
 

Issued as draft: 17 February 2016 by G Winslow, Parish Clerk c/o 21 Pockthorpe Lane, Thompson Thetford, Norfolk IP24 1PN  
Tel 01953 483476 E-mail: parishclerk@thompsonvillage.org.uk  
 
Minutes extraordinary meeting of 08 February 2016  1 of 3 

 

Minutes of the extraordinary Meeting of 
Thompson Parish Council 

held in 
Thompson Village Hall on Monday 08 February 2016 at 7:30pm 

Present: Kate Winslow (Chair), Duncan Gregory, Alan Dujon, Jean Kaye, Ian Robertson, Irene 

Smith, Andrew Wagner, nine members of the public and the Parish Clerk. 
 

1 Apologies for absence: None.  
 

2 Declaration of Interest: None. 
 

3 Discussion of the Breckland Local Plan Part 1 – Preferred Directions and other 
documents relevant to its ongoing consultation: Kate Winslow opened the meeting by 
saying that the Parish Council had only until 22 February 2016 to take part in the 
consultation on the Breckland Local Plan Part 1 and that the size of the document precluded 
its discussion as a whole document.  Instead, she felt, it was necessary to “cherry pick” those 
parts of the plan that were most relevant to Thompson.  The areas of the consultation 
document most relevant to Thompson as a rural community were contained in Section 3 – 
Spatial Development Strategy and Section 5 Social.  Sections 3 poses 5 questions of 
preferred policy direction PD01-PD05 and whereas she felt that PD01—PD04 were 
reasonable and required little consideration PD 05 Rural Areas needed consideration with 
particular regard to Thompson’s status as rural community with a settlement boundary and 
how the village was to develop during the 20-year period proposed in the Breckland Local 
Plan.  She also pointed out that with regard to new homes only 777 were thought to be 
necessary in Breckland’s rural settlements during the entire period of the plan.  If spread 
evenly among rural communities, this was in the region of 10 dwellings per village. 

 
The meeting was suspended to allow public discussion the on this topic. 
 
The view from those present varied from allowing no development within the village to 
large amounts of development. There was a consensus that the village risked stagnation 
without some development but that planners needed to take account of local problems such 
as a poor water supply, poor natural drainage, no public sewage system, road access via 
narrow pot holed roads not designed for modern farm and commercial vehicles, as well as 
very slow broadband, virtually no mobile phone coverage and a telephone exchange that is 
full, rendering acquisition of new telephone lines/broadband virtually impossible for new 
dwellings.   
The meeting was reconvened and the Parish Council’s reply to the Breckland Local Plan – 
Issues and Options consultation dated November 2014 regarding settlement boundaries 
was read (see appendix).  Breckland are carryout a further assessment of settlement 
boundaries and that a further consultation was likely to be held during the summer.  Kate 
Winslow said that a meeting was to be held in the village to discuss holding a village 
appraisal and that anyone wishing to attend was welcome.  This is to be held on 16 
February 2016 at 7.30 pm in the village hall.  It is intended to carry out the appraisal before 
a reply to the further consultation on settlement boundaries is made.  With regard to the 
current consultation the Clerk was directed to formulate and circulate to the members a 
reply covering the questions in section 3 in-line with the council’s previous comments to 
Breckland on the subject of settlement boundaries. 

 

4 Date of Next meeting: 15 March 2016 
 
5 Any other business (for agenda of next meeting): None. 
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Appendix – Letter sent regarding Breckland Local Plan – Issues and Options Consultation -
November 2014. 
 

Thompson Parish Council 
c/o 21 Pockthorpe Lane, Thompson, Thetford, Norfolk.  IP24 1PN 

Tel: 01953 483476  
Email: parishclerk@thompsonvillage.org.uk 

 
 
08 January 2015 
 
Planning Policy Team 
Breckland Council 
Elizabeth House 
Walpole Loke 
Dereham 
Norfolk 
NR19 1EE 
 
Please note this the hard copy of an e-mail sent to the Planning Policy Team earlier 
today. 
 
Dear Sirs  
Re: Breckland Local Plan Issues and Options Consultation-November 2014 
 
I have been asked by the members of Thompson Parish Council to write to you regarding 
issues raised in the above-mentioned document. 
Thompson is currently defined as a Rural Settlement with a settlement boundary and has 
low growth/low growth potential. Thompson Parish Council would like to see this status 
maintained. 
With regard to the options and questions raised by Section 8 Option 37, 38 & 39; the 
Council believes that a blanket strategy for rural settlements is unacceptable and that any 
strategy should be tailored to suit individual local conditions and constraints. 
Option 37 
This Council prefers to see a defined settlement boundary as this is more in keeping with 
the Council’s preferred option of a low growth strategy for this village which does not 
have the infrastructure in place for greatly increased growth. The village has no mains 
drainage and as such has to use septic tanks and PTP’s which can be problematic 
particularly in the winter as drainage in many parts of the village is very poor and 
drainage fields are often unable to properly disperse outflows.  
Water supply to the village is also poor with properties frequently experiencing problems 
of low water pressure, to the extent that within the last year or two Anglian Water have 
paid compensation to all the property owners in Pockthorpe Lane. Additionally public 
transport to the village is so poor that it is effectively non-existent.  
It must also be remembered that Thompson is in the Special Protection Area for Stone 
Curlews and has part of an SSSI within its boundary.  To remove the settlement 
boundaries would undoubtedly lead to increased development within the village which 
current infrastructure could not cope with and could prove to be deleterious to the SSSI 
and to Stone Curlews.  
It must also be remembered that access to a doctor’s surgery in this area is, to say the 
least, difficult with the Watton surgery not currently accepting new patients, thus 
occupants of any new development would need to travel further afield for medical 
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services which is very difficult when relying on that public transport available to the 
Village. 
Option 38 
See Option 37 above. 
Option 39 
Thompson has a small School, a Pub/Restaurant, some tourist accommodation and 
currently has a part-time Post Office. Employment opportunities within the village are 
few and the very slow and intermittent Broadband service precludes home working 
unless working for the most understanding of employers.   
When looking at nearby villages it is difficult to see where clustering with local villages 
would improve the meagre facilities available to this village. The local villages do not have 
shops, doctors, dentists and only very limited employment opportunities. 
Question 65 
In answer to Question 65 this Council feels that for Thompson a settlement boundary 
remains relevant and appropriate to our needs and therefore wishes to see one 
maintained but accepts that the needs of other rural settlement would be better provided 
for without settlement boundaries or by clustering. Thus perhaps options 37, 38 and 39 
need to be applied on a village by village basis rather than on the basis of one fix for all 
Breckland villages. 
Question 66  
In answer to Question 66 this Council cannot see that the concept of functional areas and 
groupings of nearby villages are appropriate locally to Thompson as the facilities in local 
villages do not compliment those in this village but merely duplicate them; for anything 
more than very basic services we have to travel to Watton or even Dereham, Thetford, 
Swaffham or further afield. 
 
We trust that you find our reply supporting maintaining the status quo for this village of 
interest. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 

 
 


