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East Hagbourne Neighbourhood Plan (EHNP) 

13th Steering Group Meeting, 

7:30pm, 10th April 2018 at Farthings, Blewbury Road 

 

 

1. Attendance and apologies, declarations of interest 

Present:  Bill Barksfield, Sally Barksfield, David Rickeard, Crispin Topping,  
  Marcus Wood  
Aologies: Andy Barmer 
 

2. Background and Status 

 Responses to pre-sumbission (Art 14) consultation. 

We have received responses from 50 people so far, with more continuing to arrive. 

Many village comments are supportive and some give constructive comments for 
improvements to the Plan. We have also received detailed comments from Didcot 
Garden Town and Natural England (supportive) and from Carter Jonas representing 
three land owners (critical). All of these contain detailed comments that will be helpful 
in improving the Plan. 

David has been monitoring the electronic responses and collating them into a tabular 
form, which Bill will eventually include in the Consultation Report. Some of the 
responses are quite lengthy and detailed and we discussed different ways of 
presenting them. The format used by Benson, where comments are groups into those 
from individuals, national/regional bodies and land owners/developers was considered 
appropriate. Comments will be identified by the responder ID number, with a sub-
number for each comment. 

 Edits and improvements to the report. 

A comment at the drop-in session (subsequently confirmed in writing) noted that the 
report contains a lot of repetition, particularly in chapters 3 and 4, and that some 
rationalisation of the text would be beneficial to improvide clarity. David has already 
made a start on this and an edited text was circulated before the meeting. 

Agreed that we will include paragraph numbers in the next issue of the main Plan 
document.   

 

3. Items to address before report submission to SODC 

a) Interaction with SODC policies 

Our Plan needs to align with the Local Plan - we must not conflict with it, but a policy 

may be struck out if it duplicates a LP policy. Crispin has prepared an extract from the 

SODC Local Plan policies which will help in fine tuning our policies. 

b) Green Spaces - designation versus policy 

Carter Jonas, representing the owners of fields in Manor Farm Lane have objected to 

the proposed designation of the site as a Local Green Space in policy E1b. They and 

others have also commented on policies VC1a, VC1b and VC2. This area remains the 

one most in need of work and we discussed the best way to provide protection for this 

and other green sites. 

The justifications for providing protection for each green space need further work, to 

bring out more clearly the special features of each site. This will guide us to the best 

way of providing protection. At present we have policies to protect gaps between 

Didcot and East Hagbourne (VC1a), retaining small village character (VC1b) and 
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Green Spaces per se (E1a and E1b). More clarity is needed to define the extent of 

some of the land areas referenced. Important views are included in VC1b(f), however 

we considered that this was important enough to be split out into a separate policy. 

Changes to the wording of all these policies were agreed and Crispin and David will 

meet tomorrow to continue drafting and test the wording against that approved in other 

plans. 

c) Garden grabbing 

At the moment, we don't say anything on the NP about future infill development. 

The Government's white paper stated very clearly that they hoped NPs would help 

avoid 'garden grabbing' and this principle is also included in the emerging Local Plan, 

so perhaps we should support that sentiment in our NP. Perhaps the place to do it is 

in Policy VC1b(d) where we say that infill should not disrupt the density appropriate to 

a rural village. We have given some explanatory wording for each of the sub-paras to 

this policy, but not so far for para (d). crispin and david will look at it. 

d) Robustness 

Comments have been received suggesting areas to make the policy wording more 

robust to challenge and citing a planning appeal at Shiplake where a made NP was 

overturned. 

e) Encouraging cycling 

Two written comments have been received (from a resident and from Natural England) 

calling for more encouragement of cycling. It was noted that we already have a great 

asset in the parish in the Sustrans Route (national cycle route 544). Perhaps the way 

to handle this is in the community projects.  

f) Responses to the consultation comments  

Draft responses to many of the consultation comments have already been prepared 

and included in the consultation report table.  Those requiring further thought are 

highlighted in yellow. 

 

4. Preparation for meeting with Ricardo Rios on 16th April 

A number of the above items raise pioints which will be discussed with Ricardo at our 
meeting. We will also ask for his views in how to consider the implications of updated 
NPPF. Crispin and David will attend on 16th April. 

 

5. Next Steps - what needs to be done 

a) Consultation Statement: bill will collate once the consultation comments are all in.  
b) The SEA will need updating. Mark Fessey of AECOM will do this in parallel with 

SODC's Art 16 consultation 
c) Submission to SODC: timing to be discussed with Ricardo, but target remains end April 
d) Basic conditions statement: Tom McCulloch of CFO will handle. 
 

6. Next Meeting 

To be decided later. 

 

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