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Barford (Cluster 4) – MIQ C4b–C4d 

As the District Council Ward Member for Barford, I have been contacted by 

an exceptionally high number of residents, community groups, and the 

Parish Council expressing deep concern about the impact of the South 

Norfolk Village Clusters Housing Allocations Plan (VCHAP) on the village of 

Barford. Nowhere has this concern been more acute than in relation to the 

proposed allocation at BAR2, which would see significant development on 

land currently valued as a vital community asset. 

The level of public engagement and anxiety over the VCHAP’s implications 

for Barford has been unprecedented in my experience as a local 

representative. Residents have voiced strong objections to the scale, 

location, and potential consequences of the BAR2 allocation, citing risks to 

village character, infrastructure, and community wellbeing. 

It is important to emphasise the proactive and constructive role played by 

Barford Parish Council throughout this process. The Parish Council has 

worked tirelessly to ensure that the community is fully informed and 

engaged, organising meetings, distributing information, and encouraging 

residents to participate in the consultation. Their approach has been both 
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diligent and objective, carefully scrutinising the proposals, gathering 

evidence, and seeking to represent the full range of local views in a 

balanced and responsible manner. 

Many in the community remain deeply concerned that the scale and nature 

of the proposed development are not justified by local needs or 

infrastructure capacity, and that the long-term implications for Barford have 

not been adequately addressed. This submission draws on site 

assessments, census data, and the evidence base to highlight these 

concerns and to advocate for a more balanced, evidence-led, and 

community-focused approach to future growth in Barford. 

Allocations: 60 dwellings (BAR1: 20, BAR2: 40) 

Site Assessments: Both sites are fully or partly outside the existing 

development boundary, with BAR2 requiring the relocation of community 

facilities and playing fields. 

Unresolved Legal and Practical Issues: 

For the 40-dwelling site (BAR2), the plan latterly proposes a revised site 

layout reversing the housing area with the recreation and community 

facilities that would require access to the houses via the existing recreation 

ground. However, there are unresolved issues concerning the use of the 

recreation ground for access or indeed for housing: 

The recreation ground is currently a community asset, and its use for 

vehicular access would fundamentally alter its character and function. 

No clarity or evidence is provided in the plan about how legal constraints—

such as covenants, ownership, or public rights—will be overcome to enable 

this access. 

There is no indication that the necessary legal processes (such as 

appropriation, disposal, or variation of covenants) have been initiated or are 
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even feasible, nor is there any evidence of community agreement or 

compensation. 

The absence of this information creates significant uncertainty about the 

deliverability of allocation BAR2 and risks rendering the site undeliverable 

within the plan period. 

Infrastructure: Concerns about road safety, school capacity, and loss of 

open space. Delivery statements indicate uncertainty about timing and 

mitigation. 

Disproportion: Barford’s allocation is more than double the cluster 

average, with significant landscape and infrastructure impacts. 

Disproportionate Allocations: Quantitative Comparison of Existing and 

Proposed Homes 

Based on Census data 2021 the village of Barford has 220 homes which is 

just 0.96% of all existing homes in the South Norfolk village clusters. Yet it is 

allocated 4.55%, of all new homes proposed in the VCHAP. 

This demonstrates the inequality and disproportionality of the allocation, 

with Barford being required to absorb a far greater share of growth than is 

justified by its current scale, character, or infrastructure. 

The combination of high absolute numbers and an unjustified buffer results 

in Barford being subject to a scale and intensity of development that is not 

only disproportionate within the district but also inconsistent with the 

GNLP’s vision for rural clusters. 

 

Conclusion 

The South Norfolk Village Clusters Housing Allocations Plan (SNVCP), as 

currently drafted, does not provide a sound, sustainable, or equitable 
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framework for rural housing growth in Barford. The scale of allocations 

proposed for the village is not only disproportionate to its existing size, 

character, and infrastructure, but also raises serious concerns regarding 

deliverability and compliance with both local and national planning policies. 

The evidence clearly shows that Barford is being required to accommodate 

a level of development far beyond what is justified by local needs or 

supported by robust infrastructure planning. The concentration of new 

housing on sites outside the established development boundary 

undermines the GNLP’s core principle of small-scale, proportionate, and 

dispersed growth, and risks setting a precedent for unsustainable 

expansion that could irreversibly damage the village’s rural character and 

community cohesion. 

Crucially, unresolved legal, practical, and infrastructure barriers—particularly 

relating to the recreation ground and flooding—have not been adequately 

addressed, casting significant doubt on the deliverability of the proposed 

allocations. The use of an unjustified buffer further inflates the numbers, 

compounding the risk of overdevelopment and under-delivery. 

If adopted in its current form, the SNVCP would not only fail to meet the 

requirements of GNLP Policy 7.4 and national policy on sustainable 

development, but would also expose the Council to the risk of 

undeliverable allocations, community opposition, and potential legal 

challenge. It would undermine public confidence in the planning process 

and threaten the long-term sustainability and distinctiveness of Barford and 

other rural villages in South Norfolk. 

A more balanced, evidence-led, and community-focused approach is 

urgently needed to ensure that future growth is genuinely sustainable, 

proportionate, and supported by those most affected. 

 


