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East Hagbourne Neighbourhood Plan (EHNP) 

Community Group, 3rd Meeting 7:00pm, 30th November 2017, East Hagbourne Pavilion 

 

1) Attendance and Apologies 

Present were:  

Robert Ainger,  Robert Crane, Stuart Dale, Paul Dixon, Pat Elderfield, Jane Hoskin, Andrew 
Oldfield, Susan Pring, Carolyn Sheikh, Christina Sweeney 

- plus the Steering Group:  

Bill Barksfield,  Andy Barmer, David Rickeard, Crispin Topping, Marcus Wood. 

and Mark Fessey, AECOM. 

Apologies were received from:    

Sally Barksfield, Peter Hands, Kay Hardie, Chris Hawes, Andy Stocks. 

 

2) Procedural Matters 

The minutes of the second meeting were approved as a true record. 

 

3) Review of long list draft site assessments 

Marcus thanked everyone for their feedback on the draft site assessments and outlined the main 
comments and the changes to be made in response 

 The traffic lights had caused some confusion and would be removed (they may play a part in 
the evaluation phase. 

 The wording of the questions will be revised to ensure they are purely factual. 

 There are some issues of consistency across the assessments that need to be addressed. 

 The responses need editing to remove any wording that is evaluative - the assessment should 
be factual - evaluation comes later. 

 A number of spellings and typos to be corrected. 

 A clear distinction between evaluation of the site and consideration of known planning 
proposals. To keep these elements distinct, the main assessment will review the sites 
themselves and a separate question will be added to comment on known planning proposals. 

 

The questions will be reordered and grouped into a more logical structure under the headings of  

1. Site size 

2. Location (proximity, integration, coalescence)  

3. Access and movement (key journeys, footpaths) 

Key journeys were thought to be to the school and shop. Access to foot routes as well as distance 
were felt to be important. 

4. Flooding  

Mark Fessey concurred that exclusion of flood zones 3a/3b was appropriate, but said that for 
zone 2, mitigation should be considered. 

5. Landscape and rural character 

6. Heritage and culture 

7. Setting 

8. Ecology and wildlife 

9. Current use 

All land around East Hagbourne is nominally Grade 2/3a "best and most versatile agricultural 
land". More detail may be available for some sites 
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10.  Title and tenure 

This would cover any known impediments to development. It is also important that we establish 
early in the process if any land owners are unwilling to make their land available. 

11. Other matters 

There was discussion around compatibility with existing plans (Local Plan, Didcot Garden Town 
etc) and it was agreed that a specific heading should be added to cover this important item. 

12. Proposed development. This is where information arising out of planning applications 
or proposals would be included. 

A question was asked about archaeology. It is expected that only known archaeological sites 
would be influential in the planning process and most of East Hagbourne's archaeology is still to 
be identified. However, visible features such as ridge & furrow will be noted where appropriate. 

 

It was agreed that the SG would action the revisions to the site assessments to produce a 2nd 
draft by the end of next week. This will be sent simultaneously to the CG and to Land Owners, 
starting a six week comment period. Work within the CG will not stop during this period, but we 
will continue accepting comments and refining the assessment as we go forward. It was agreed 
to post the draft assessments on the web site. 

The assessments will be finalised once all comments are in at the end of the six-week period. In 
the meantime, we need to start thinking about the questions and methodology for the Evaluation 
phase and eventual selection of allocation site or sites. The traffic lights may prove helpful here, 
but we have to develop an approach that is robust and not just mechanistic. 

The SG will take the lead, but we may want to hold a further CG meeting to continue progress. 

 

Crispin reported on a review with Una McGaughrin of AECOM who had commented on the pre-
screening and noted that we will need to document robust reasons for which sites had been 
included in our list for assessment and which had been excluded. Una had pointed to some 
examples which from the map and the SHELAA might need more justification. There are also 
some examples where the evaluation of the SHELAA and the NP differed. David noted that the 
SHELAA was a very high level evaluation and there were some site descriptions which were 
confused. These had been pointed out to SODC who will incorporate them in a revised issue 
currently under way. 

The SG were tasked to work with AECOM to review the criteria used for the pre-screen and 
detailed  assessment to ensure that the methodology is robust and that the answers to the pre-
screen questions are sufficiently detailed and justified. 

 

4) Review of Communication Plan 

Robert Ainger introduced a proposed strategy to communicate with the people of East Hagbourne 
and gain their support for the NP process and the eventual referendum. 

The key assumptions at this point are: 

 Many will not have engaged at all with the NP process so far, or certainly will not have been 
involved for a number of months. 

 Few will be regular visitors to the web site and will have read the NP documents. 

 Many will be aware of and concerned about the speculative developments associated with 
our village. 

 Our NP has had to adapt to these pressures: few people will so far have knowledge of and 
confidence in the NP process. 

A range of communication channels has been reviewed with a view to building trust in the NP, 
explaining what we are doing and building communications with the wider community.  

A simple flyer has been produced which was discussed and a few amendments suggested. It was 
agreed to circulate this during the weekend of 9/10 December, one to each household. Andy 
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Barmer will arrange printing.  This will be followed up with a drop-in session at the Fleur-de-Lys, 
subject to Ruth and Darren's agreement.  

Justine Wood has agreed to coordinate the leaflet distribution 

After checking with the Fleur, the drop-in has been confirmed for Thursday 14th December - it is 
hoped as many members of the SG and CG as possible can attend to help explain our activities..  

Robert had prepared an outline plan of how to organise our communications efforts. As we get 
closer to a recommendation for site allocation (in January) we will need a more formal public 
meeting to allow a fuller discussion with the public. 

 

 

It was suggested that we have an email and mail contact address for anyone who wants to 
comment on our activities. 

 

Crispin has coordinated preparation of two Question & Answer documents - a simple one aimed 
at the general public and a more detailed version for the CG and anyone else who wants a more 
detailed picture. It was agreed that these broadly cover all the questions likely to arise, although 
they can be added to if needed. 

 

5) Strategic environmental Assessment - AECOM 

Crispin explained the NP's relationship with AECOM, who have been appointed by Locality, a 
national body, to help us with the plan. There are three elements 

- Una McGaughrin will advise on the site assessment process as noted above. 

- Ivan Tennant will prepare a report on Housing Needs which is expected in the next week 

- Mark Fessey will carry out a Strategic Environmental Assessment 

Mark explained that an SEA is a process that is not automatically required for a Neighbourhood 
Plan. However our NP has been reviewed by SODC who have determined that an SEA should 
be carried out.  

Step 1 of the SEA process takes place during the development of the plan. A key element would 
be to ensure that the plan looked at "reasonable alternatives" to achieving the objectives. There 
was some discussion of what this would mean in practice. Validation of the methodology used to 
select sites would be one component. Beyond that, the plan could for example consider one site 
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to deliver all the houses needed versus an alternative of two smaller developments to deliver the 
same number. The main SEA kicks in once we have these alternatives, which would be evaluated 
against a range of criteria.  

 

6) Next Steps 

 

 The presentation slides from this meeting will be posted in the Dropbox CG folder. 
 

 It was agreed that the SG would action the revisions to the site assessments to produce a 
2nd draft by the end of next week. This will be sent simultaneously to the CG and to Land 
Owners, starting a six week comment period. work within the CG will not stop during this 
period, but we will continue accepting comments and refining the assessment as we go 
forward. It was agreed to post the draft assessments on the web site. 
 

 The SG will work with Una at AECOM to assess the methodology used and respond to 
comments on the selection of sites for detailed assessment.  

 

 We will circulate flyers to every household in East Hagbourne over the weekend 9/10 
December and follow up with a drop-in session at the Fleur (14 December) 
 

 A public meeting will be planned for the 2nd or 3rd week in January. 

 

 In parallel with the assessment process, we will start thinking about the evaluation phase and 
decide on the next CG meeting as this progresses. 

 

The next scheduled meeting will be on 11th January 2018 at 7pm and will be a public meeting. 

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
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