Il“'nfu'llphﬂenlh:hp:d
wiich ges the mpresson theme s iitite appeite for businesses o operage in Uippingham.
How much of the 75%: now commitied to the sie = commcinl, ight ndosansl or small
buminesses and fow much 15 this going 1o boost the economy of the tman: and provide

for local peopin? It appears that this coveiopes is wsing The Lppingham: hopper
ini thier submissions &= a'way [0 tAnspon people; o chartable serace which may o may
mat continue o run. it appears e affordable housing and bungaiows will be onihe sies
hiihest mamy iroen thee toan. This ssems ssed especinly a5 bus services are consianiy
wrekes thneat and agan the: cevelopers ane hopoy 1o place reflance on A crantabie s
service. THs is A lot of new housing and commercial development for a small madke! cown
o seems ol of mmm’:m

-Iﬂy-npdmmu T ——— dm:ﬁﬁtmmmmmﬂ

which hes conmiderabie traific problems. Mone of these sies should be deseioped unté a
Dypems s beon bl

Frankly, | Bave no st 0 the NP =5 an exemrise in iocal democracy The Bmits on numisers
of residential unts | the lnst WP were compietely ovenmidden and oven mone of our grEen
msmeds sumendersd for probt. St s nesded B hoosing suiable for an agesng demographic
i Fvcersing wath targe lving spaces and a smayier memme of bedknoms (o encoueage the

m11rn'q:pql.l.-n1m EOWSITE

Elmltl:-nzzdirl:-:hrdq:nui proposed of M Lutienham wity = any sigrrficant

mmhmm“wmwmmaMMMm

the Lppingham Gaie developmeni {as per the UNPj bue can't sec one in the plans
peeseried. We hope thes dossmt mean that this makes maiding one on fiekds on the

opposile side of the: 447 more likely. The obyious place for tdldng 2 service siobon woukd
e on this Uppingham Gale site ey the supermarket. The ssrace station m ihe iown
cemm could then be moved oul of ihe iown and the e vsed o enbance fown inciities.
LBPZLSS0] is busdable i its intent b the: land is immediately adjaceni o the sewage
pani. Noi swee this is the most appropnate ste for residerzial development. Couidnt homes

hwmmummmmﬁunmmmmm

The mumiber of houses. reguined can easiy be provided by thee groposed Earger sies, if ks st
mecessany {o ensune that the nght mis of affosdable, retinemen and makes houses of
suitahie sizes ane peovided. Mot just an overburden of 3 stoney 5 bedoom hoeses which
oo |0 bo the nomme Unforunadely both of the small siles are unsuiabic wih Seaon
Roxd besg io0 far from the: foven, in o poor ooaiion sdacen to waber inestment, cosshy
infmsimcivee and an urafiordabls degn. Stockersion Road s an almos! impossibke sie o
mocess withoel unaccepiabie free and shrub ioss, an socess wihich wiould poee highway
dangers, extremely oostly nimstnocsee making the densopment i £ present fom
tinancimlly wraable, :H:n'lﬂ'nﬂmhuﬂn;w:hmmdﬁmimmm
m‘:ﬂm\mu‘qm
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72 mmmmm ommun
73 mh%m(dnm-ﬂswmmwmmeﬂmm AL2021 G55 PM
that is easily accessible, mot Bkely to sufter from floodng from waser courses, and with
reixtvely casy Access 20 exestng mads. UNP21LE01 .« This 15 a logcal site and should be
develioped LINP21LS02 « Poterniily a gooa site, but it vell throw much maoee trathc on to Firs
Avenue and &5 egress on fo Ayston Road. LNP210S03 - Again, potereily o good site,
howeses would £ be better to have the green space i the wessem thind of the site so as o
alow casy access from the ather propenties along the Seaches? it would also allow the
smal green space at e end of Twtchibed Lane 1o be incorporated with the new Putiic
Open Space. UNPZILSOS - This siic is one of the best avadable. ¥ the northfsouth typass
is b, and « 1akes S5 route, then there will need (o be some sort of nose paliution control
for the estale o the exst and south east. UNP2ILSCS - Again, a very logcal place.
UNP21SS501 « A good tse of a demebict ars. UNPZLISSO02 - A poor idea, unsutied (o
development due 1o S temain, too kmted 1 scope and Wil not make 3 senous inroad i o
mmlummdmﬁwmmmmww

74 mnmmm&mmumusnuauemmmnamm AV2021 436 PM
vay. The size of the Overk plan {p.3) is %00 small, as are 3 the ather schematics and &
wouid be hefphu to ser how this compares to the the 2016 Neghbourhood Plan whes it
secmed the West side of the town was the onfy site for a lepe numbes of houses to be
Duit, plus the Employment Land UNP2LALSA0L, which in pnncipal | agroe with, yof wonder
what the 75% of committed (0 Dusinesses aclually means, when revious papess have
staled that the ke up of unts in further devedopment here 15 questionable. Most of the new
proposed development s North, East & West of the town, why note to the Scaurh? We need
more information on evidence for the need of further housing and how many over what
period. | am totally agaknst a further 50 houses 10 be bl a5 a continuation of the Seeches
with the sole access being the cosbog Beeches Roxct & will significantly incease vehicles
aicng the Beeches, the design of which does not make for safe passage of msideres afong
the rond Into the town when wallong, with any moee vehicles passing along that ioad, @wan
aready do, The proposals seem o now look fke they are more akin to the RCC Lang
Avalabiity assessmess where further snes have heen highighted o the East of the fown,
where potentially the North East comner of the town could be overieveloped 1o the detriment
of exesting housing and the nature of the picasant estates they cumently are. This is a stan,
e we a% residents need a fuller bnefing, more infoemation on numbers requiced, an easily
accessibie one stop portal to look at all tings Upoingham. it ts quite confusing weeh al the
dfierent forums, groups and such ke that make up the voice of Uppingham and trying to
o pectinent informagion not easy. | hope that COVID allowng, we can have much more
prublic debate and forums for ainng our views, 1 the mesntime, can il this informaticn be
accessible on Uppingham Frst andfor the Town Counol Websge. Thank you; & sather
mm.

75 mmwmmmmﬂhﬂmmmmmmmm AV2021 310 PM
taken further HGY traffic Re: 1502 Frs Ave has a 20mph speed Himit which & meflecive
v not aghered 0, additional traftic calming measwres e necessany # 1his goes ahead.
With a propased 63 bouses, gving a potestial 126 extm vetuckes and 230 extra dady traffic
movenents , the dangers o chuidren and clder residents would be uracceptatie. Re LSO03,
The Beeches, Access (D $us proposyl agan comes from Aysion R which &5 abeady
palluted with high sided vehicies and frathic exceedng sposd imits. Re LS0S Land &
Aysion Rd. Over devaiopment as already oone retad tood outlet planned in the more
mWGaeLsoL

7S LS01 and LS06 will thee proximity / access 1o the A4T seom misconceved. LS01 wil do AV/2021 223 PM
naching to improve the view of the town. LS02/03/05 wili create increased taific for these
ensmqnstau

Mamau:mwdumﬂbmmm

|mmmmmuwmwﬁr¢sm;waummw
one, but it should be panted ot to bam the the aliotmese edens aee 1o the WEST of his
panned develoment site not cast. UNP2LLS0S | cannot acoept that another supermarket
I necessary on this site. A ssniyr development &= propased on the other side of Ayston
road (LINF2LLS0LE do we need two of the same 50 ciose 1o each other? Furthermore, &
wall generate trafic from aaddy moming 1S fate evening in a residental aoa with oid and
Mmmwmemwmuwmngmnmmw.
Mention &= made of Yhe norheast of the mundabout nction of the AST and ABCOS ..
m&mﬂes«muc Wsmmmsmlmlmw

™ m:wmwzmsmsmmnmmwuum maidng it  33YARL 251 PM
toa far for me to wadk from Uppingham so | would need 10 use the Hopper Theredore | would
ot do vy seguiay weekly shop there. | think: £ would have been better sited at the
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Ugpsngham end and putting the Eiderly Persons Housing at the far end wheere thive would be
less wathc passing. | would go fo the supermasicest pccasionally 2= an ctng. UNPILLSDS
the same comments apply. | presersy use the Co-on which 5 ony four minutes wall for me
anel | can wse my trofley for my weeekdy shop. | hope: thes the Co-op will not close dosn
because of the existerce of a bigger supermarketis] i the ansa os that woulkd make
shopping moee m:mm-mummm

UMPZLLSAL In prncipie we H::Ht:p'qmn] for the Ehh:‘l'pp:rmlmz,ll;ll
commertial, retaiitood, small bstness. Horseeer we teel there are batles oplions Tor
residential housing within the owm. LINSZ1/LSIDE Concermns aboul acdiional tmific shmugh
Iru:nmgﬂ-nnnhumm dso increased =athic at the nlthm'-mtg,rs-h:rlﬁnnd

Farthner mummﬁmm1mum:mm:
drsaster for ws who iee on the mad boih feom an ecologics, enveonmenial and wellbsing
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MNPAG Developers Proposal Feedback Farm
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Manual/hard copy forms
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Appendix 3 Site assessment

1 - Instructions to assessors

Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan Technical Sites Assessment
Instructions to Assessors 215 June 2021.

The model adopted by Uppingham Town Council for site assessments is based upon two key
components:

1) a technical assessment taken from the Locality Model for Neighbourhood Plans and

2) a local non-technical assessment that relies upon primary data collected from various
sources including the Developers Day and the Sites Booklet that have formed part of the
history of refreshing the Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan.

It has been agreed with Rutland County Council to carry out the technical assessments
without the assessors having sight or knowledge of the feedback from the recently
circulated booklet seeking the non-technical feedback from the residents of Uppingham.
This element of the overall model will be fed into the assessments at the next stage once
the technical work has been done.

Therefore, for the purposes of the current technical assessment, the assessors should
restrict their scoring to Sections A and D of the agreed model for each individual site. Taken
together, sections A and D complete the Locality model.

Ideally the Assessing Group should try and reach an agreed score for each individual site but
where agreement cannot be unanimously agreed it is in order for each assessor to submit
their own scores and an average will be taken across the group for the final score.

There are enough printed copies for each assessor to have an individual scorecard for each
of the seven sites being considered (five large sites and two small sites). Once the score
sheets for both sections A and D have been completed please ensure that these are
returned to Peter Leppard (Acting Town Clerk of Uppingham Town Council) who will
supervise the recording of the scores which will be a matter of public record (he will be
assisted in this administrative task by Cllr Dave Ainslie).



2 - Assessment Sheets

Uppingham Gate (UNP 21/LS/01)
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Goldcrest (UNP 21/L5/02)
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The Beeches (UNP 21/LS/03)
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Leicester Road (UNP 21/LS/04)
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Badley Orchard/Seaton Road (UNP 21/5S/01)
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Stockerston Road (UNP 21/S5/02)
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Appendix 4 SHELAA Extracts used in assessment

Site Description Identifying code SHELAA Number
Uppingham Gate UNP21/LS/01 SHELAA/UPP/02
Goldcrest Road UNP21/LS/02 SHELAA/UPP/11
The Beeches UNP21/LS/03 SHELAA/UPP/01 and UPP/12
Cricket Club Leicester Road UNP21/LS/04 SHELAA/UPP/04
Ayston Road (Larkfleet) UNP21/LS/05 SHELAA/UPP/05
Land North of Leicester Road UNP sites A & B SHELAA/UPP/08
UHCLT UNP21/SS/01 N/A Site withdrawn from NP
7 Stockerston Road UNP21/55/02 SHELAA/UPP/03

UNP21/LS/01 Uppingham Gate

SHELAA Rederence: SHELAASUPR/OZ

Site Address: Uppingham Gate, Ayston Eoad, Lppingham
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UNP21/LS/02 Goldcrest Road

SHELAA Referense: SHELAA/UPR/ 11 Site Address: Land off Goldorest Road and morth of Firs Avenue, Uppingham
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UNP21/LS/03 Beeches

SHELAA Rieference: SHELAAUIPR/ L) Site Address; Land off the Beeches. Uppingham
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UNP21/LS/04 Leicester Road in front of Cricket Club
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UNP21/LS/05 Larkfleet Site off Ayston Road

SHELAA Reference: SHELAA/UPP/OS Site Address: Land off Ayston Road, Uppingham
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Sites A&B in existing Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan — Land North of Leicester Road

SHELAS Referemoe: SHELASAFUPF/08

Site Address: Land north of Lelcester Road, Wppingham
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Appendix 5 Landowner and developer engagement

(1) Developers Morning - December 2019

Langton Homes
Ancer Spa
Larkfleet Homes
Charles Richardson
Uppingham Homes CLT

to be contacted by Ietter_ Uppingham, Rutland, LE15 9UD

Dear Sirs,
Developers Morning invitation

As you will be aware, Uppingham currently enjoys the benefits of a “made” Neighbourhood Plan that
covers the period until 2026. Uppingham Town Council has now decided to refresh this
Neighbourhood Plan and to extend it to cover the period to 2036 in line with the current plans by
Rutland County Council to refresh its Local Plan.

As part of this process a Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Group has been authorised by Uppingham
Town Council to seek the views of the public as to which future sites should be developed for housing
within the lifetime of the refreshed plan and what types of properties and designs the public would
like to see. You have all previously expressed a desire for sites that you are involved with to be
considered within the towns future development and so we would like to formally invite you to
participate in an event to show the public your ideas so that we can collect feedback from them as
part of our formal Neighbourhood Planning process.

Our intention is to hold a Developers Morning between 10am and 12 noon on Saturday 7" December
2019 at the Town Hall in the Council Chambers and the Members Room. We are styling the event as
a “drop-in” by the public to meet potential developers and to have the opportunity to speak directly
to you about your ideas. The event will also provide an opportunity for you to gather valuable first-
hand feedback from the public as part of your own design process.

You are not asked to make any formal presentations at this time but we would appreciate it if you
could put up some form of temporary exhibition of your outline thoughts and plans (where they exist)
to give a focal point for conversations.

We do hope that you will feel able to support this initiative which we actually utilised to very good
effect in the establishment of the current Neighbourhood Plan. | shall be most grateful if you will
kindly confirm your attendance (or otherwise) to Cllr Dave Ainslie

via e mail by Monday 18" November 2019 in order that we can advertise this event.

Yours faithfully,

Jane Lang
Chair of Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Group.
C/o Uppingham Town Hall, 49 High Street East, Rutland, LE15 9PY


mailto:Ben@langtonhomes.co.uk
mailto:srpease@ancerspa.co.uk
mailto:Mark.mann@larkfleethomes.co.uk
mailto:crichardson@richardsonsurveyors.co.uk
mailto:rons@clara.net
mailto:davidainslie169@btinternet.com
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(1) Vanguard Board Meetings
25" February 2021

Uppingham Vanguard Board

Working Together to help Uppingham Become an Exemplar Market Town

Summary Notes of the Eighth Meeting of the Uppingham Vanguard Board held at
10am on February 25" 2021 on Zoom

In Attendance

Members/Representatives of — Ancer Spa; CPRE Rutland, BRA Ltd, Limes Firs & Spurs Residents
Association, Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum, Uppingham Community College, Uppingham
Business Forum, Uppingham First, Langton Homes, Larkfleet Homes, Matrix Planning, UTC, RCC,
UNP/Town Plan Groups, Uppingham C of E School (from 10.36am), Little Angels and Uppingham
Homes Community Land Trust.

Invited but not present: Leighfield School; J Fenelon

1. Welcome and Apologies While awaiting the arrival of the Chair (Edward Baines) David Ainslie BEM
(Vice Chair of Uppingham First) welcomed everyone to the meeting. Apologies for absence were noted
from Bloor Homes.

2. Declarations of Interest The community, council and business interests of those participating were
noted.

3. Rutland Local Plan Update Uppingham First Chair Edward Baines joined the meeting during this
item and chaired the meeting from item 4 onward. The meeting noted that the draft Rutland Local Plan
had now been forwarded to the Planning Inspectorate with minimal change. Discussion revealed that
many of the developers and groups represented in the meeting had registered objections to the Plan,
principally because of the scale of what was proposed at St Georges and/or the likely impact on
neighbouring communities. The significance of the planned March 22" RCC meeting to debate/agree
the infrastructure funding relevant to St Georges was noted.

4. The Uppingham Bypass Options The Secretary updated the meeting on UTC’s actions in
commissioning the mapping of possible alternative routes for an A6003 north/south bypass/relief road
around Uppingham for inclusion in the updated Neighbourhood Plan. The currently confidential town
council report revealed three possible lines for such a road with the preferred option to be determined
at the council’s next meeting on March 4t 2021. Parish Transparency Code requirements meant that
the relevant document should be attached to the council agenda and reports for public examination
prior to the council debate. It was acknowledged that at least one of the proposed seven housing sites
for Uppingham was severely impacted by two of the proposed routes. It was therefore suggested that
concerned developers consider attending the town council meeting to hear the debate. They would also
have the opportunity to air their views in the public participation session.

5. Neighbourhood Plan — Site updates and assessment proposals David Ainslie BEM used Zoom
screenshare to present the recommendations of the Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Group on the
approach to be taken to site assessment being commended to the town council. Large sites had a
slightly different model to small sites. Following questions and discussion after the presentation, it was
agreed that as the draft models were already in the public domain, they should be attached to the notes
of this meeting for developer feedback prior to the town council meeting.

It was noted that each site owner/developer would be allocated two pages in the site options booklet to
be distributed to every household. Submissions should include a map. The updated timeline for the
revised N Plan agreed at the NPAG was also noted (Referendum before the end of the year).

6. Neighbourhood Planning in Rutland — Implications of the Barrowden Decision The not
insignificant county wide implications for Neighbourhood Planning of the recent RCC development
control decision on the Barrowden Community Hub was discussed. In the opinion of many, the
previously positive reputation of the county council on N Planning matters had been severely damaged



by the publicity surrounding the affair. Huge quantities of community volunteer and professional time,
as well as significant public and private sector funds, are being invested in a new generation of
neighbourhood plans. Recent development control actions had cast considerable doubt on the planning
function’s regard for the balloted public opinion and decisions inherent in these plans. Urgent meetings
were being sought with RCC accountable members and officers to help understand the county council
position on the matter, prior to the forwarding of a letter of concern to government. Outcomes would be
reported to the next meeting of the Vanguard Board.

7. CPRE Future Vision for Rutland Malcolm Touchin, Chair of the CPRE Rutland, provided
members of the board with an update on the countryside charity’s plans to prepare a ‘future vison of
Rutland’ publication before the end of the year. It was hoped to collaborate with RCC (who are also
undertaking a visioning exercise) on the matter so that a shared vision for the county results rather
than two, possibly conflicting, publications.

8. CIL and Section 106 Agreements — Uppingham requirements It was agreed that a sensible way
forward with agreements emanating from the updated Uppingham N Plan would be for developers to
share a draft of any future agreement with the Town Council prior to any formal agreement with the
county council.

9. Education Academies — an update Liz Clarke, Deputy Town Mayor and Chair of Uppingham C of
E Primary School governors outlined the challenges presented by falling roles and implications for the
future housing mix required by the town.

Geoff Thompson, Chair of Uppingham Community College governors, updated board members on a
meeting with town and county councils and the collaborative effort being made by all three academies
in the town to put together a mutual bid for CIL money support for school development projects.

10. Health and Wellbeing in Rutland — Current issues The efforts of the Uppingham community to
address the Covid-19 pandemic were briefly outlined and are to feature in a number of case studies.
A graphic representation of this effort prepared by the town’s Community Emergency Plan
Coordinators is attached for information.

11. Additional Matters

a) Janet Thompson (Chair of the Neighbourhood Forum) — In the light of the schools’ debate can
all developer site booklet submissions please incorporate house type information? Agreed

b) David Ainslie BEM — Noting the significance of the current design guide consultation to
ensuring a vibrant town, the N Plan housing sub group will have regard for the housing mix in
developer proposals

¢) Ron Simpson BEM, Neighbourhood Planning Champion- Gave notice of a number of
economic/social environmental policies likely to be considered for the updated N Plan

d) Gordon Smith (Matrix Planning) - Commenting on the proposed site booklet, reminded board
members of the required relationship between the models that bring housing to market,
design and the desired/required housing mix

e) Lucy Lewin (Little Angels) pointed out the obvious links between housing mix and demand for
child care.

12. Date of next meeting May 2021 following completion of site assessments. Date to be advised.

14th September 2021

Uppingham Vanguard Board

Working Together to help Uppingham Become an Exemplar Market Town

Summary Notes of the Ninth Meeting of the Uppingham Vanguard Board held on
September 14" 2021 at 10am in The Falcon Hotel LE15 9PY
In Attendance

Members/Representatives of — Ancer Spa; CPRE Rutland, BRA Ltd, Limes Firs & Spurs
Residents Association, Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum, Uppingham Community College,



Uppingham Business Forum, Uppingham First, Langton Homes, Larkfleet Homes, UTC, RCC,
UNP/Town Plan Groups, and the Uppingham Homes Community Land Trust.

Invited but not present: Matrix Planning; J Fenelon; Chris Merricks

1. Welcome and Apologies Chair Edward Baines welcomed everyone to the meeting.
Apologies for absence were noted. It was acknowledged that this meeting would concentrate
on housing, hence the lack of education and health representatives.

2. Declarations of Interest The community, council and business interests of those participating
were noted.

3. Rutland Local Plan Withdrawal —the implications for development in Uppingham

a) Developer/landowner perspectives — Each developer present provided a brief
opinion of the current position in Rutland following the decision to withdraw the
Local Plan. There was general agreement that Rutland CC now found itself in an
extraordinary position with planning applications likely to be submitted early on
behalf of a range of landowners.

b) A Neighbourhood Planning perspective - Uppingham representatives confirmed
that the position of the emerging update of the N Plan was now strengthened and
the town was likely to press forward with completion of an updated plan. It was
hoped that all developers would continue to collaborate. Noting that Matrix
Planning was not able to be present (on holiday), it was agreed that a separate
updating meeting would be offered at a later date.

4. The Uppingham Bypass route options — Where are we?
A UTC decision on the choice of route was still awaited but it was confirmed that amendments
had been made to the draft routes impacting on the Langton Homes site.

5. Neighbourhood Plan

a) Chair’s Update — In the absence of the N Plan Chair, Vice Chair RS provided a
brief update on the current position

b) Employment site actions — Station Road — A visit by the RCC Director of Places
is being organised - Uppingham Gate — Great efforts are being made to attract an
engineering design company to the site

c) Site updates and assessments — UNP Housing lead DA provided a clear
overview of the scoring outcome of the sites represented at the meeting. All three
were being viewed positively while UTC awaited a revised housing numbers
allocation from RCC

d) Likely policy areas in new plan — RS advised that design, environmental impact
and high street protection/sustainability were likely to be significant in the updated
plan.

6. Collaboration and the way forward — What will work for all parties?
It was unanimously agreed that all parties would benefit from continued collaboration and the
prompt delivery of an updated N Plan.

7. Uppingham Homes CLT — Homes England Policy Recommendation Declaring an
interest as a director of UHCLT, RS reported that Homes England had advised the Trust to
seek a community benefit society preferred policy on development sites approved in the
updated N Plan.

8. Date and content of next meeting To be determined by the Chair.



17" February 2022

Uppingham Vanguard Board

Working Together to help Uppingham Become an Exemplar Market Town

Summary Notes of the Ninth Meeting of the Uppingham Vanguard Board held at 10am
on February 17t 2022 in The Falcon Hotel

In Attendance Members/Representatives of — Ancer Spa; CPRE Rutland, BRA Ltd, Limes
Firs & Spurs Residents Association, Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum, Uppingham
Community College, Uppingham Business Forum, Uppingham First, Langton Homes,
Marrons Planning, Allison Homes, The Vistry Group, SEC Newgate, RCC, UNP/Town Plan
Groups, Uppingham Patient Participation Group, King West and members of the Wills family,
Uppingham Homes Community Land Trust.

1. Welcome and Apologies Clir Edward Baines, Chair of Uppingham First welcomed
everyone to the meeting. Apologies for absence were noted from Chris Merricks (Chair of
NPAG) Liz Clarke (C of E Primary School) and Gordon Smith (Matrix Planning).

2. Declarations of Interest Community, council & business interests of those participating
were noted.

3. Rutland Local Plan Update — Implications for Uppingham

a) Developer/Landowner Perspectives — Following an introduction by the Chair in which
he outlined member thinking behind the recent planning permission refusal at Ketton
against officer advice, various developers/landowners offered their own perspective on
the current position regarding the preparation of a new Local Plan. Concerns included
the length of the timetable, the apparent repetition and the cost involved

b) Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan Status — In the absence of the NPAG Chair, RS
provide an update on the weight, legal status and juxtaposition of the emerging
updated N Plan, the existing Neighbourhood Plan, the existing Rutland Local Plan and
the updated NPPF. It was clear to all that working together with the new
Neighbourhood Plan was the right way forward.

4. The Uppingham Bypass Options A visual presentation of the three bypass routes
commended by the UTC appointed consultants and now in the public domain was offered on
screen. It was noted that for RCC, an Uppingham Bypass was not the top priority.

5. Neighbourhood Plan Updates

a) NPAG Vice Chair Report - In the absence of the NPAG Chair, RS brought the meeting
up to date with progress made on the new plan. Significant was the fact that the UTC
appointed consultant, Clive Keble, had now commenced his work on the drafting of
policies based upon the data forwarded from the NPAG working groups and the existing
N Plan and it was expected that he would be forwarding his first efforts by the end of
the month. Once considered by NPAG and UTC, the draft polices should be available
to developers /landowners by April 2022

b) Employment Sites
Uppingham Gate - Ancer Spa led the meeting through an updated on screen
presentation of the Uppingham Gate site which incorporates commercial workshop
units, a residential care home, a proposed Sainsburys supermarket and some mixed
housing. In discussion it was made clear that the case made for a new access to the
A47 was critical to the project’s success.



It clear that the final design of the Uppingham Gate could also help empower further
housing to the east side of the town and convenient access to the surgery, shopping
and Hopper service. No further progress reported on the discussions to enable the
move of a Rutland electronics company to the site. It requires an upgraded power
supply and more competitive pricing.

Station Road Industrial Estate - The visit of the town’s MP Alicia Kearns and her
offer to help explore a wider future for the estate and engage with Lincolnshire LEP
was welcomed. Also, the offer of research support from Leicester University. RCC
Director of Places Penny Sharp has also visited the site and arranged for a Tarmac
representative to assess some highway improvement costings. Research is also
underway to identify land for a suitable turning point with a view to attracting it in the
current Local Plan call for sites

Welland Vale — Interest has been expressed in some limited further development of
this site to widen the customer service offer and create further business/employment
opportunities. The updated N Plan policies could help empower this

¢) Housing Sites - Housing Group Chair DA led the meeting through each of the sites in
turn illustrating current proposals on screen where relevant. The town’s need for more
bungalows
was stressed with a number of proposals requiring improvement in this respect

d) Health, Education and Skills - Chair of the Uppingham Patient Participation Group, John
Leslie provide an on screen analysis of the issues and statistics relevant to the
Uppingham Surgery

e) CIL and Section 106 Priorities - It was again agreed that a sensible way forward with
CIL and S106 agreements emanating from the updated Uppingham N Plan would be
for developers to share a draft of any future agreement with the community and the
Town Council prior to any formal agreement with the county council

f) Likely Policy Areas in the Updated N Plan - As indicated at minute 5a, it is hoped to
circulate these at the next meeting once in draft form, but are likely to include a number
carried forward from the existing plan. These include housing density, the Station Road
development, broadband infrastructure, housing types required and independent
reviews on larger sites.

6. Open Questions and Debate In discussion before lunch issues addressed included: -

a) The potential mutual benefit of dialogue between Ancer Spa and Marrons Planning
concerning access

b) The potential mutual benefit of dialogue between Matrix Planning and King West with
regard to access and the proposed roundabout on Leicester Road

c) As some developers had not been notified of the RCC call for sites and (despite the
RCC website being consulted during the meeting) the view that it was unclear whether
resubmission was necessary for sites already captured by the N Plan updating work,
it was agreed that Secretary RS consult with the planning department and circulate the
response (Actioned).

7. Review of Purpose Following a closing summary from the Chair EB, developer
representatives were invited to give feedback on the value, role and operation of the Vanguard
Board. It was unanimously agreed that Uppingham was unique in creating such a body and
that the Vanguard Board created a positive and worthwhile engagement opportunity for all
involved in the future development of the town.

8. Date of next meeting April/May date to be advised.



14" June 2022

Uppingham Vanguard Board

Working Together to help Uppingham Become an Exemplar Market Town

Summary Notes of the Tenth Meeting of the Uppingham Vanguard Board
Held at 10am on June 14" 2022 in The Falcon Hotel

In Attendance Members/Representatives of — Ancer Spa; CPRE Rutland, BRA Ltd, Limes
Firs & Spurs Residents Association, Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum, Uppingham
Business Forum, Uppingham First, Langton Homes, Marrons Planning, Matrix Planning,
Allison Homes, The Vistry Group, SEC Newgate, RCC, NPAG, Uppingham Patient
Participation Group, a representative of the Wills family, Uppingham Homes Community
Land Trust.

1. Welcome and Apologies Clir Edward Baines, Chair of Uppingham First welcomed
everyone to the meeting. Apologies for absence were noted from Liz Clarke (Town Mayor and
C of E Primary School) and ClIr Lucy Stephenson (UF and RCC). A special welcome was
given to Clive Keeble, UTC consultant authoring the updated Neighbourhood Plan.

2. Declarations of Interest The community, council and business interests of those
participating were noted.

3. Rutland Local Plan Update — Implications for Uppingham The Chair updated board
members on progress to date at RCC in preparing a new local plan. An Issues and Options
Consultation was under preparation. A new ‘call for sites’ was also under way. It was noted
that the new Planning Portfolio Holder was independent councillor Rosemary Powell. It was
agreed that she should be invited to a future meeting of the board.

4. Gigaclear Fibre Network Board members were updated on the announcement by
Gigaclear that it was to extend its fibre to the premise network such that it would serve the
whole town, including the proposed new development sites. Uppingham First would be acting
as community champion for the project.

5. Neighbourhood Plan Update - Working Version No 9 Following introductory words from
Clive Keble and Housing Group Chair David Ainslie BEM, Developer and Land representatives
were invited to give feedback (with particular reference to their site) on Version 9 of the plan
which had been circulated in advance. Following extensive discussion, and largely positive
feedback, it was agreed that site colleagues would confirm their feedback after the meeting in
writing where appropriate. Updated maps were also requested.

6. Open Questions and Debate Following questions of detail relevant to one or two housing
and commercial sites it was agreed that all were content with the general direction of the plan.

7. Timetable It was agreed that a timetable for the plan including a Regulation 14 consultation
would be agreed with UTC and RCC as soon as possible and then published.

8. Levelling Up It was agreed that given the collaborative nature of the Vanguard Board,
and the messages this held for planning generally, the Minister of the Day be invited to a
future meeting

9. Any Other Business None.

10. Date of Next Meeting Date To be advised in consultation with the Chair.



(2) Minutes of Uppingham First Meetings

17th December 2020

Minutes of a Board Meeting held via Zoom on Thur. December 17th 2020

In Attendance

Business Directors: Edward Baines (Chair), Kath Gilbert, Ron Simpson BEM, James
Torbell, Nick Townsend

Community Directors: David Ainslie BEM, Mark Shaw, Janet Thompson

Statutory Sector Directors: Lucy Stephenson, Geoff Thompson

Community Liaison: Christine Edwards

1. Apologies for Absence Business Director Trevor Ellis.

2. Chair's Opening Remarks Edward Baines welcomed everyone to the meeting and
congratulated directors on continuing to keep the partnership functional and effective during
the Covid 19 crisis.

3. Declarations of Interest Board member interests in various businesses, charities and
community groups within the town and the county were noted. Agenda item 8d (Uppingham
Homes), was acknowledged as a personal and non - pecuniary interest for David Ainslie BEM,
Edward Baines, Christine Edwards, Mark Shaw, Geoff Thompson, Janet Thompson, Nick
Townsend.

4. Minutes of a Board Meeting Held on September 29" 2020
Circulated and approved as a true record

5. Matters Arising

None

6. Secretary/Treasurer Report

a) Quarterly Finance Update - In accordance with insurance requirements, transactions
for the period September 29" to December 16™ were recorded as being witnessed by
a director. Current bank balance was £15,050.87 (Incorporates the Hopper, Rutland
Lottery, Stilton Cheese Run, CPRE Quiz and UppShop funds). It was noted that the
partnership now had both PayPal and Sum Up accounts to facilitate incoming
payments

b) Significant Correspondence and Meetings - Highlights included:- Window of Hope
activities, N Plan participation, Local Plan engagement, Radio project meetings with
representatives of two projects, Liaison and joint working with Uppingham Homes CLT
and CPRE Rutland; RCC CEO engagement, Locality (Housing Design), and CTA
(member update) online events.

7. Rutland and Stamford Radio Project The Secretary reported on ongoing discussions
with advocates of both proposed projects. UTC has now formed a radio station working party
to explore the potential benefits for Uppingham.

8. Planning and Economic Development

a) CPRE Affordable Housing Survey - The very successful Uppingham pilot was now
complete and would help inform the work of Uppingham Homes CLT. Also of interest
to the partnership was the economic development data generated in the ‘access to
local services’ section of the survey.



b) Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan - Board members were updated on recent
developments including the possibility of a second supermarket, a second local
garage, a UTC funded survey of the possible line of a western relief road and a UTC
‘call for sites’ response (closing date December 315 2020) offering twice the number
of homes suggested by the draft local plan.

¢) Rutland Local Plan — The RCC response to the numerous public replies to the Reg
19 consultation is still awaited.

d) Uppingham Homes CLT - The Secretary reported on a shared back office agreement
between the CLT and Uppingham First. A fee had been charged for this and other
research & development work undertaken for the CLT

9. Uppingham Hopper UF Vice Chair David Ainslie BEM updated members of the board on
the Hopper team achievements in the face of the Covid-19 pandemic and warned of the
financial implications and issues arising from the consequential reduction in bus income. It
was unanimously agreed that the Hopper should continue to offer its scheduled service in
addition to delivering food and medicines.

10. Uppingham First Post-Brexit Following consideration of a paper prepared by director
Nick Townsend followed by extensive discussion on the future potential and expanding role of
the partnership it was agreed that:-

a) The partnership’s construct, articles and policies be reviewed with a view to agreed
and appropriate updates being presented to the 2021 AGM

b) Service provision be updated to include a more substantial range of physical and
online events

c) The viability of an artisan/community hub and pop-up shop service in vacant shop
premises be explored

11. Any Other Business It was agreed that the final decision on the practicality of running
the Stilton Cheese Run on the last Sunday in April 2021 be delayed until March in order to
ascertain the government Covid-19 regulations on events likely to be in force at that time.

12. Date of Next Meeting Jan 28" 2021 at 6pm (later amended to Thur. February 11" 2021
at 6pm)

11" February 2021

Minutes of a Board Meeting held via Zoom on Thursday February 11th 2021

In Attendance

Business Directors: Edward Baines (Chair), Ron Simpson BEM, James Torbell, Nick
Townsend

Community Directors: David Ainslie BEM, Mark Shaw, Janet Thompson

Statutory Sector Directors: Lucy Stephenson, Geoff Thompson

Community Liaison: Christine Edwards

1. Apologies for Absence Business Directors Trevor Ellis and Kath Gilbert.

2. Chair’s Opening Remarks Edward Baines welcomed everyone to the meeting and noted
the partnership’s ongoing community engagement during the Covid 19 pandemic.

3. Declarations of Interest Board member interests in various businesses, charities and
community groups within the town and the county were noted. Agenda item 11 (Uppingham
Homes), was acknowledged as a personal and non - pecuniary interest for David Ainslie BEM,



Edward Baines, Christine Edwards, Ron Simpson BEM, Mark Shaw, Geoff Thompson, Janet
Thompson, Nick Townsend.

4. Minutes of a Board Meeting Held on December 17t 2020 Circulated and approved as
a true record

5. Matters Arising None

6. Secretary/Treasurer Report

c)

d)

e)

f)

Quarterly Finance Update - In accordance with insurance requirements, transactions
for the period January 215 to February 11" were witnessed by all attending directors
via Zoom screenshare. Current bank balance was £17, 171.28 (Incorporates the
Hopper, Rutland Lottery, Stilton Cheese Run and Defibrillator funds). It was noted that
the partnership now had HSBC current and deposit accounts. Also, HSBC debit and
credit cards as well as PayPal and Sum Up accounts to facilitate incoming payments.
All were administered by the Secretary/Treasurer with electronic payments in excess
of £3k being referred to the board for approval. All cheques require two signatures.
The Secretary is authorised to update bank mandates.

2020 Accounts — The Secretary/Treasurer led members of the board through a
thorough examination of the 2020 Income and Expenditure schedules via Zoom. It
was noted that the annual VAT return had been submitted on time (January 31°%) It
was agreed to again seek the help of accountant TA to finalise the annual accounts
and submit them to Companies House and HMRC

Banking Mandates — i) HSBC — This requires updating due to two director deaths in
recent times. Agreed that any two of the following four directors be authorised to sign
cheques:- Edward Baines, David Ainslie BEM, James Torbell and Ron Simpson BEM.
Electronic banking arrangements detailed in 6a to remain unchanged with all
transactions to be reported at the subsequent board meeting and witnessed by at
least one non-involved director ii) PayPal Account Mandate Update - Agreed that the
Secretary/Treasurer continue to administer this account (used primarily for income)
Significant Correspondence and Meetings - Highlights included:- Window of Hope
activities, N Plan participation, Local Plan response, Vanguard Board dialogue with
developers and landowners, Radio project meetings with representatives of two
projects, Liaison and joint working with Uppingham Homes CLT and CPRE Rutland;
dialogue and meetings with Locality, NCVO and the CTA.

7. Social and Economic Forums

a)

b)

c)

Business Forum — Date of next meeting agreed as Thursday February 25" at 6pm
on Zoom. All businesses to be invited

Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum - UNF Chair Janet Thompson proved a brief
update on the work being undertaken by UppWatch and the Uppingham Community
Emergency Plan Coordinator Committee during the pandemic. Next significant social
event was to be a live performance on Valentine’s evening by The Roamantics
Vanguard Board - Date of next meeting agreed as Thursday February 25" 2021 at
10am on Zoom

8. Planning and Economic Development

e)

Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan — UF Vice Chair David Ainslie updated the board
on recent developments in the NPAG housing sub group including the response to the
UTC call for sites and the development of a local site evaluation process. A planning
proposal for a second filling station on the A47/A6003 junction is outside the UNP
boundary but is attracting community concern. A UTC funded survey of the possible
line of a north/south relief road for the town is nearing completion. Concern was
expressed at a recent RCC/Barrowden planning decision in which officers
recommended, and the council ultimately approved, a major proposal which conflicted
with the parish Neighbourhood Plan. This threw doubt on the county council’s



commitment to Neighbourhood Planning and had significant implications for
community engagement and commitment to completing the update of the Uppingham
Neighbourhood Plan.

f) Rutland Local Plan — It was noted that RCC had now forwarded the new local plan to
the Planning Inspectorate complete with the numerous public replies to the Reg 19
consultation. Chair Edward Baines noted that the next significant meeting on the matter
was on February 22" 2021 when there would be final consideration of the
government’s Housing Infrastructure Funding offer

g) Town Centre Development Working Group - The Secretary reported on the Covid
— 19 challenges confronting local businesses and the difficulties in conducting a
forward looking debate. The current priority for many was survival. All businesses had
been written to individually inviting their views on what might help empower the town
centre post lockdown and in the period up to 2036. Some targets and proposals in the
Town Centre and Business Zones Plan now needed revision. The possibility of a town
relief road also required consideration and consultation. It was agreed that all matters
should be progressed at the next meeting of the town’s Business Forum

h) Pop up Shops and Artisan Hubs - Founded on the success and public feedback
received on the partnership’s Window of Hope in December 2020 (supported by
Uppingham School and local businesses), it was agreed that UF offer a temporary
pop-up shop window and artisan hub facility to the owners of empty premises in the
town centre awaiting a new let or owner.

9. Community Transport UF Vice Chair David Ainslie BEM updated members of the board
on the Uppingham Hopper team achievements in the face of the Covid-19 pandemic and again
pointed out the financial implications and issues arising from the consequential reduction in
bus income. This shortfall was reflected in the 2020 income and expenditure summaries
considered earlier in the meeting. Following debate on the way forward and possible second
bus linking to local villages at some point in the future, it was unanimously agreed that the
Hopper should continue to offer its scheduled service, in addition to delivering food and
medicines, but that further support be sought from the National Lottery.

Following consideration of three options it was unanimously agreed to pay RCC a further £5k
immediately toward settling the interest free loan on the Hopper bus. The remaining balance
would then be £7500.

10. Health and Wellbeing

a) Community Emergency Committee — The Secretary reported that this is now
meeting weekly and taking action as appropriate. The committee is liaising with RCC
through their regular online meetings with voluntary sector. Food, medicine, and
emergency help continues to be provided through UppWatch and the Hopper team

b) Home Learning Support - The Secretary reported on the partnership’s collaboration
with local IT company ClockedIn (MD is UF director Mark Shaw) to help local families
without the necessary technology be equipped to benefit from the home learning
opportunities currently on offer from schools. Thirteen tablets had so far been delivered
to local children with a very positive and warm response from the recipient households.
Mark confirmed that a small number of tablets were still available if further need was
identified.

11. Housing

a) Uppingham Homes CLT - The Secretary reported that this FCA registered
community benefit society has now submitted its application to the Housing Regulator
to become a Registered Housing Provider. Success will represent a huge step forward
for the town. The Society’s first project is to build 6 first homes for local young people.
The Society also hopes to offer local investment opportunities through Community
Shares at some point in the future. The Society is currently seeking an accountant to
join their board.



b) Badley Orchard Project — This Uppingham Homes project will offer two 2 bedroomed
properties for sale (shared equity) and four 1 bedroomed apartments to rent at below
market rates. The initiative awaits planning approval

¢) UHCLT Donation — It was approved by directors eligible to vote (See declarations of
interest) that a donation of £1650 be made to support the important work of this local
community benefit society

12. Events

a) Live and Local - It was agreed that the partnership subscribe to this initiative with a
view to mounting a local event
b) Valentine’s Evening - It was agreed the partnership underwrite and facilitate this
event in support of the Covid-19 work being undertaken by the Neighbourhood Forum
and its Community Emergency Plan Coordinators
c) Stilton Cheese Run 2021 - It was agreed that a final decision on the mounting of this
event in 2021 be taken in March in order that the prevailing government Covid-19
regulations may be taken into account
d) Social Sundays 2021 - It was agreed that a sub group be formed to plan and deliver
a series of self-funding Social Sunday events in 2021 commencing in May or such start
date that government regulations permitted. All relevant hospitality businesses to be
invited to participate and local traders to be given preferential trading opportunities.
Sub group members to be Lucy Stephenson, James Torbell, Mark Shaw and David
Ainslie.
13. UF Governance Following detailed consideration of the company’s modus operandi,
flexibility of operation and record of success, it was agreed that limited updating change was
required to move the partnership forward and comply with best practice standards in
governance. Acknowledging the written opinion of director Nick Townsend and the structural
options before it, as well as the work done by constituent and social/economic partners, it was
agreed that: -

a) The company’s articles simply be updated with regard to membership, an updated
Code of Conduct, delegated powers and duties of directors, notification of interests
and simple financial regulations. All to be submitted to the 2021 AGM for member
approval

b) The updated governance documentation be published on the website once approved

c) Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum Executive be invited to consider the merits of
charitable status

14. Any Other Business None.

15. Date of Next Meeting To be agreed subject to invited guests’ diaries. In the light of her
work in support of the community it was agreed that Alicia Kearns MP be the invited principal
guest at the partnership’s 2021 AGM.

27 April 2021

Minutes of Board Meeting held via Microsoft Teams on Tue April 27t 2021

In Attendance

Business Directors: Edward Baines (Chair), Trevor Ellis, Ron Simpson BEM, Nick Townsend
Community Directors: David Ainslie BEM, Mark Shaw, Janet Thompson

1. Apologies for Absence

Business Directors: James Torbell and Kath Gilbert.



Statutory Sector Directors: Lucy Stephenson, Geoff Thompson
Community Liaison: Christine Edwards

2. Chair’s Opening Remarks Edward Baines welcomed everyone to the meeting and noted
the partnership’s very active community engagement during the ongoing pandemic. Following
his sad death, the Chair also led the board in a recognition of the many years of public service
by HRH Prince Philip.

3. Declarations of Interest Board member interests in various businesses, charities and
community groups within the town and the county were noted. Agenda item 8a (Housing
development site owned by Uppingham Homes CLT), was acknowledged as a personal and
non - pecuniary interest for David Ainslie BEM, Edward Baines, Ron Simpson BEM, Mark
Shaw, Janet Thompson and Nick Townsend.

4. Minutes of a Board Meeting Held on February 11" 2021 Circulated and approved as a
true record

5. Matters Arising None
6. Secretary/Treasurer Report

a) Quarterly Finance Update - In accordance with insurance requirements, transactions
for the period February 11" to April 26™ were witnessed in advance of the meeting by
attending director Mark Shaw. Current bank balance is £17,106.68 (Incorporates the
Hopper, Rutland Lottery, Stilton Cheese Run and Defibrillator funds).

b) 2020 Accounts — It was unanimously agreed that, following their examination and
adjustment by the company’s volunteer accountant, the updated circulated 2020
accounts be approved for submission to HMRC and Companies House.

¢) Banking Mandates — Following advice from HSBC stating that their systems cannot
handle different payment procedures for cheques and online transactions, it was
unanimously agreed that cheque payments be brought into line with the previously
approved process and regulations for online and card payments and that any one of
the following four directors be authorised to sign cheques: - Edward Baines, David
Ainslie BEM, James Torbell and Ron Simpson BEM. Resolved that: an updated
mandate be submitted by the Secretary/Treasurer to HSBC.

d) Forward Budget — It was agreed that this be prepared in time for approval at the 2021
AGM

e) Draft New Company Articles — It was agreed that these now be reviewed by director
Nick Townsend

f) Artisan/ Community Hub Survey — Following consideration of the survey it was
agreed that this proposition be progressed if there is sufficient artisan interest

g) Significant Correspondence and Meetings - Highlights included:- Vanguard Board
dialogue with developers, agents and landowners, Liaison and joint working with
Uppingham Homes CLT, dialogue and meetings with Locality, Hopper funding and
volunteer training correspondence, contractual arrangements with Live and Local, and
2021 events preparation, and finally, a letter from The Friends of Leighfield parent
group seeking business support for its litter picking and astro-turf mini pitch initiatives.

7. Social and Economic Forums

a) Business Forum — Notes of a meeting held on Thursday February 25" were circulated
and noted

b) Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum - Notes of a public meeting and election hustings
held on April 22" 2021 have been posted on the UF website and at



www.uppinghamonline.co.uk A link to an audio recording of the meeting is posted
within the notes

Vanguard Board — It was agreed that the next meeting of the Uppingham Vanguard
Board be held in late May/early June once RCC had declared its position on the next
steps with the Rutland Local Plan.

8. Planning and Economic Development

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan — UF Vice Chair David Ainslie BEM further updated
the board on recent developments in the UTC NPAG housing sub group including the
responses to the UTC call for sites and the development of a local site evaluation
process. He confirmed that the closing date for resident responses to the UNP site
preferences booklet had been extended to June 30" 2021 because of the expected
delay in determining the direction to be taken by RCC on the new Local Plan

Rutland Local Plan — The Chair reported that there was no official news yet on the
way forward with the Rutland Local Plan following the county council’s rejection of the
offered housing infra structure funding for St Georges.

Economic and Skills Development Zone — The Secretary reported on a very positive
meeting between the members of the NPAG town centre development working group,
UF board members and employer representatives of the Station Road Industrial
Estate. Lack of progress with the upgrading of Station Road (as proposed in the current
Neighbourhood Plan) and new government funding for town centre regeneration and
job creation were discussed. It was agreed that the support of UTC, RCC, The Greater
Lincolnshire LEP and Alicia Kearns MP be sought for bids to i) secure a feasibility
study of an upgrade Station Road and adopt it as a public highway ii) submit a bid for
government support to create new jobs and economic growth for Uppingham by
expanding the Station Road area to the east to form an expanded new economic and
skills development zone by creating a new entrance/exit to the east connected to a
new relief road to the A6003. It was further agreed that, as the town’s principal centre
of community learning and development, UCC be invited to join the initiative

Town Centre Development Working Group — It was agreed to support the
aspirations of this UTC NPAG working group to include a town centre regeneration
policy in the updated Neighbourhood Plan and assist a bid to Locality for policy support
and grant aid

Community/Artisan Hub - Seven expressions of interest have been received so far.
Ten or eleven are expected.

9. Community Transport UF Vice Chair David Ainslie BEM updated board members on
progress with the Uppingham Hopper and the award of a further grant of £9405 from the
National Lottery toward its operating costs. These include the reliability issues emanating
from the electric door. It was noted with pleasure that the Hopper is to feature in a Lottery
commissioned case study on projects supported by its Community Fund. With the help of
RCC, all volunteer drivers have now been offered and accepted Covid -19 vaccinations.
Hopper volunteer updating training has been organised for two dates in May.

10. Health and Wellbeing

a)

b)

Covid-19 and the Community Emergency Plan Committee — The Secretary
reported that this committee continues to meet at regular intervals and take action as
appropriate. The committee is liaising with RCC through their regular online meetings
with voluntary sector. Food, medicine, and emergency help continues to be provided
through UppWatch and the Hopper team

Hospital Reorganisation Update — Concerns remain around the future role of
Oakham hospital and the level of support to be offered within the county.
Developments are being monitored by community groups and Healthwatch Rutland


http://www.uppinghamonline.co.uk/

c) Mental Health Community Group for Uppingham — Following an approach from a
professional involved in the Oakham based mental health safe place café, it was
agreed that the partnership help in establishing a similar group in Uppingham.

11. Events Working Group Report On behalf of the Events Working Group community
directors Mark Shaw and David Ainslie BEM, together with the Secretary, updated board
members on the progress being made the 2021 programme of events. Social Sundays will
now commence on May 23" and probably end one week after the, now arranged, Round
Rutland Run on September 19", Businesses and community groups will be contacted about
stall placement opportunities in the very near future. The Big Picnic will be led by The Crown
with UTC agreement. Children’s entertainment for the day has been commissioned by
Uppingham First. Community director Janet Thompson reported on a resumption of face-to-
face meetings of The Brownies to be held in the Scout Hut.

12. Any Other Business

a) Conflict of Interest — The Secretary reported on a possible occasional new conflict of
interest arising from his possible nomination to lead a local charity

b) High Street changes — The UF Secretary and Busies Forum Chair updated colleagues
on business arrivals and movements in the high street

c) Youth Group Initiative — Janet Thompson updated the board on a youth hub grant bid
being prepared by Geoff Thompson with colleagues.

13. Date of Next Meeting To be agreed with the MP for around June 8" 2021. This will be a
real meeting. Venue to be announced.

July 30™" 2021

Minutes of a Board Meeting held in The Falcon Hotel on Friday July 30th
2021

Prior to the 2021 AGM

Present

Business Directors: Edward Baines, Trevor Ellis, Kath Gilbert, Ron Simpson BEM, James
Torbell, Nick Townsend

Community Directors: David Ainslie BEM, and Mark Shaw

Statutory Sector Director: Lucy Stephenson (Local Government)

UNF Community Liaison Representative: Christine Edwards

Special Guests: Host - Philippa Wills, Alicia Kearns MP - Member of Parliament for Melton
and Rutland, and David Wood - High Sheriff of Rutland

1. Apologies for absence

Statutory Sector Director: Geoff Thompson (Education)
Community Director: Janet Thompson BEM

2. Chair’'s Opening Remarks Edward Baines welcomed everyone to this short pre-AGM
board meeting. In doing so he acknowledged the presence of AGM host Philippa Wills and
special guests Alicia Kearns MP and David Wood, High Sheriff of Rutland.

3. Declarations of Interest Director interests in a range of community, business and statutory
sector organisations were noted.



4. Minutes of a board meeting held on Tuesday April 271" 2021 These were agreed as a
true record.

5. Matters Arising None
6. Secretary/Treasurer Report

h) Quarterly Finance Update - In accordance with insurance requirements, transactions
for the period April 27" to July 30" 2021 were witnessed after the meeting by the Chair
Edward Baines. Current bank balance is £14870.01 (Incorporates the Hopper,
Rutland Lottery, Stilton Cheese/Round Rutland Runs and Defibrillator funds).

i) Significant Correspondence and Meetings - Highlights included: - Station Road
and Uppingham Gate employer engagement meetings, the 2021 AGM of the
Uppingham Business Forum, Liaison and joint working with Uppingham Homes CLT,
dialogue and meetings with Locality, completion of contractual arrangements with Live
and Local, and 2021 events support (including Social Sundays and the Round Rutland
Run).

7. New Company Articles The meeting unanimously agreed to approve the circulated draft
new company Articles of Association and.... Resolved: That the same be submitted for
adoption at the subsequent Annual General Meeting of the company.

8. Date of Next Meeting To be agreed with the Chair.
Notes

Following the subsequent 2021 Partnership AGM (separately minuted) the meeting was
reconvened for confidential discussion with the host and guests on the Partnership’s
achievements and forward plans.

Following short presentations from Alicia Kearns MP and David Wood, High Sheriff of
Rutland, Partnership Chair Edward Baines led a wide ranging discussion which sought to
address the future economic and social needs of Uppingham and what might foreseeably be
addressed by the Partnership. Areas for action included Community Transport, CCTV,
Station Road, Uppingham Gate and town centre priorities. It was agreed that:-

a) A further meeting of the board be held to brainstorm a wish list to be sent to Alicia
Kearns MP
b) The invited guests would be again be welcome at a suitable future meeting.

7t December 2021

Minutes of a Board Meeting held at 6pm on Tue. Dec. 7th 2021
In Attendance

Business Directors: Edward Baines (Chair), Kath Gilbert, Ron Simpson BEM,
Community Directors: David Ainslie BEM, Mark Shaw, Janet Thompson BEM

1. Apologies for Absence

Business Directors: Trevor Ellis, James Torbell and Nick Townsend
Statutory Sector Director: Lucy Stephenson
Community Liaison: Christine Edwards

2. Chair’s Opening Remarks Edward Baines welcomed everyone to the final meeting of
2021 and invited directors to raise a glass to the memory of those who had served the
Uppingham community but had sadly died since the partnership’s inception.



3. Declarations of Interest Board member interests in various businesses, charities and
community groups within the town and the county were noted. Agenda item 5c¢ (Minute 6c¢ -
Uppingham Homes CLT), was acknowledged as a personal and non - pecuniary interest for
David Ainslie BEM, Edward Baines, Ron Simpson BEM, Mark Shaw and Janet Thompson

BEM.

4. Minutes of a Board Meeting Held on July 30" 2021 Circulated and approved as a true

record

5. Matters Arising None

6. Secretary/Treasurer Report

)

k)

m)

n)

Finance Update - In accordance with insurance requirements, transactions for the
period August 1% to December 4" were witnessed by an attending director. Current
bank balance was £12,574.44 (Incorporates the Hopper, Rutland Lottery, Stilton
Cheese Run and Defibrillator funds). Credit Card balance to be cleared was £309.44
Wish List for MP — The Secretary/Treasurer led members of the board through the
final version of the wish list for Uppingham which directors had prepared at the
request of Alicia Kearns MP. This had now been forwarded to her and would form
the basis of the partnership’s 2022 work programme and budget

Donation to Uppingham Homes CLT — It was agreed that this matter be
considered in 2022

Significant Correspondence and Meetings - Highlights included: - Vanguard
Board dialogue with developers and landowners, New business liaison meetings,
Liaison and joint working with Uppingham Homes CLT and CPRE Rutland; Dialogue
and a number of online meetings with Locality, NCVO and the CTA

2022 Budget — It was agreed that this be deferred until January 2022 to allow the
‘actual’ outturns for the 2021 financial and calendar year to be calculated.

7. Social and Economic Forums

d)

e)

f)

Uppingham Business Forum - Notes of the 2021 AGM were received and the date
of the next meeting agreed as Tuesday January 25" 2022 commencing at 6pm. All
businesses to be invited

Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum - Notes of the 2021 AGM were received and
the date of the next public meeting agreed as Thursday January 20" 2022
commencing at 7.30pm, with an Executive Committee at 7pm.

Vanguard Board - Date of next meeting agreed as Thursday February 17" 2022
commencing at 10am.

8. Planning and Economic Development

f)

9)

h)

Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan — UF Vice Chair David Ainslie updated the board
on recent developments in the NPAG housing sub group including the response to
the UTC call for sites and the development of a local site evaluation process.
Planning Officer Roger Ranson of RCC is to meet with NPAG on January 13" which
should enable most housing matters to progress

Station Road Development — RCC Director of Places Penny Sharp has now met
with employers on site and has arranged for a highway specialist to cost
refurbishment work. Land is being sought to create a turn round for articulated lorries.
A Station Road defibrillator is being sponsored by local employers and should
become operational soon. An official announcement will be made when activated.
Town Centre Development Working Group — UTC has secured Locality support
and a possible grant of £15K for a range of town centre improvement policies.
Progress should be made at a meeting on December 15" 2021

AU Pop-Up Shop and Artisan Hub - Further to the agreement that UF offer a
temporary pop-up shop window and artisan hub facility to the owners of empty
premises in the town centre awaiting a new let or owner, a start has been made with



the support of The Falcon Hotel, Rotary and RMJS Associates to enable a three
month trial in the former art gallery at the rear of The Falcon Hotel. The new group
call themselves AU The Artisans of Uppingham

j) Leicester Road Roundabout — Progress on this matter is being made following a
meeting with UTC and RCC.

k) Local Plan — RCC has created a cross-party group of four politicians, chaired by the
CEO, to begin work on a new Local Plan

) Crematorium update — A letter has now been sent to the landowners of the relevant
site inviting dialogue.

9. Board Debates

a) The Future of the Uppingham Hopper — Following consideration of an ‘afternoon
call and collect’ proposal from the volunteer Hopper team it was agreed that this
suggestion be submitted for community consultation in January and then
reconsidered at the next meeting of the board. It was further agreed that from Jan to
March the Hopper service terminate at 4pm

b) RCC Vision for Rutland — The progress made by RCC in this matter was noted

¢) Rutland Health and Wellbeing Strategy — It was agreed that UF participate in the
next round of dialogue on this strategy

10. 2022 Events Subject to Covid regulations it is intended that these include: -

a) A Live and Local Event - to be agreed

b) The Stilton Cheese Run 2022

¢) Round Rutland Run 2022

d) Social Sundays Programme for 2022 — Details to be agreed
14. Any Other Business None.

15. Date of Next Meeting Thursday January 27" 2022

3"d March 2022
Minutes of a Board Meeting held at 6pm on Thursday March 3'® 2022 in Don Paddy’s

In Attendance

Business Directors: Edward Baines (Chair), Trevor Ellis, Kath Gilbert, James Torbell, Ron
Simpson BEM and Nick Townsend

Community Directors: David Ainslie BEM, Mark Shaw, Janet Thompson BEM

Special Guest: David Wood, High Sheriff of Rutland.

1. Apologies for Absence

Statutory Sector Director: Lucy Stephenson
Community Liaison: Christine Edwards

2. Chair’s Opening Remarks Edward Baines welcomed everyone to this first quarterly
meeting of 2022 and in particular David Wood, the High Sheriff of Rutland. The Chair also
briefly welcomed the town’s beat officer, Anna Ingram who had been attending another
meeting on site and had been invited by her host, James Torbell, to meet the UF board prior
to the meeting commencing. Anna agreed to forward recent crime and speed detection
statistics for distribution.

3. Declarations of Interest Board member interests in various businesses, charities and
community groups within the town and the county were noted.

4. Minutes of a Board Meeting Held on December 7" 2021 Circulated and approved as a
true record



5. Matters Arising None

6. Secretary/Treasurer Report

0)

p)

q)

Y

Finance Update - In accordance with insurance requirements, transactions for the
period January 1% to March 3 were witnessed and signed by an attending director.
Current bank balance was £14,151 (Incorporates the Hopper, Rutland Lottery, CLT
consultancy, Event and Defibrillator funds). Credit Card balance yet to be cleared
was £204.90. A detailed analysis of all 2021 income and expenditure was presented
by the Treasurer prior to consideration of the draft 2021 accounts prepared by DA.
Following debate on the positive picture presented by the accounts and partnership
residual balances, it was agreed that the accounts be signed by the Treasurer and
submitted via DA to TA (accountant) for his observations on the issue of CT liability,
prior to their submission to Companies House and HMRC

Meeting with Alicia Kearns MP — Director JT reported on a visit by Alicia Kerns,
the town’s MP, to view the Wills and Co factory led by Philipp Wills, and a
subsequent very positive meeting with RS representing Uppingham First at The
Falcon Hotel. AK had subsequently reported warmly on the meeting in both county
newspapers. Issues discussed included the future development of the Station Road
Estate and the need for a visit by the Lincolnshire Enterprise Partnership, the
proposed research on the case for a Skills and Enterprise Zone in the area (to be
supported by Leicester University), and the opportunity to press the case for a future
joint blue light station being hosted on the A47

2022 Budget and Work Programme — The Chair led members of the board
through the proposed 2022 budget and work programme on which there was
extensive positive debate. Noting in discussion the considerable extent and ambition
of the programme, along with the need for succession planning to ensure
sustainability, the draft budget and work programme was agreed.

Significant Correspondence and Meetings - Highlights since the last meeting
included: - A meeting with the CEO of the Lincolnshire Chamber of Commerce (they
now cover Rutland), a meeting with a Cabinet Office Small Business
Representative, further dialogue with a major Crematorium company, the reopening
of the partnership’s free job advertising offer for local business, the updating of the
ABC Trail web page and a change of business ownership in the town centre.

7. Social and Economic Forums

g9)
h)

)

Uppingham Business Forum - The date of the next meeting was agreed as March
29" 2022 commencing at 6pm in The Falcon Hotel. All businesses to be invited
Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum - Notes of the meeting held on January 20"
2022 were received and the excellent public attendance noted

Vanguard Board - Notes of the very positive meeting with landowners, agents and
housing developers hoping to help develop the town, held on February 171" 2022,
were received and the positive progress made noted.

8. Planning and Economic Development

m) Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan — UF Vice Chair DA updated the board on

progress made with the update of the Neighbourhood Plan. This was being drafted
by planning consultant Clive Keble. It was expected that the key policy proposals and
agreed new housing numbers would be published by late April. A new roundabout
would be part of the plan for Leicester Road together with a strengthening of the
protection for shop fronts in the town centre area.

Rutland Local Plan — RCC has now published a fresh call for sites and it is
understood that the St Georges Barracks site is now to be retained by the MOD.
Land is still being sought to create a turn round for articulated lorries in Station Road
and it is hoped that an appropriate proposal may come from a local landowner in
response to the call for sites. This could then be included in the update of the



p)

Neighbourhood Plan. Vice Chair DA undertook to progress this matter with a family
contact identified by director KG

Constituency Boundary Proposals — It was agreed that links with Leicestershire
remained important and that further business opinion be sought at the March 29"
meeting of the Business Forum

Government Levelling Up Agenda — A paper prepared by the National Association
of Local Councils was circulated and the content noted. The recognition afforded to
Leicestershire in government thinking suggests it is in the interest of Uppingham to
sustain political, social and economic links to the west as well as with Stamford.

9. Transport

d)

e)

RCC Draft Transport Plan — Listed in the covering letter circulating to the
document as a consultee, it was agreed that UF welcomed the published draft and
endorse the concept of an ‘enhanced partnership’. Also welcomed was the desire to
trial an electric bus, the enhancement of the Uppingham bus interchange,
improvements to signage and the move toward electronic ticketing.

Uppingham Hopper Forward Plan — Following a short consideration of a
brainstorming paper on the long term future of the Uppingham Hopper, its
outstanding loan debt of £7.5K, falling passenger numbers and income early and
late in the day, rising fuel and repair costs, a generous anonymous gift of £5K from
a local resident and the need to plan ahead for the long term it was agreed that;

e The Hopper's hours be reduced to 10am to 4pm Monday to Friday

e £2.5k be immediately paid to RCC to reduce the loan debt balance on the
Hopper to £5K

e That the remining £5K be paid back to RCC if DA’s bid for additional grant
was successful

e That a special meeting on the future of the Hopper be called to consider
such matters as electrification and future charitable status

10. Health and Wellbeing

a) Rutland Joint Health and Wellbeing Delivery Plan — The Secretary’

engagement with this plan was noted along with some remaining community
concerns. A community priority is access to medical care (hospitals and surgery)
via public transport for those who are unable to drive for whatever reason

b) Uppingham Surgery and Health Representative — Members of the board

recorded their thanks to John Leslie, Chair of the Uppingham Surgery Patient
Participation Group (PPG), for his recent very clear presentations to the
Neighbourhood Forum and the Vanguard Board. Given JL’s work experience, skill
set and current role, it was agreed that JL be invited to occupy the health seat.

c) Defibrillators — The donation of two extra and nearly new defibrillators to the town

from local business PCS was welcomed. One device is now being hosted in a
public cabinet on Station Road by Graham Kendrick at his new storage business
there. The other (not new but in in a portable case) device is being hosted by
Uppingham Football Club with updating supplies funded by the club. Uppingham
Cricket Club is to purchase a new device and mount it on an external wall at the
club. This will also join the town’s network and is likely to receive a donation from
Rotary in Uppingham. It was further noted that the Hopper also now carries a
defibrillator, that the Town Council will update its defibrillator in April, and that the
device in the market place will shortly be removed to enable modernisation of the
public toilet block.

11. Housing

a)

Longhurst Group — The Secretary reported mounting community concern over the
current service provision of the Longhurst group, the county council’s major housing
partner. Letters of complaint had been sent to the RCC Director of Places by the

Secretary and to Alicia Kearns MP by a resident who were following the matters up.



b) Uppingham Homes CLT - It was noted that the town council is considering donating
a section of the allotments on Tod’s Piece to the CLT to enable the construction of up
to 10 dwellings. The partnership continues to provide administrative and consultancy
support to the CLT.

12. 2022 Events

a) Stilton Cheese Run — April 24" — 110 cars are registered to date. UTC Town Clerk
Sharon Coe has submitted the relevant road closure order to RCC Highways

b) International Women’s Day — March 8" - It was agreed that the partnership support
two delegates to attend a IWD recognition breakfast event in The Falcon Hotel

¢) Social Sundays — Lead directors JT and LS of the Social Sundays working group
have now agreed a schedule of 2022 events and road closures with the Town
Council.

13. Any Other Business

e) RCC Vision for Rutland — The progress made by RCC in this matter was noted and
the final draft circulated to board members for information and possible future action

f) CPRE Projects — Declaring a non pecuniary interest as Chair of CPRE Rutland,
director RS advised the board of a number of imminent projects and grant bids that
might lend themselves to partnership working with the Uppingham and the Rutland
community. These include a series of renewable energy workshops, and the pilot of
a county wide community transport initiative. More details would be circulated once
they became available

g) Dying Matters — The opening of the new counselling and meeting rooms above
LOROS were noted with pleasure.

14. Date of Next Meeting To be agreed.

(3) Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum
22" April 2021

Notes of a General Meeting of the Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum held on
Thursday April 22" 2021 at 6.30pm on Zoom

Present

Three Leicestershire and Rutland PCC candidates, Media Representatives, Rutland and
Uppingham residents, UNF Chair Janet Thomson; County Councillor Lucy Stephenson;
Deputy Town Mayor Liz Clarke; Town Councillor and UNF Executive Members David
Ainslie BEM, Christine Edwards, Mark Shaw and Ron Simpson BEM; UNF Executive
Members Trevor Colbourne, David Greengrass, Andrew Mankowski, Margaret Simpson
BEM, Sue Streeter and Tony Streeter; representatives, volunteers and members of the
following institutions and community groups:-

Beeches Residents’ Association, St Peter & St Pauls Church, E J Toon Trust, Uppingham
Bowls Club, Uppingham Rotary Club, Uppingham Business Forum, Uppingham First,
Neighbourhood Watch, Uppingham Brownies, The EIms Residents Association The Limes,
Firs and Spurs Residents’ Association, Uppingham in Bloom, Uppingham WI, Uppingham
Town Council, Rutland County Council, UppWatch, the Rutland Health and Social Care
Policy Consortium and the Hopper Heroes.



Apologies for Absence None
1. Roll Call of Organisations and Residents

42 attendees were recorded as being present on Zoom. Attendees were advised that the
meeting was being recorded and that the sound track would be published online. It is now
available at https://1drv.ms/u/s!AtZZ0OGN60HJchINBA7jtIdE[HTIs3g?e=daKTNc

2. Chair’s Welcome and Opening Remarks

Chair Janet Thompson welcomed everyone to this the first UNF public meeting of 2021 on
Zoom and noted the excellent attendance.

3. Policing Update

Janet reported on the appointment of a new Uppingham Beat Officer, Anna Maria-Ingram,
who hoped to attend future meetings of the Forum. In the interim she had forwarded the
local crime statistics for the first quarter of 2021. See Appendix A.

4. PCC Hustings 6.30pm to 7.30pm.

PCC Candidates were offered up to ten minutes presentation time followed by up to 15 mins
guestions from the viewing audience in the following order (reverse alphabetical):-

1) Ross Willmott — Labour and Co-operative Party Candidate
Public questions

2) James Robert Moore — Liberal Democrat
Public Questions

3) Rupert Oliver Matthews — Conservative Party Candidate
Public Questions

5. Neighbourhood and Local Plans update — David Ainslie BEM

David provided a clear update on progress being made by town councillors and volunteers in
updating the Neighbourhood Plan. Forum members were urged to complete the recently
distributed housing site survey which sought to gather resident preferences on the choice of
sites. Twice the number required were currently on offer. Current target for housing numbers
was circa 250, but this number may have to increase if the Rutland Local Plan is to be
reconsidered. A decision on the best way forward with the Rutland Local Plan awaited action
by Rutland County Council and government.

6. Uppingham Homes CLT Membership and Investment Opportunities — David Ainslie

Declaring an interest as a board member of this community benefit society David provided a
brief update on its progress and invited residents to consider membership. See
www.uppinghamhomes.uk He further advised that The Society was working on a possible
community share issue which would provide local investment opportunities later in the year.

7. Bypass/Relief Road update and the South East Uppingham Business Enterprise
and Skills Zone — Ron Simpson BEM

Ron provided a brief overview of the apparent north south bypass options currently being
explored by the Town Council. It has invested £15K in a study of possible routes prior to
agreeing the location of any new housing. The study revealed that two of the route options
lay to the west but would come close to new housing developments. A third route to the east
would be technically more challenging. Ron advised that government funding was unlikely to
be forthcoming for a full bypass, but a funding opportunity had arisen that may lend itself to a


https://1drv.ms/u/s!AtZZ0GN60HJchINBA7jtldEjHTls3g?e=daKTNc
http://www.uppinghamhomes.uk/

short relief road from the A6003 to the south east if linked to an upgrading of the Station
Road Industrial Estate and the creation of a new enlarged Business Enterprise and Skills
Zone with entry from the east. This prospect was being pursued by the town’s Business
Forum and Uppingham First.

8. Rutland Conversation and Environmental Groups - County Cllr Lucy Stephenson

Lucy updated Forum attendees on the rationale behind the County Council’s Rutland
Conversation about the future of the county and encouraged residents to get involved.
Similarly, she was currently leading a mapping exercise to identify organisations and
community groups which were active on environmental matters. A day conference to engage
with the groups is being organised. Residents are invited to join the Rutland Conversation on
April 29" or May 17" 2021. E-mail the Forum for further details.

9. Social Sundays and other 2021 Events

A brief resume of events being planned for 2021 was described. This included the innovative
Social Sundays events which were to begin in May and an August ‘Big Picnic’ featuring a
children’s outdoor theatre performance. Full details will be published on the Uppingham
First website at www.uppinghamfirst.co.uk

10. High Street Update — Ron Simpson BEM

As Chair of the town’s Business Forum, Ron provided a brief over view of the business
movement and new arrivals in the high street. They included a new off-licence in Ayston
Road, Uppingham Fine foods moving into the high street, the now open LOROS store,
expansion of one café and increasing interest in the vacant pharmacy building in the market
place. A survey was also being undertaken on the possibility of a creative crafts hub being
established in the town centre.

11. Community Group Updates

These were provided by the Methodist Church who will welcome any new visitors, Jennifer
Fenelon for the Rutland Health Consortium regarding hospital reorganisation and
Uppingham in Bloom who have a plant sale coming up. Janet updated residents on the
Hopper bus receiving Lottery funding and urged residents to make use of the service. Rotary
in Uppingham reminded residents of the club’s President’s evening (details below).

The following events are under development

a) Big Picnic — Sunday August 22" — Tod’s Piece

b) Social Sundays — May 17" to September 26" — Market Place

c) Live and Local — Children’s theatre event planned for the Big Picnic

d) Round Rutland Classic Vehicle Run — September 19" - linked to Social
Sunday

e) Rotary Christmas Craft Fair — Friday November 5" in The Falcon Hotel

f) Uppingham in Bloom — Plant Sale — May 22" — 11am to 4pm — 2
Stockerston Crescent

g) Rotary President’'s Evening — June 27" 2021 — The Falcon Hotel — Tickets
from 01572 823465

Meeting closed at 8.30pm.

Appendix A Crime Stats for 15 Quarter in Uppingham 2021


http://www.uppinghamfirst.co.uk/

Hello all, | am PC 1560 Anna Ingram, your new beat officer for Uppingham! Bear with me, |
am from Essex and so my Essex slang may be a slight communication barrier at times but
trust me, you will still make more sense of me than you do PCSO Wylie.

I have lived in the Rutland area since 2011, as | was based at St Georges barracks North
Luffenham during the back end of my Army career as a Military Working Dog Trainer. |
almost live in Ketton, | say almost as | am currently in the process of purchasing a property
there, so very local to the beat. 1 live with my husband and two children.

| have been a Response officer over at Melton Mowbray covering the Melton/ Rutland area
so am quite familiar with the areas and target issues. It is week one, day two for me here so
as you can imagine, | am getting my head around the role change and the local priorities etc,
but I look forward to meeting everybody soon.

Our 3 local priorities in Uppingham remain to tackle anti-social behaviour, stop nuisance
motorbikes and target drug use in public spaces. Anti-social behaviour has reduced due to
Covid restriction we will continue to patrol hotspot area and deal positively with offending
behaviour. We currently have one youth engaging with us who is currently signed up to an
Acceptable Behaviour Contract in relation to ASB.

During this period one adult male was arrested, charged and sentence in relation to
numerous account of criminal damage (graffiti) and theft from store.

We continue to promote our email messaging service -Neighbourhood Link around the tow.
This service keeps local residents up to date around local policing matters and currently we
have 10% of households registered. Please email me your name, address (inc. post code)
and a contact detail (email and mobile) and | will sign you up. This is a great way to stay
informed on what is happening locally and in addition information is given on nation scams
and online safety advice. My email is:

Crime Stats for 1%t Quarter in Uppingham 2021

Jan;

Burglary Residential x 1

Criminal Damage x 9 (mainly Graffiti)
Theft of Fuel x 1

Theft from MV x 1

Damage to MV x 1

Feb:
Theft x 2
Theft from store x 1

Mar:

Theft from Store x 4
Criminal Damage x 6
Theft of Fuel x 1



AGM 26" August 2021

Notes of the 2021 Annual General Meeting of the Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum held on
Thursday August 26th 2021 at 7.30pm in The Falcon Hotel

Present Uppingham residents, UNF Chair Janet Thompson BEM and UNF Executive Members David
Ainslie BEM, Christine Edwards, Mark Shaw and Ron Simpson BEM Trevor Colbourne, David
Greengrass, Andrew Mankowski, Margaret Simpson BEM, Sue Streeter and Tony Streeter;
representatives, volunteers and members of the following institutions and community groups: -

Beeches Residents’ Association, St Peter & St Pauls Church, E J Toon Trust, Uppingham Bowls Club,
Uppingham Rotary Club, Uppingham Business Forum, Uppingham First, Neighbourhood Watch,
Uppingham Brownies, The Elms Residents Association The Limes, Firs and Spurs Residents’
Association, Uppingham in Bloom, Uppingham WI, Uppingham Town Council, UppWatch, the
Rutland Health and Social Care Policy Consortium and the Hopper Heroes.

Apologies for Absence None Roll Call of Organisations and Residents 43 attendees were recorded as
being present.

1. Chair’s Welcome and Opening Remarks Chair Janet Thompson welcomed everyone to this the first
UNF public meeting of 2021 on Zoom and noted the excellent attendance.

2. Annual Report and Forward Plans

a) 2021 Annual Report - Copies of the 2021 report on the work of The Forum and its community and
business partners were circulated in the meeting (also distributed to every household in the town)

b) RCC Local Plan — This is now to be re-written over a period of approximately three years at a cost
of circa £1M

¢) Uppingham Neighbourhood Plan — This is in the process of being updated with Forum
representatives actively involved. The town’s Vanguard Board is liaising with housing developers
regarding the town’s actual growth needs and meeting government housing targets. UTC has
created a N Plan Advisory Group to lead the updating of the plan. The housing section of the plan is
being led by ClIr David Ainslie BEM who updated the meeting on the progress made.

3. Executive AGM Minutes, Recommendations and Forum Elections

The meeting approved the appointments and recommendations documented in Appendix A: - 4.
Policing and CCTV Update Janet reported on the absence, due to post appointment training, of the
new Uppingham Beat Officer, PC 1560 Anna Maria-Ingram, who hoped to attend future meetings of
the Forum.

Forum Coordinator Ron Simpson reported that the Uppingham First Community Partnership was
hoping to install at least one more camera in the high street.

5. Community Emergency Plan The Executive decision to update the emergency Plan for 2022 was
noted and approved. UPPINGHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM

6. Defibrillator Training Registrations for defibrillator training, to be held on September 28th 2021
were taken after the meeting.

7. Rutland Conversation Update Forum attendees were updated on the progress being made with
the County Council’s Rutland Conversation on the future of the county and were encouraged to
remain involved. Draft outputs are due to be published for comment in November.

8. Health and Wellbeing Residents were updated on the Rutland Health and Social care Policy
Consortium concerns about the Health Plan for Rutland due to be published and considered at the



next meeting of The Rutland Health and Wellbeing Board. A short report from the Chair of the
Consortium detailing a number of issues was circulated.

9. High Street Update As Chair of the town’s Business Forum, Ron Simpson provided a brief over
view of the business movement and new arrivals in the high street. Of particular interest is a creative
crafts hub being established in the town centre by AU (The Artisans of Uppingham). This will initially
be at the rear of The Falcon Hotel.

10. Social Sundays and other 2021 Events A brief resume of the 2021 events undertaken was
described. This included the innovative Social Sundays events which had begun in May and featured
an August 22nd ‘Big Picnic’ on Tods Piece supported by Live and Local, a new classic car event and a
Rotary Christmas Fair. Full details of forthcoming events are published on the Uppingham First
website at www.uppinghamfirst.co.uk

The following events are scheduled

a) Social Sundays — May 17th to September 26th — Market Place

b) Round Rutland Classic Vehicle Run — September 19th - linked to Social Sunday
¢) Family Social Sunday — September 26th

d) Rotary Christmas Craft Fair — Friday November 5th in The Falcon Hotel

e) 2021 Fatstock Show — Wednesday November 24th

f) Christmas in Uppingham- December 2nd Meeting closed at 9.05pm.

Meeting closed at 9.05pm.

January 20" 2022

Notes of a General Meeting of the Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum held on Thursday January
20th 2022 at 7.30pm in the Garden Room of The Falcon Hotel

Present UNF Chair Janet Thompson BEM; County Councillor Lucy Stephenson; High Sheriff elect for
2022/23 Geoff Thompson, Town Councillor and UNF Executive Members David Ainslie BEM,
Christine Edwards, Mark Shaw and Ron Simpson BEM; UNF Executive Members Trevor Colbourne,
David Greengrass, Carl Kropacz, Margaret Simpson BEM, Sue Streeter and Tony Streeter;
representatives, volunteers and members of the following institutions and community groups: -

Beeches Residents’ Association, Uppingham Methodist Church, St Peter & St Pauls Church, E J Toon
Trust, Uppingham Bowls Club, Uppingham Rotary Club, Uppingham Business Forum, Uppingham
First, Neighbourhood Watch, Uppingham Brownies, The Elms Residents Association The Limes, Firs
and Spurs Residents’ Association, Uppingham in Bloom, Uppingham WI, Uppingham Town Council,
Rutland County Council, UppWatch, the Rutland Health and Social Care Policy Consortium, the
Uppingham Surgery Patient Participation Group and the Hopper Heroes.

Apologies for Absence Andrew Mankowski. Lis & Nick Townsend, Sue & John Handbury, Liz & Nick
Clarke.

1. Roll Call of Organisations and Residents

67 attendees were recorded as being present. Attendees were advised that the meeting was to be
photographed at some point in the evening.

2. Chair’s Welcome and Opening Remarks Chair


http://www.uppinghamfirst.co.uk/

Janet Thompson BEM welcomed everyone to this the first UNF public meeting of 2022 and noted the
excellent attendance and how nice it was to be able to conduct the meeting face to face and hoped
that all events will recommence in Uppingham this year. Janet was delighted to see that so many of
the associations in Uppingham were represented. Janet explained that the UNF Newsletter had been
distributed to all households and that the minutes of this meeting will be available via email and the
Uppingham First Website.

3. Health and Wellbeing
a) RCC Health and Wellbeing Strategy Plan and Statistics Forum

Coordinator Ron Simpson BEM offered a short on-screen presentation of some of the informative
local statistics underpinning the preparation of the county’s new Health and Wellbeing Strategy
being prepared by the RCC Health and Wellbeing Board in collaboration with health and wellbeing
partners. Dialogue on the draft strategy was continuing with his particular interests including access
to future services via community and public transport and the significant projected growth in the
number of elderly who are not able to cycle or walk very far.

b) Uppingham Surgery and the PPG Patient Participation Group

Chair John Leslie delivered an excellent on-screen resume of the work and current challenges of the
Uppingham Surgery and its Patient Participation Group (PPG). The workload changes since Nov 2019
were of particular note. John’s slides are appended to these notes. John explained the role of the
PPG ‘Patient Participation Group’, the structure and the input of the volunteers who bring forth
issues and suggested solutions to the Surgery and expressing the need for clarity in notifications to
patients. The PPG work together with the Surgery GPs and management to resolve issues on our
behalf. If you are interested in joining, please contact John at the PPG by email on
Uppingham.surgery@nhs.net and your email will be forwarded to him. The minutes of PPG meetings
can also be found on the web.

4. Rutland Conversation and Local Plan Update & Town Centre Matters.

Rutland County Council Deputy Leader and Uppingham Ward member Clir Lucy Stephenson brought
the meeting up to date with the start made on creating a new Rutland Local Plan, with a fresh call
for sites expected in February and a refreshed effort to engage the whole community in its
preparation. The outputs of the well UPPINGHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM received Rutland
Conversation to date would be used to help inform the new local plan. Lucy was also able to update
the meeting on the ongoing dialogue regarding the further development of Baines Corner.

Janet gave an update from Liz Clarke (Deputy Mayor) on the Market Place toilets. Collaboration by
RCC with the Town Council regarding the transfer of ownership and modernisation of the
marketplace toilets is under way. It is hoped that work will be completed by the end of March. The
Town Council have decided not to go ahead with the option of an ATM on the outside wall.

5. Neighbourhood Plan Matters
a) Where are we at?

UNF Coordinator and Neighbourhood Plan Vice Chair Ron Simpson BEM reported that the majority
of Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Group (NPAG) working groups had now forwarded the results of
their research to the consultant who was to undertake the first draft of the update plan for the
community to consider. It was hoped that this draft may be ready by April.

b) Uppingham Artisans

Ron advised that significant efforts were being made to support the establishment of an Artisans
Hub in the town with financial support and sponsorship initially coming from Rotary, Margaret and



Ron Simpson, The Falcon Hotel and Uppingham First. The Town Council was also bidding to secure a
£15K grant to help the Hub, currently located in The Falcon Yard courtesy of the Wills family, set up
in an empty property in the high street.

c) Amenities, Transport and Open Spaces UNF

Chair Janet Thompson BEM reported that a detailed survey had been conducted by members of this
group and had looked into the availability of parking spaces, possible future parking spaces on
Ayston Road and Seaton Road. The group had made recommendations to the Neighbourhood
Planning Group.

d) Housing and Employment Sites Neighbourhood Forum

Executive Member and Town Councillor David Ainslie BEM reported the progress on each of the
housing and employment sites currently being considered for inclusion in the updated
Neighbourhood Plan. Outline proposals for a number of the sites were now under consideration
with Larkfleet, for example, indicating they expected to attend this meeting to consult the
community about their expectations. (It was later learned that the Land Director of Larkfleet, who
had hoped to attend the Forum, had been hospitalised and required an operation for kidney stones.
Their consultation will be offered at a future date). It was reported that confirmation had been
received from Rutland County Council that no additional consultation on the identified sites would
be required ahead of that which would occur when the draft Neighbourhood Plan was consulted on
(hopefully later in the year). Rutland County Council, as part of their Local Plan process would be
issuing a fresh “Call for Sites” and if this threw up any additional sites in Uppingham that we were
not already aware of, then these could be considered alongside those sites that we had already
considered and communicated to the public.

e) Environmental Targets for Uppingham

Ron advised that it was likely that the updated Neighbourhood Plan would contain one or more
polices aimed at moving toward new environmental standards in Uppingham. The outputs of an
environmental working group were awaited.

6. 2022 Electric Car Survey and Charging Points

UNF Vice Chair and Town Councillor Mark Shaw advised that because of the apparently very rapid
take up of electric cars in the town and the consequential need to plan ahead with suitable
infrastructure, it was proposed that the Forum, in collaboration with CPRE Rutland, the countryside
charity, undertake a community wide survey of electric car ownership and the town’s future vehicle
energy requirements.

7. Social Sundays, Events and the Platinum Jubilee

The following events are under development by their organisers or are being proposed:

e Uppingham in Bloom Winter Warmer Lunch Saturday February 19th — 12 noon to 2pm Uppingham
Town Hall - £6.50 Tombola donations to 50 Ayston Road/36 Stockerston Crescent

¢ International Women’s Day Breakfast — March 8th The Falcon Hotel. Call 01572 823465 e Stilton
Cheese Classic Vehicle Run — Sunday April 24th - Market Place and High Street. Book at
www.stiltoncheeserun.uk Platinum Jubilee Weekend

¢ Jubilee Beacon Lighting Event on Tod’s Piece - Thursday June 2nd at 9pm

¢ Big Jubilee Lunch — Sunday June 5th —2pm in The Falcon Hotel — Led by Rotary in Uppingham in
partnership with Uppingham First, the Neighbourhood Forum and the Falcon Hotel team

¢ Uppingham Feast Day — June 19th

¢ Uppingham Social Sundays — May to September — Market Place

¢ Uppingham Flower and Produce Show - August - TBA

¢ Round Rutland Classic Vehicle Run - September 14th - linked to Social Sunday.



* Rotary Christmas Craft Fair — Friday November 4th in The Falcon Hotel -

¢ Uppingham Fatstock Show — November — TBC (Awaiting final decision on date of Melton Show)
e Christmas in Uppingham — December 1st

¢ Uppingham in December — December 2nd to 24th A new event to support Uppingham traders in
the run up to Christmas.

8. Community Group updates

Methodist Church: UNF Executive Member David Greengrass informed residents that the Methodist
Church is open for services and prayer; that they hold a drop in coffee morning on Fridays at
10.00am and that they have the ability to rent out the rooms for events. They also hold ‘Kids Clubs’
in the church rooms during the school holidays.

Uppingham in Bloom: UNF Executive Member Tony Streeter updated the meeting on this year’s
events: The Winter Warmer is being held on Saturday 19th February 2022 at the Town Hall from 12
mid-day to 2.00pm. Funds from this event will go towards a plague commemorating the Queen’s
Green Canopy trees which will be planted on Todd’s Piece. A Barn Dance is planned for 9th July 2022
in Caldecott and a welcome return of the Uppingham in Bloom Ball is on 5th November at The
Falcon Hotel.

Women'’s Institute (W.l): UNF Executive Member Sue Streeter informed attendees that the WI have
their first meeting since lockdown on Tuesday 8th February at 6.30 for 7pm at St. Peter and St. Paul
Church Hall. The speaker is well known local photographer Richard Adams and his talk is entitled
“Memories”. Members new and old are welcome with fees this year set at £22.40. Guests are also
welcome at a cost of £3.00. For your information events are posted in the notice board next to Boots
chemist in Uppingham High Street.

Uppingham Hopper: The timetable of the Hopper is currently being reviewed due to lower income
and a fall in passenger numbers due to Covid-19 and the community consulted on possible changes.
The board of Uppingham First will make a decision on any changes in February and the outcome will
be widely published.

TERA: The EIms Residents Association: UNF Executive Member Trevor Colbourne introduced himself
and stated that residents of The ElIms now have their residents association up and running and a
working arrangement agreed with the Bloor Management Company. Trevor asked for assistance
with some groundwork which they would like to do on the children’s play area and also with
providing a notice board for the residents. They have issued their own newsletter for their residents.

Uppingham Brownies: Janet reported that Brownies had continue throughout lockdown on ‘zoom’
and numbers had increased. The Brownies returned to the ‘Hut’ in September and are delighted to
have a full pack at present with the girls accomplishing many exciting badges.

Meeting closed at 9.10pm.

May 315 2022

Notes of a General Meeting of the Uppingham Neighbourhood Forum held on
Tuesday May 31° 2022 at 7.30pm in the Garden Room of The Falcon Hotel
Present

UNF Chair Janet Thompson BEM; High Sheriff Geoff Thompson, Uppingham Town Mayor
Liz Clarke, County Clirs Edward Baines and Stephen Lambert, Town Councillor and UNF
Executive Members, Christine Edwards, Mark Shaw and Ron Simpson BEM; UNF Executive
Members David Greengrass, Margaret Simpson BEM, Sue Streeter and Tony Streeter;
representatives, volunteers and members of the following institutions and community groups:



Beeches Residents’ Association, Uppingham Methodist Church, St Peter & St Pauls Church,
E J Toon Trust, Uppingham Bowls Club, Uppingham Rotary Club, Uppingham Business
Forum, Uppingham First, Neighbourhood Watch, Uppingham Brownies, The Elms Residents
Association The Limes, Firs and Spurs Residents’ Association, Uppingham in Bloom,
Uppingham WI, Uppingham Town Council, Rutland County Council, UppWatch, the
Uppingham Surgery Patient Participation Group and the Hopper Heroes.

Apologies for Absence David Ainslie BEM, Sheena Ainslie, Trevor Colbourne, Andrew
Mankowski, Lucy Stephenson

Roll Call of Organisations and Residents

63 attendees were recorded as being present. Attendees were advised that the meeting was
to be photographed at some point in the evening.

1. Chair’s Welcome and Opening Remarks

Chair Janet Thompson BEM welcomed everyone to this the second UNF public meeting of
2022 and noted the excellent attendance. Janet was delighted to see that so many of the
associations in Uppingham were represented. Janet explained that the UNF Newsletter had
been distributed to all households and that the minutes of this meeting will be available via
email and the Uppingham First Website. She said ............

Welcome to everyone. | am Janet Thompson, Chair of the UNF. You will have had a UNF
newsletter through your door. We have a packed agenda and a copy is on your seat. Please
use the microphone if you wish to speak so we can all hear. We have police, the High
Sheriff, developer and Gigaclear representatives present.

I would like to take the opportunity to welcome our Ukrainian friends to Rutland. | am
informed that we have around 95 guests staying in Rutland and a big thank you to everyone
helping them to settle in. They are sure to receive a warm welcome from us, which will
hopefully start to ease the difficult transition of being uprooted from their own country and we
pray for a peaceful end the war. | have a joke to start the meeting off...............

In 1950, at a very formal gathering, a distinguished gentleman saw a young lady in the
crowd that he recognised but couldn’t put a name to a face. He had the urge to speak to her
but didn’t want to appear rude. He was suddenly standing right next to her and started with
some small talk. “How are you?” he asked, hoping to get some clue as to who she was; but
her reply was “Very well thank you”, he still had no idea of her name. He asked a few more
inane questions and finally said “Oh, and what'’s your father doing now?”, “Oh, he is still the
King of England” Elizabeth replied.

Regarding the Jubilee, its great to see so much red, white & blue. We have lots of events
over the Jubilee weekend. Lots in Uppingham and the big Rutland Show is on Saturday at
the Showground. Henry Dawe has submitted an amazing poem to Her Majesty and this is
also available on audio (let me know if you would like the link). Our Queen is an incredible
lady who has had to put up with 14 PMs in her 70 years (sorry, entertained 14 PMs). What a
woman. She is an inspiration to us all and we are so grateful for her leadership and it will be
a joy to celebrate her Platinum Jubilee.

I would now like to hand over to The Queen’s representative our very own Geoff Thompson,
High Sheriff of Rutland to say a few words of welcome.

2. Hello from the High Sheriff

Geoff Thompson, an Uppingham resident, introduced himself and explained a little of the
history surrounding the role of High Sheriff. He also described the working relationship of his
role with the judiciary, the police and statutory and voluntary sector partners. It was a self



funding role but most enjoyable. He would be happy to receive invitations to attend and/or
speak at other community organisations.

3. Crime and Policing Update

Local PC Anna Ingram sent her apologies but wanted the residents to know that she has
been able to meet many residents on her walks around Uppingham and continues to check
on the Market Place, Church yard and Tods Piece' after school time. In her absence PC Ben
Orton and his colleague were present and gave a detailed updates on their roles and
answered questions from the audience.

Uppingham crime Statistics April 2021- April 2022

Crime Quantity Type

Burglaries R Stranger entering a
dwelling

Burglaries l Shed {o/mWosz,

Thefts 2 Theft of motor vehicle.

Thefis 6 Theft from motor
vehicle

Thefts 4 Licence plate theft

Thefts 11 qu‘nxs\ -y | Theft from store

Criminal damage 5 Damage to dwelling -

Criminal damage 29 General amounting
under the value of
£5000

4. Digital Uppingham — Expansion of Gigaclear Network

A short presentation by Roisin McGettigan, Community Engagement Manager with
Gigaclear provided the meeting with an overview of the company’s proposal to expand its
fibre to the premise (fttp) broadband network to the whole of Uppingham. Work will
commence in August with the Firs Estate being the first area to receive coverage.

5. RCC and UTC Elections Update

The meeting congratulated Clir Stephen Lambert upon his election as a ward member for
Uppingham and Ayston on Rutland County Council (RCC). Uppingham Ward Member ClIr
Lucy Stephenson is now Leader of Rutland County Council. Uppingham Ward Member Clir
Marc Oxley is now a member of the Cabinet at RCC and Portfolio Holder for Leisure &
Tourism. Uppingham First and Uppingham Homes CLT Chair County Councillor Edward
Baines is now Chair of Planning and Development Control at RCC.

ClIr Liz Clarke is now Mayor of Uppingham and Uppingham First/Uppingham Homes CLT
Vice Chair / UNF Executive Member Clir David Ainslie BEM is now Deputy Town Mayor. The
Town Council has 2 new members ( Mike Fish and Barry Hobbs) and one vacancy.



6. Uppingham Hopper

Janet Thompson, Hopper driver and UNF Chair reported that ............ The Hopper
passenger numbers are increasing which is encouraging and we get a lot of praise from
residents. We (Uppingham First and the Hopper team) would like to encourage more
residents to use the Hopper for travelling around Uppingham and save your own cars, fuel
and the aggravation of parking.

The Hopper can also be booked for functions and special events by Uppingham residents
and businesses weekends and evenings. So far it has been to the theatre, museums,
football and rugby matches, parties and weddings. It gets out more than me! If you are
interested in booking it call 01572 495050. You will have to cover the fuel cost and make a
donation.

A big thank you to drivers who are all volunteers and give up their time to help the
community. We are really stretched over the summer period because of drivers taking well
earned holidays and two drivers having stepped down. So if you know someone who would
like to join our team please tell us because, without volunteers, we cannot operate the bus.

7. Neighbourhood Plan Update

Neighbourhood Forum Executive Member and Town Councillor Ron Simpson BEM
supported by UNF Vice Chair and Town Councillor Mark Shaw (Now Chair of Planning at the
Town Council reported the progress on each of the housing and employment sites proposed
for inclusion in the updated Neighbourhood Plan. The total number of new homes to be built
in the town would represent growth of between 15% and 20% over the 20 year period of the
plan. The figure was likely to average out at just over 20 homes per year with the plan being
reviewed every five years or so. Following questions from the floor about the possible offer
of allotment land by the town council to Uppingham Homes CLT, Town Mayor Liz Clarke
confirmed that this had not yet been agreed by the Town Council and was only one of a
number of ways in which the Town Council might support the building of more affordable
homes in the town. UNF Chair Janet Thompson BEM closed by reminding those present
that the Forum was not the council and that queries and questions concerning UTC policy
and practice must be directed to UTC itself.

8. CPRE Energy Workshops

CPRE Rutland, the countryside charity, Chair Ron Simpson BEM updated Forum attendees
on the charity’s proposals to run three funded workshops intended to ascertain community
preference for future energy provision. Interested residents should contact him at
chair@cprerutland.uk or 01572 823465.

9. Jubilee Sunday Lunch and other events
The following events are confirmed by their organisers or are being proposed: -
Jubilee Beacon Lighting Event on Tod’s Piece - Thursday June 2nd at 9pm

e Big Jubilee Lunch — Sunday June 5" — 2pm in The Falcon Hotel — Led by Rotary in
Uppingham in partnership with Uppingham First, the Neighbourhood Forum and the
Falcon Hotel team — Enquiries and Reservations to mjs@clara.co.uk
Uppingham Feast Day — June 19"

¢ Uppingham Social Sundays — June to September — Market Place
Round Rutland Classic Vehicle Run - September 14" - linked to Social Sunday. Book
at wwwe.stiltoncheeserun.uk

e Rotary Christmas Craft Fair — Friday November 4™ in The Falcon Hotel - Call 01572
823465

e Christmas in Uppingham — December 1%



http://www.stiltoncheeserun.uk/

10. Community Group updates
Uppingham in Bloom: Tony Streeter

As you are probably all aware UIN have now planted the Town in readiness for our Queen’s
Platinum Jubilee celebrations. We have also entered the East Midlands in Bloom
competition which is being judged during the 1% 2 weeks of July. An award that the Town
has won on many occasions. We shall, as always, endeavour to keep our Town weed free.
Your support would be very much appreciated as it would be a great help to the team if
everybody could make a special effort to tidy & week the outside of their premises. Our next
major event is the Open Gardens to be held on the 12" June 2022 from 1.00pm to 5.00pm.
This will start at the Town hall where tickets are available at £10.00 each to include
refreshments. There will also be a Tombola & plant stall to held at the entrance. On
Saturday 9" July we are hosting our Barn Dance at Caldecott, tickets available from Pam
Dalby.

Women’s Institute (W.l): Sue Streeter

Uppingham WI meet on the 2" Tuesday monthly at St. Peter & St. Pauls Parish Church Hall
(just off the Market Place) from 7.00pm for a 7.30pm start. On 7" June our speaker will be
Stuart Chamberlain who will be talking about Anthony Blunt and the Windsor’s "The Spy and
the Royal family”. Visitors and new members are always welcome, the entry fee of £3.00
includes refreshments. For a one-off evening, gentlemen are also included for Stuart’s
lecture.

10. Any Other Business None.



