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East Hagbourne Neighbourhood Plan (EHNP) 

Community Group, 4th Meeting 7:00pm, 24th January 2018, East Hagbourne Pavilion 

 

1) Attendance and Apologies 

Present were:  

Robert Ainger,  Robert Crane, Paul Dixon, Pat Elderfield, Peter Hands, Kay Hardie, Jane Hoskin, 
Andrew Oldfield, Susan Pring, Carolyn Shaikh, Andy Stocks, Christina Sweeney 

- plus for the Steering Group:  

Bill Barksfield, Sally Barksfield, Andy Barmer, David Rickeard, Marcus Wood. 

 

Apologies were received from:    

Stuart Dale, Chris Hawes, Crispin Topping. 

 

2) Review of first draft site evaluations 

Marcus outlined the process so far. The comment period for land owners expired on 22nd January 
and these have been incorporated into the site assessments as appropriate. In preparation for 
the Evaluation phase, the questions have been checked against national and local criteria and 
reviewed by AECOM. 

A first draft evaluation has been prepared by the SG and was circulated to the CG for review prior 
to this meeting.  So far, this contains largely factual comments summarised from from the SA, 
plus inclusion of draft traffic light ratings added. The main questions relate to the ‘suitability’ 
criterion and a first draft comments on ‘overall suitability’ have been included. With the completion 
of the land owner consultation we are also in a position to complete the ‘availability’ section. 

Marcus led a review of the draft with the objectives of improving the responses and ratings to 
each question and ensuring consistency of approach between each site. Several changes were 
made as a result of the discussion. 

Availability: Where land owners have not responded to our consultation we assume their land is 
not available for development. If a site looks attractive except for not being available we will 
confirm this. Bakers Lane has a question over a restrictive covenant. Great Mead south has 
multiple land owners who are unlikely to be able to deliver th ewhole site. Owners of Paddock 1 
have asked for their land to be considered separately. 

Access: Access and traffic are issues for several of the sites and there was extensive discussion 
about how to rate them.  

Flooding: Feasibility of sustainable drainage seems to be an issues for all local sites since the 
ground is fairly impervious.  

Integration with the village: This is essentially a question about proximity to village facilities. Since 
more remote sites were ruled out in the pre-screening, all rate green or perhaps amber. 

Agricultural land: Clarified that all land around the village is generically Grade 2/3a ‘best and most 
versatile agricultural land’, but where local soil surveys have been performed we can be more 
specific. 

Traffic and parking: Access needs to be able to cater for emergency vehicles, refuse trucks and 
the growing number of delivery vans. Vehicles parked on pavements are a concern. Road 
junctions are problematic for a number of sites. 

Coalescence: Agreed that the question should be slightly changed to say would development 
encourage coalescence. This allows indirect impacts to be included in the response. 

 

3) Next Steps 

The changes agreed will be incorporated into the evaluation workbook and the ipdated draft 
circulated to the CG.  
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A further CG meeting will be held on 31st January 2018 at 7pm to complete the evaluation and 
to discuss Green Spaces and communications, for which there was no time at this meeting. 

Following this, we will ask AECOM to review and prepare at least two allocation scenarios that 
can be put through the SEA process.  
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