
Notes of points made at the Open Meeting on May 6th 2015 

 

This note groups together points made on each principle topic to provide a more coherent 

account. 

 

1. The Neighbourhood Plan and its status 

Once the Neighbourhood Plan has been finally approved it becomes an integral part of the 

Aylesbury Vale Local Plan and will be used in determining planning applications in the parish. 

But the Aylesbury Plan will not be approved until 2017. Until then the national Planning 

Policy framework will play a major part in determining planning applications. The framework 

created a presumption in favour of sustainable development. As a consequence applications by 

speculative developers which have been rejected by Aylesbury Vale have been approved on 

appeal. Because of these successes developers are now looking at villages such as Wingrave.  

A Draft Plan such as ours carries some weight, but not a great deal, and cannot be relied 

upon to stop developers. But once the plan has been approved it can prevent any development 

outside the plan and it will provide the framework within which a developer must work.  

Government projections on housings assume a housing density of 30 houses per hectare. 

Our plan bases its recommendation of density of houses on each site or 25 houses per hectare. 

 

2. Site assessment and selection 

Each site put forward by landowners went through a process of investigation and evolution 

which culminated in it being scored against a range of criteria. The RAG spreadsheet which can 

be viewed on the Parish website sets out the criteria and the scores awarded. The criteria were 

developed from the consultation events held in the summer 2014 in which 25% of residents 

participated. 

The rules of neighbourhood planning do not allow sites owned by different landowners to be 

grouped together for the purpose of site assessment. Had it been possible to do otherwise it is 

accepted that the scoring would have been different. In the event, the top scoring individual 

sites were grouped in different clusters for the purpose of the site selection consultation.  

The responses at the 2014 consultation indicated to the Neighbourhood Planning Group that 

the majority were not in favour of large developments and it proceeded on that basis. It has 

been pointed out that a well planned and executed large development could produce benefits 

which the Group had not considered. Bell Corner could produce 130 houses and a green space, 

alternatively it could offer about 50 homes and a green space. It was near the school. Similarly, 

the grouping together of several sites in the vicinity of Leighton Road which had been put 

forward by landowners could also bring benefits. These options should be considered. 

Conversely both the Baldways and Leighton Road sites had sufficient disadvantages, 

amongst which were the need to protect the stand of trees in Leighton Road (covered by the 

Tree Protection Order) and the distance from the school of the Leighton Road site and loss of 

views and amenities of those living in and around Baldways.  



The Chairman of the Neighbourhood Planning Group observed that no choice of sites could 

attract universal approval and that any re-visiting of the existing site selection would depend 

significantly on the results of the Pre-Submission Draft Plan consultation.  

 

3. Traffic & Parking Issues  

A grant had been obtained by the Parish Council to fund a traffic calming feasibility study for 

Wingrave. Although the results would not be known for about a year that would be 

advantageous because of the current uncertainty about what development was going where. 

It was accepted that the school drop off caused some difficulties in both Winslow Road and 

Twelve Leys. The requirement that a developer of the Twelve Leys site provide parking space for 

Twelve Leys residents should help in relieving some congestion in Twelve Leys.  

Bucks County Council were providing bollards to be erected opposite the village shop to 

prevent drivers mounting the footpath. But the traffic situation did cause drivers to slow down 

and that was a plus.  

 

4. Other Points 

The cost of housing in Wingrave was seen as likely to prevent the sort of houses young 

families could afford being built. But the school roll was falling and it was important to be able to 

attract young families. There was also a desire amongst older residents to downsize but stay in 

Wingrave. These issues needed more thought but the requirements of developers to provide a 

proportion of affordable homes should help.  

The timing of the new development over the planning period was not something the Parish 

Council could determine but it could certainly try to influence.  

Provided the current consultation did not result in a need for fundamental revision of the 

draft plan, the timetable could be adhered to. If fundamental changes were needed then 

depending on their nature an approved plan could be 18 months to 2 years away.  

The plan, with any revisions, would be published on the Parish Council website and in hard 

copy for those that need it.  

 

The many contributions to the debate were appreciated and they would all be considered as part 

of the present consultation. 

  


