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1 INTRODUCTION
1.1

Background

The decision to proceed with a Plan was made by the Parish Council in 2016. A chief concern was
to ensure that local planning policies were sufficiently robust & specific to protect the character of
the parish, and especially the unique historic character of the settlements, at a time when the trend
towards relaxation of planning restrictions was gathering pace.
For this reason, the
Neighbourhood Plan is designed to complement and refine as appropriate the policies of the Vale
of White Horse Local Plan 2031 Part 1[LPP1] adopted on 14th December 2016, and the emerging
Local Plan 2031 Part 2 [LPP2].
A Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group was formed by the Parish Council, comprising parish
councilors and members of the local community and it was delegated authority to make day-to-day
decisions on the Neighbourhood Plan. However, as a qualifying body, the Parish Council itself
approved the publication of the Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan of June 2018 and the
Submission version of the Neighbourhood Plan was approved in September 2018.
1.2

Early Surveys & Consultations

The Pre-submission Consultation to which this report relates was preceded by a consultation on
the ANP Vision & Objectives, generated from the earlier consultations and surveys, to determine
that these accurately corresponded to the community’s wishes.
To expand on this, at each stage of the ANP process the steering group on behalf of the Parish
Council, has sought to go beyond the minimum requirements for community consultation required
by law.
This has included an initial ‘scoping’ survey followed by targeted surveys to better
understand the feedback received, before using it in formulating the draft vision & objectives that
were the stepping stone to the ANP policies. Each survey was widely publicised by a combination
of flyer drops, public notices, social media and public & one-to-one meetings to ensure that the
feedback received was as representative of the wider community as possible.
These early Surveys & Consultations may be summarised as follows:
Proposed Plan area:
Launch date:

24th June, 2016

Objective:

To confirm the ANP area as coinciding with that of the Parish of Ashbury.

Method:

Flier drop to all households & businesses and poster campaign via notice
boards, plus ‘statutory bodies’ consultation.

Outcome:

There were no objections to the area to be designated being that within the
Parish boundary, and while the responses received were all supportive they
were relatively modest in number. In retrospect it was considered that this
was probably due to the methodology and concluded that for future
consultations a more personal ‘hands-on’ means of engagement would be
required to gain a true understanding of the wishes of the wider community.

Public Meeting 1:
Launch date:

23rd August, 2016

Objective:

To make community aware of the Plan and calling for residents input as a
guide the Plan content.

Method:

Flier drop to all households, community groups & businesses, poster
campaign via notice boards and personal engagement by steering group.

Outcome

Over 80-residents attended the meeting, attributable in part to the steering
group engaging with residents on a one-to-one basis when possible prior to
the meeting. This resulted in a number of issues being identified as areas of
concern, that laid the foundation for our first Parish survey, namely:
a) the siting of any new development:
b) the need to maintain Parish amenities, and:
c) the need to protect key views & green spaces.

Initial Survey & Consultation Events:
Dates:

Survey launched October 2016 and run in conjunction with the following
events:
Ashbury Market – 20th November, 2016; Church Christmas Bazaar – 26th
November, 2016: School Christmas Fayre – 1st December, 2016.

Objective:

To make community aware of, and/or address queries about the
Neighbourhood Plan & Process, while obtaining feedback via the initial
survey to gain some insight into the aspirations of the community before
embarking on the Plan process.

Method:

Survey flier drop to all households, community groups & businesses and
poster campaign via notice boards, Ashbury website & Facebook posts with
feedback via Email & drop-boxes provided at each event, plus at Ashbury
Shop & Rose & Crown, together with at least one contact address within
each settlement. .

Outcome

76-completed survey questionnaires were received representing 28% of
households. The responses provided the first pointer as to the depth of
concern of residents to the issues raised at the prior public meeting, notably:
a) the need to protect the Parish’s rural nature & key views:
b) concerns over the sustainability over its amenities & infrastructure,
notably public transport, and:
c) the need to better protect the historical sites and buildings within the
Parish.
This survey in particular informed the ‘direction of travel’ for the Plan.

Business Survey:
Launch date:

March, 2017

Objective:

To determine whether there were any specific/immediate ‘land use’ issues
that should be pursued when formulating the ANP policies.

Method:

Targeted flier drop and Email campaign to all businesses based and/or with
land/premises within the Parish.

Outcome

Other than a desire for a more regular bus service, no issues were raised by
the business & farming communities as the information provided was mostly
statistical.
However, given that the neighbourhood plan is adopted, the
steering group intends to conduct more detailed research within the business
community to determine whether/by what means the economy of the Parish
could be enhanced and bring appropriate policies forward as part of the
review process.

Stakeholder Consultation:
Launch date:

March, 2017

Objective:

To determine needs and/or aspirations of local community groups,
particularly with regard to local amenities.

Method:

Targeted Email campaign to community groups or [where no specific contact
details were available] identified individuals, plus one-to-one meetings with
such groups/individuals.

Outcome

As the majority of stakeholder groups comprised Parish residents; perhaps
unsurprisingly the feedback received was similar in content to that for the
initial survey above, namely:
a) the need to protect the Parish amenities, and:
b) a desire to enhance public transport to better serve the elderly in the
community.

Open [Green] Space & Views Survey:
Launch date:

May, 2017

Objective:

A largely data gathering exercise to determine: i] how the community would
wish to see the main green spaces maintained and/or protect, and ii] the
views that the community considered to be key and/or wished to see
protected where possible..

Method:

Survey flier drop to all households, community groups & businesses and
poster campaign via notice boards, Ashbury website & Facebook posts with
feedback via Email & drop-boxes provided at each event, plus at Ashbury
Shop & Rose & Crown, together with at least one contact address within
each settlement. .

Outcome

The feedback firstly identified the areas of open/green space that were
important to the community and needed to be protected, namely:
the
allotments & Wixes Piece field, both in Ashbury Village, plus the green &
Upper Milll pond at Kingstone Winslow.
The second part identified the key views and vistas within the Parish, the
majority of which related to either the coombes & escarpment leading onto
the AONB, or the extensive views to be had from near the spring-line
settlements to the north across the vale.

Summary & Data Utilisation
The feedback from these early surveys & consultations indicated the following to be key concerns
within the community:
a) The need to protect the Parish’s rural nature & key views:
b) A desire that any new development should be sited such that it does detract from the
above:
c) The need to maintain Parish amenities.
d) Similarly, the need to maintain the Parish’s infrastructure, and if possible enhance
public transport in particular.
e) The need to better protect the historical sites and buildings within the Parish.

This feedback was then used by the steering group to inform and steer the next phase of the ANP
process, the production of, and consultation on, its draft Vision & Objectives document, and
thereafter the resulting ANP policies. It is also worth noting that, while each of these preliminary
surveys & consultations indicated an ‘end date’, the steering group has always made clear to the
community that full account will be taken of feedback whenever it was received.

1.3

Vision & Objectives and Draft Policy Consultations.

The ANP Vision & Objectives [V&O’s] were generated from the earlier consultations and surveys
and followed a similar pattern other than, given the importance of the V&O’s to the ANP process, to
ensure that these accurately corresponded to the community’s wishes a two-tier consultation
approach was adopted run in parallel with a further series of publicity events. The feedback from
these consultations was then used to create the draft ANP policies that were in turn publicised and
tested in public meetings
This second phase of consultation may be summarised as follows:
V&O’s Campaign 1:
Launch date:

19th June, 2017 at a public meeting in Ashbury Village Hall

Objective:

To present the draft Vision & Objectives [V&O’s] document to the community
and provide guidance on how to consider approaching them in order to
complete the survey form, plus:
Follow-up events at Ashbury market [25th June] & Shop tea-room 19th July] to
address any queries and/or note specific comments on V&O’s

Method:

Pre-event flier drop to all households, community groups & businesses; an
Email campaign where contact details had previously be provided; poster
campaign via notice boards, and; Ashbury website & Facebook posts. As
before feedback was via Email & drop-boxes plus contact points in each
settlement.
In addition follow-up one-to-one ‘drop-in’ presentations for those unable to
attend public meeting were provided, publicised through poster campaigns
via notice boards, plus Ashbury website & Facebook posts.

Outcome:

By and large the feedback was largely positive [generally greater than 95%
approval rating] but where circa 10% of the responses were negative or
contradictory, a follow-up campaign was launched to better understand
same, namely: Objective 5 – improving the footpath network, and: Objective
9 – maintaining or enhancing community amenities.

V&O’s Campaign 2:
Launch date:

Late July, 2017

Objective:

To follow-up on the specific queries and/or uncertainties identified from
completed survey forms from campaign 1 – as above.

Method:

Targeted Email campaign and/or one-to-one telephone conversations where
possible.

Outcome:

It quickly became evident that the majority of negative/contradictory
responses arose from the individual misinterpreting particular questions.
When the question was clarified, and great care was taken to avoid ‘leading’
the resident when doing so, the further feedback suggested that the true
level of negative responses was certainly less than 10%.
Only in two instances did a significant number of residents not think the
objective desirable, namely:
Objective 5 – six individuals thought the
enhancement of community services could create a greater potential of
attracting larger developments, and: Objective 9 – twelve individuals did not
consider improving the footpath/bridleway network should be planning
requirement, although this reduced to seven after further clarification.

While all responses were recorded for future reference, the steering group
considered that such an overwhelmingly positive outcome not only
demonstrated that the concerns of the community had been correctly
interpreted, but provided a sound basis upon which to draft the ANP policies
based upon the draft V&O’s.

Draft Policy Campaign:
Launch date:

30th October, 2017 at a public meeting in Ashbury Village Hall

Objective:

To present the draft policies to the community and address immediate
queries.

Method:

Pre-event flier drop to all households, community groups & businesses; an
Email campaign where contact details had previously be provided; poster
campaign via notice boards, and; Ashbury website & Facebook posts. The
event itself comprised a slide-show presentation of ‘grouped’ policies by our
consultants Bluestone Planning LLP interspersed with Q&A sessions to
address immediate queries or concerns.
This in turn was followed by consultations events at Church Christmas
Bazaar [25th] and School Christmas Fayre [30th], and one-to-one ‘drop-in’
presentations for those unable to attend the public meeting, publicised
through poster campaigns via notice boards, Ashbury website & Facebook
posts with feedback via Email, or drop-boxes for those without Email.

Outcome:

There was remarkably little criticism of the policies and the strongest
received [to oppose any ‘new build’] was rejected as failing to meet the spirit
of neighbourhood planning – i.e to contribute to the achievement of
sustainable development.
There were, however, some constructive
comments made in respect of parish amenities such as the bus service &
pre-school facility, and a suggestion that ‘Dark Skies’ should be a
consideration in any new development within the Parish. These have been
incorporated into the draft ANP documents.

Draft Document Consultations:
Launch date:

March/April, 2018

Objective:

To provide the first opportunity for the community to have sight of the draft
Plan & Character Appraisal documents and contextualise the ANP policies.

Method:

Targeted Email campaign, poster campaign via notice boards, Ashbury
website & Facebook posts and hard copies displayed at Ashbury Shop, the
Rose & Crown Inn and at a pre-advertised Parish Council meeting.

Outcome:

This was treated as a test exercise in advance of the formal Pre-Submission
Consultation, and served to iron out some minor typographical errors within
the documents, while other feedback on some of the historical sites & listed
buildings was used to firm-up the ANP documents presented at the formal
consultation.

The Vision & Objectives survey document together with an overview of the feedback may be found
in appendix B1 & B2 below, while the full data with that from the key preceding surveys, may be
found in Document 7 ‘Surveys’ of the ANP.

2. PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION
2.1

Consultation Approach

After much pre-publicity, including flyer drops, public notices & social media, the pre-submission
consultation commenced at 09:00 on Friday, 25th May 2018, and closed at 5pm on Friday, 6th July
2018, thereby giving Parish residents a little over 6 weeks in which to respond. In the event,
responses received up to a week after the closing date were accepted.
The consultation comprised two key elements:
•

Consulting residents & businesses from within the Parish, and:

•

Consulting with the ‘statutory bodies’ referred to in paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (the Statutory Consultees), together
with other bodies and social groups both within and beyond the Parish – Table 1 below,
provides a full list of those consulted.

In support of this the Steering Group:
•

Communicated electronically and by social media & public advertising about specific
events, dates and deadlines;

•

Made electronic copies of the ANP and related documents available via the ANP dedicated
section of the Ashbury website;

•

Distributed electronic copies of the key documents & feedback form to all those residents,
community groups & businesses that had provided contact details beforehand;

•

Offered to provide either electronic or hard copies of all documents via a flyer drop to every
household & business within the Parish;

•

Made hard copies available in the Village Shop, the Rose & Crown Inn, the Village Hall and
via the Parish Council;

•

Hand delivered to each residential property and business premises within the Parish a
poster providing details of the process with key dates, together with a feedback form and
details of how to respond.

•

Organised drop-boxes for completed feedback forms at the Village Shop, Rose & Crown
Inn and the Village Hall, as well as via steering group members;

•

Notified residents of the Parish of the Plan and the Village Hall event via emails including
via posters with the details of the event and how to view the Plan documents;

•

Offered one-to-one discussions about any area of the Plan to those unable to attend the
public events or had difficulty understanding/completing the feedback form;

•

Accepted informal feedback, whether verbal or written, provided the individual was known
to reside, work or conduct business within the Parish.

This consultation report then endeavours to reflect this methodology as follows:
a. Provides examples of the approach made to Parish residents and the statutory bodies –
appendix C refers.
b. Summarises in tabular form the feedback received from both the Parish Consultation and
the Statutory Bodies - see table 2 below;
c. Within this table sets out the remedial action taken where necessary;
d. Presents electronic copies of each response from the statutory bodies only [see appendix C
to this report], those from the Parish Consultation being withheld to protect the identity of
individual residents that participated, theset are available in a redacted form on request.

e. Sets out a proposal for a monitoring & review process intended to enable the Parish
Council to ‘flag’ any relevant planning matters to the Statutory Bodies, and bring forward
policies as necessary to address points raised by the consultation – appendix A refers.
2.2 Consultation Feedback
Ashbury is a small, rural Parish comprising some 250 dwellings, and hence our expectation was
that, despite considerable publicity both prior to and during the consultation period, the feedback
would be quite modest in percentage terms and this proved to be the case being concentrated on a
relatively few, more engaged residents. No doubt for similar reasons, the feedback from the
statutory bodies was also relatively modest.
By extrapolating from the 2011 census results, it is estimated that in excess of 425 residents of
voting age were directly canvassed as part of the consultation, including those of the business
listed in Table 2 [notably the farms] where the premises comprised a residential element.
The table below provides an overview of the responses received:
•
•
•
•
•

Residents:
Local businesses:
Landowners and/or their agents:
Local Organisations:
Statutory bodies/Interested Groups

21
0
0
0
9

It will be seen from table 2 that for the most-part the feedback from the Parish Consultation was
concentrated on minor textural errors in the Plan documents, and where necessary have all been
corrected. That from the Statutory Bodies, while generally restricted to generic observations,
nevertheless resulted in a series of recommendation by the Steering Group, namely:
 SB1, 2 & 3: When the Plan is adopted the Parish Council establish a system to
automatically notify the Statutory Bodies of any documents and/or planning applications
that could impact on the infrastructure of these bodies:
 SB6
The Parish Council research the viability of a further layer of policies
targeted at improving and/or protecting the biodiversity of the Parish as a whole, and:
 SB7 & 8
The Parish Council formally designate what are currently unlisted heritage
assets and bring forward a policy/policies aimed at fully protected same to the benefit of the
community as a whole.
As a starting point to fulfilling these recommendations the Steering Group propose that the
monitoring & review process set out in appendix A be adopted.
2.2 Statutory Bodies & Other Groups Consulted
Table 1 below provides a list of the the Statutory Bodies asked to comment on the ANP comprising
Local Government departments and infrastructure providers, together with other parties & groups
that the ANP could impact upon such as local councilors, neighbouring parishes and
representative groups.
Only eight of the 48-bodies consulted responded, and these are
highlighted in the table that follows by using bold text.

TABLE 1 : STATUTORY BODIES & OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES CONTACTED
Planning & Related Interested Bodies
Oxfordshire County Council
West Berks County Council
Wiltshire County Council
Swindon Borough Council
Oxfordshire Area Council - South & Vale
Oxfordshire District Council - Vale of the White Horse
Oxfordshire County Councillor - Shrivenham Division
VWH District Councillor - Watchfield & Shrivenham 1
VWH District Councillor - Watchfield & Shrivenham 2
The Coal Authority
Homes & Communities Agency
Natural England
Environment Agency
Historic England
Network Rail - Asset Protection
Network Rail - Town Planning
Highways England
Marine Management Organisation
BT 1 & BT 2
EE Public Affairs
Three
EMF Enquiries – Vodaphone & O2
Oxfordshire Clinical Commissioning Group
NHS England
National Grid
National Grid Land Acquisitions
Cadent , Plant Protection
UK Power Networks
Sewerage & Water Developer
Savills [on behalf of Thames Water]
Neighbouring Parishes

Interested Groups

Bourton Parish Council
Shrivenham Parish Council
Compton Beauchamp Parish Council
Lambourn Parish Council
Baydon Parish Council
Bishopstone Parish Council

Disabled Rights UK
Ethnic Groups – none found
Oxfordshire Anglicans
Catholic Groups – none found
Methodist Group - Ashbury

TABLE 2 : BUSINESSES AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES CONTACTED
Amenities & Tourism
Ashbury Primary School
Village Shop & Tea Room

The Rose & Crown Inn
National Trust, Ashdown *

Farming ‘Industry’
Ashbury Farms
Chapelwick Farm
Fern Farm
K Peploe & Son
Ruffinswick Farm
West Mill Forestry

H G Ball
Compton Beauchamp Estates
R W Green & Partners
F G Reade & Sons
Stainswick Farm

Other Employers
Ashbury Electricals
Bunce [Ashbury] Ltd
Electrical Technolo-G Ltd
R & P Engineering

Roger Baker Architects
D-lite Design
NMW Architects

Sole-Traders
As all sole traders are ‘home based’ they were canvassed via the residential mail-drop and by
Email where the address had been provided. Similarly, where responses were received unless
these were business specific [and none were], the response was treated as if from the resident –
i.e they have not been reproduced in this document, are available in redacted form upon request.

Fedback from

Parish Resident

Parish Resident

f'back

Pre-Submission Consultation
Document

S&C

Plan

C

Document
f'back
reference if reference
applicable
Para 7.16
LR1.01

Plan

Para 7.53

LR1.02

Plan

Figs 7.12,
7.13, 7.15 &
7.16

LR1.03

Plan

Para 7.59

LR1.04

Plan

Sect 7

LR2.01

Plan

Figs 7.12,
7.13, 7.15 &
7.16

LR2.02

Parish Resident

S

Plan

LR3.01

Parish Resident

S

Plan

LR4.01

Parish Resident

S

Plan

LR5.01

Plan

Parish Resident

S&C

Plan

Plan

Parish Resident

PSC f'back summary v5a

S

Figs 7.12,
7.13, 7.15 &
7.16

Plan

LR5.02

LR6.01

Figs 7.12,
7.13, 7.15 &
7.16

LR6.02

LR7.01

Brief summary of comment or Proposed remedial action or action
objection - for full commentary
taken
see feedback form.
Incorrectly identified as
Information verified, feedback
Methodist, is in fact former
acknowledged and document
Baptist Chapel & burial ground
amended.
Suggests adding that 47-route
Information verified, feedback
three local authority areas
acknowledged and document
[Swindon, West Berks & Oxon
amended.
and both Swindon & Oxon have
withdrawn funding
incorrectly carry same text as Fig Feedback acknowledged, errors
7.11
arose during editing, and document
amended accordingly - e.g. Fig 7.12
now correctly named 'Elm Tree
Farm'.
Styles' should read 'stiles'
Feedback acknowledged, error a
simple 'typo' and document
amended accordingly.
Questions titling of Idstone
Feedback acknowledged, errors
images - a variation of LR1.03 arose during editing, and document
amended accordingly - e.g. Fig 7.12
now correctly named 'Elm Tree
Farm'.
As LR1.03 above
Feedback acknowledged, errors
arose during editing, and document
amended accordingly - e.g. Fig 7.13
now correctly named 'Trip the
Daisy'.
Good work. Our thanks to all
Feedback acknowledged, with no
that have contributed
further action required.
The Plan seems both
Feedback acknowledged, with no
comprehensive & focussed. I
further action required.
support it . Offers thanks to
those concerned.
Plan fully portrays the rural
Feedback acknowledged, with no
heritage of the Parish and its
further action required.
environmental sensitivity.
As LR1.03 above
Feedback acknowledged, errors
arose during editing, and document
amended accordingly - e.g. Fig 7.15
now correctly named 'Double
Cottage'.
Plan encompasses all aspects of Feedback acknowledged, with no
concern for the future planning of
further action required.
the Parish
As LR1.03 above
Feedback acknowledged, errors
arose during editing, and document
amended accordingly - e.g. Fig 7.16
now correctly named 'Rectory
Farmhouse'.
The 9-objectives outlined are all Feedback acknowledged, with no
things I feel strongly about,
further action required.
therefore I fully support them and
the subsequent policies

Feedback Summary

CD-21/12/2018

Fedback from

f'back

Pre-Submission Consultation
Document

Parish Resident

S

Plan

Parish Resident

S

Policy CA1

Parish Resident

C

Plan

Fig 7.24

Plan

Fig 7.27

Plan

Fig 7.31

LR10.03

Plan

Fig 7.4

LR10.04

Plan

P.56 para
8.4

LR10.05

Character
Appraisal
[CA]
CA

CA.1, P.21

LR11.01

CA.2, P.28

LR11.02

CA

CA.6, P40

LR11.03

Parish Resident

PSC f'back summary v5a

C

Document
f'back
reference if reference
applicable
LR8.01

Brief summary of comment or Proposed remedial action or action
objection - for full commentary
taken
see feedback form.
Feedback acknowledged, with no
Fully support the protection of
further action required.
heritage assets, open gaps
between settlements and the
views & vistas into and out of the
village. Exceelent work.
LR9.01
I particularly support the
Feedback acknowledged, with no
retention of the existing views in
further action required.
and out of Ashbury, which could
easily be overlooked in the
planning process
LR10.01 View C shown on wrong side of
Feedback acknowledged, errors
road
arose during editing, and view C
now correctly faces north.
LR10.02 Photo's 2 & 8 arrows incorrect?
Feedback acknowledged, errors
arose during editing, and image
across pond now correctly identified
as on arrow 8 rather than 2.

CA

CA.10, P.56 LR11.04

CA

CA.10, P.57 LR11.05

CA

CA.10, P.59 LR11.06

CA

App A, P.70 LR11.07

As LR1.04 above

Feedback acknowledged, error a
simple 'typo' and document
amended accordingly.
Not mill-pond, but watercress
Feedback acknowledged, image
beds
now correctly identified as former
watercress beds.
Clause in parenthisi doesn't
Feedback acknowledged, error a
simple 'typo' and word 'of' corrected
make sense
to read 'or'.
B4501 should read B4507
Feedback acknowledged, error a
simple 'typo' and road numbering
amended accordingly.
Factory buildings used by 2Feedback acknowledged, text now
firms, not one
amended to record that 2-firms
occupy the factory buildings.
B4501 should read B4507
Feedback acknowledged, error a
simple 'typo' and road numbering
amended accordingly.
AONB' repeated
Feedback acknowledged, but error
identified related to an earlier draft,
and the repeated section had
already been deleted from the
consultation version.
Word 'ditch contains a typo
Feedback acknowledged, error a
simple 'typo' and document
amended accordingly.
There are . . . escarpment.'
Feedback acknowledged, and
paragraph repeated
repeated paragraph has been
deleated.
Queries why Lertwell Cottage is
Feedback acknowledged, but
not listed
Lertwell is not actually a listed
building, so no action required.
However, it has been put forward
for inclusion onto a list of Parish
assets and 'buildings of special
interest' currenting being created by
a council sub-committee.

Feedback Summary

CD-21/12/2018

Fedback from

f'back

Pre-Submission Consultation
Document

CA

Document
f'back
reference if reference
applicable
App B, P.74 LR11.08

Parish Resident

C

Policies

LR12.01

Parish Resident

C

Policies

LR13.01

Parish Resident

S

Plan

LR14.01

Parish Resident

S

Plan

Parish Resident

S

Plan

Parish Resident

S

Plan

Parish Resident

S&C

Plan

Plan

Parish Resident

PSC f'back summary v5a

S&C

Plan

Figs 7.24 &
7.27

Brief summary of comment or
objection - for full commentary
see feedback form.
Should read FP/8 & FP/9

Proposed remedial action

Feedback acknowledged, and
document amended to reflect
correct referencing.
Support designation of a greenFeedback acknowledged, and
space to protect chalk streams resident advised that the preference
subject to the extent being
Is not to fix a distance as each case
will be different. Instead the
restricted to a maximum of 5m
intention is that each application
to either side.
should be assessed on its merits
while taking full account of the need
to protect the chalk streams
wherever possible.
Argues designation of greenFeedback acknowledged, and while
space relating to chalk-streams
resident is not directly affected, it
is inconsistent and should not
was clarified that the appeoach to
apply to private households.
those that were was to make them
aware that any development would
need to be sensitive to the chalk
streams and take account of any
feedback such as that above.

An excellent, well balanced
Feedback acknowledged, with no
assessment of the needs of the
further action required.
village
Feedback acknowledged, with no
LR15.01
Expresses importance of the
further action required.
community having a degree of
control over future development
to protect character of parish.
LR16.01 Fully endorses Plan and stresses Feedback acknowledged, with no
further action required.
need to maintain separation of
settlements
Feedback acknowledged and
LR17.01 Suggests that Grade II 'listing' of
resident advised that 'Billies' is the
Billy's/Billies Cottage is not
designated speeling and used
applied consistantly throughout
the documents
formally, while 'Billy's is the spelling
preferred by the owner and hence
used in that context.
LR18.01 Suggests document should start
Feedback acknowledged, and
with an executive summary to
resident advised that while an
improve accessibility
executive summary was discussed
it was not considered appropriate at
this stage. However, if compliant,
this may be considered as an
means of making the community
aware in the lead-up to the
referendum.
LR18.02
Considers that greater weight
Feedback acknowledged, but as
should be given to risk of large
this runs counter to the ethos of
scale development.
neighbour-hood plans resident
advised that it would not be
considered appropriate for inclusion
in the ANP.
LR19.01 Suggests views C & 4 have been Feedback acknowledged, errors
arose during editing, and view C
reversed
now correctly faces north.

Feedback Summary

CD-21/12/2018

Fedback from

f'back

Pre-Submission Consultation
Document

Plan

Document
f'back
reference if reference
applicable
View 4
LR19.02

Parish Resident

C

Plan

Fig 7.4

LR 20.01

Parish Resident

C

Policies

Policy 5

LR 21.01

PSC f'back summary v5a

Brief summary of comment or
objection - for full commentary
see feedback form.
Suggests adjacent field be
designating 'green space to
protect view and separation of
settlements

Proposed remedial action

None required - field is already in
'open countyside' and hence such
designation would duplicate the
protection afforded by core policy 3
of LPP.1
As LR10.04, but also provides
Feedback acknowledged, image
some useful historical
now correctly identified as former
background worthy of review
watercress beds. Resident has
also been approached to assist with
preparing the lists referred to in
response to LR11.07 above
Questions validity of this policy
Feedback acknowledged, and
when parking at Ashbury shop
resident advised that policy can
could present a problem due to only relate to new build, and change
of use referred to is a retrospective
'change of use'.
application. However, point noted
for particular reference on any new
applications that arise in adjacent
area.
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Fedback from

f'back

Pre-Submission Consultation
Document

Wood, pp National
Grid

C

Plan

Localities Coordinator, OCCG

C

Plan plus
appendix 3

Town Planner
[Western & Wales],
Property Network
Rail
Lambourn Parish
Council

C

Plan

SB3.01

Asks to be consulted on any
future planning documents.

S

Plan

SB4.01

Baydon Parish
Council

C

Plan

SB5.01

Natural England

C

Policies

SB6.01

At a full meeting the council
agreed the Plan had no adverse
impact on the parish of
Lambourn
Considered the Plan very
comprehensive and had no
comments to make.
Provide a number of policy
objectives aimed at enhancing
biodiversity with supplementary
policy ideas that are worthy of
consideration.

Oxford County
Council

C

Policies

SB7.01

VWHDC

C

Plan

SB8.01

District Councilor Watchfield &
Shrivenham

C

Plan

SB9.01

PSC f'back summary v5a

Document
f'back
Brief summary of comment or
reference if reference objection - for full commentary
applicable
see feedback form.
SB1.01 Asks to be consulted on any N.P.
documents, or site specific
proposals that could affect their
infrastructure
SB2.01 Looks to local planning authority
to support local GP practice with
CIL or S106 funding.

Proposed remedial action

Request acknowledged, and a
recording system is being
established to ensure adequate
notice is given in such instances.
Request acknowledged, and a
recording system is being
established to ensure adequate
notice is given in such instances.
Request acknowledged, and a
recording system is being
established to ensure adequate
notice is given in such instances.
Feedback acknowledged, with no
further action required.

Feedback acknowledged, with no
further action required.

Feedback acknowledged and while
some of the proposals would be
more relevant if we had nominated
sites, they will be used to explore
the case for a range of
environmental and/or preservation
policies to be brought forward at
review.
Suggests introducing a policy to Feedback acknowledged, and while
better protect what are currently
such assets have been identified
non-designated heritage assets. within the Plan document, work has
already commenced on cataloguing
Parish assets and 'buildings of
special interest'.
Comments on all key areas of
the Plan and proposes a series
of checks & balances aimed at
ensure that the Plan is fully
compliant

Fedback acknowledged, and we
have established a procedure that
takes full account of such
observations and includes the need
to review our policies with our
consultants to determine whether
these need to be amended as a
consequence.
At a meeting of Ashbury council Feedback acknowledged, with no
further action required.
district Councilor EW confirmed
that she what the Plan well
considered and presented.
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