
 

 

 
MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE FULL COUNCIL 

ON WEDNESDAY 3rd FEBRUARY 2021 AT 7:30 PM 
VIA ZOOM. 

 
In accordance with The Local Authorities and Police and Crime Panels (Coronavirus) 
(Flexibility of Local Authority and Police and Crime Panel Meetings) (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2020 which allows local councils to meet remotely.  
 
Present: Cllr Billinge-Jones (Chairman), Cllr Spence, Cllr Bracey, Cllr Cocker, Cllr Jones, Cllr 
Winfield, Cllr Nims, Cllr Snowden, Cllr McKay and Mrs. Wilson (Clerk). 
Ms. Farris (MP), Mrs. Rieunier, Mrs. Brewer, Mr. Reed, Mr. Lochrane, Mr. Noll, Mrs. Carden, 
Mrs. Blogg, Mrs. Wilkins, Mr. Snook, Mr. Mintern, Ms. Warren, Mr. Chipppett, Mr. &  Mrs. 
Dreyer, Mr. Pearce. 
 
Acceptance of apologies for absence  
Schedule 12 of the Local Government Act 1972 requires a record to be kept of the members 
present and that this record form part of the minutes of the meeting. Members who cannot 
attend a meeting should tender apologies to the Parish Clerk as it is usual for the grounds upon 
which apologies are tendered also to be recorded. Under Section 85(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1972, members present must decide whether the reason(s) for a member's 
absence are accepted. 
Apologies:  
Cllr Bulbeck Reynolds flight has been cancelled. 
Cllr Crawford has been in hospital and has now resigned  
Dist. Cllr Woollaston has a district meeting to attend. 
 
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
Disclosable Pecuniary Interests Regulation 2012 (SI 2012/1464). 
No Declarations of interest. 
  

152 MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING  
LGA 1972 Sch 12 para 41(1) 

 The minutes of the 6th January 2021 approved and signed. 
 
 Cllr Billinge-Jones reminded Council that he would be stepping down at the end of this year and 

asked Councillors to consider who they would propose as Chairman. 
 
153 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION  

Public Bodies (admission to meetings) Act 1960. 
Mrs Brewer would like to present Mrs Andreski’s proposal for Planting Trees to celebrate    Right of 
Passage 
 

19:35 Cllrs Snowden and McKay joined the meeting. 
Suspension of Standing Orders 
 Mrs Brewer thanked the Parish Council for their support for the Community Orchard. Now Mrs 

Andreski would like to continue the work of planting more trees in Lambourn to memorialise rites of 
passage (i.e. births, deaths, marriage, and anniversary). 

 This would encourage bio diversity, prevent flooding and enhance the area. 
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 Her proposal is to get a small group of admin staff to register the planting and accept the grants. 
They would be working closely with Mr Cullen (WBC). He would acquire the trees and has made 
suggestions on suitable WBC owned land for planting on. He is happy for his ground crew to mark 
the area for digging as he did for the Orchard. Mrs Andreski and staff would plant and maintain the 
trees. Mrs Andreski would like the Council members support and opinion, no financial assistance is 
required. 

 Cllr Billinge-Jones confirmed that this was a great idea and suggested handed in to BOSA committee 
for feedback. 

Re-instatement of Standing Orders 
 
154 FINANCE  

LGA 1972 s150 (5) 
 Salaries       £ 3937.17 
 Scofell Landscapes      £997.99 
 Lambourn Christmas Tree Farm   £396.00 
 Mr Billinge-Jones (expenses)    £28.78 
 Pete’s logs      £799.20 
 Scofell Landscapes (grave digging)   £336.00 
 SSE (S/L repairs)     £197.52 
 Harrods Sports (football goals)   £1318.04 
 Fresh Air Fitness (gym signs)    £315.60 
 Cresswell (Salt bins refill)    £1296.00 
 Sutcliffe Play (replacement)    £64.13 
  
 Standing Orders: 
 LGPS (Pension)     £1031.25 
 Castle Water (Hall Water)    £32.66 
 Southern Electric (Hall electric)   £94.00  
 LNDP 
 Bluestone Planning     £237.60 
 Groundwork UK     £2611.60 
 
155 INTRODUCTION TO MS LAURA FARRIS MP 
 Ms Farris would like to introduce herself to the Parish Council. 
Suspension of Standing Orders 
 Ms. Farris expressed her frustration at not being able to attend in person and the limitations of zoom. 

She looked forward to meeting the very important people within the community. She saw a few 
familiar faces from the flooding actions.  She felt this was an opportunity to raise concerns. 

 She asked how Thames Water work had impacted on residents. She has raised the issue in the House 
and this has resulted in more action in the Environment Bill. 

 Cllr Winfield asked for an update on the work which has been undertaken as there is no update on 
Social Media. 

 Ms Farris confirmed that Lambourn now has a dedicated engineer who has understood the concerns 
and is addressing them. She asked Mrs. Carden to update further. 
Mrs. Carden confirmed that 80% of the Thames Water pipes have been sealed in order to ensure that 
only sewerage flows through these pipes – not ground water. They have a work plan which should 
be completed by mid-2021. 
Cllr Billinge-Jones stated that the Atec was still on the footpath and ready to be brought into use 
when required, probably in the next few weeks. 
Ms. Farris stated that when the new Environment Bill is passed, residents would have more power 
and could expect more from utility companies. 
Mr Noll thanked Ms. Farris for her hard work in order to get action taken in this regard, and for her 
support of The Junction and all other aspects. 



 

 

Mr. Reed felt that this topic had largely been ignored previously and extended his thanks for the 
ongoing interest. 
Ms Farris confirmed that flooding ruins lives and that Thames Water are really difficult to work 
with, but Mr Sanderson has a firm grasp of the situation and a plan to resolve the issues. 
Cllr Snowden asked about the impact of additional housing on the sewers. 
 Cllr Billinge-Jones has been told that if the sewers were not having the additional ground water 
infiltrating, then it could cope with 200 additional houses. 
Ms. Farris confirmed that this was currently a precarious position which may lead to developer 
obligations before housing developments are approved. 
She asked all present to contact her with any concerns on her parliamentary email address. 
Cllr Billinge-Jones thanked Ms. Farris for attending the meeting. 

20:07 Ms. Farris left the meeting. 
 
156 INTRODUCTION OF POTENTIAL NEW COUNCILLOR 
 Mrs Vicky Rieunier has been asked to introduce herself to the Council members 
 Ms. Rieunier gave a brief introduction. She and her family moved to Upper Lambourn in 2018 and 

she has been unaware of the work that a Parish Council does. She is originally from Cheltenham and 
has always worked with/owned horses. She is always inspired with her surroundings and would like 
to get involved and be part of the decision making process in order to maintain the beauty of this 
parish. 

Re-instated Standing Orders 
 
157 PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
 Town and Country Planning Act 1990 

(Please note: in planning matters the Council acts as the consultee of the Principal 
Authority. The Principal Authority being the deciding body). 
 
20/03091/HOUSE – 1 Essex Place, Lambourn - Proposed two-storey side extension with 
mezzanine in roof space, single-storey rear extension, new front porch and new attached 
garage. Replace all windows and render and cladding to external walls. Action IMcK. No 
Objection 
 
20/03089/HOUSE – 18 Gwyns Piece, Lambourn – Proposed front extension with pitched 
roof to extend over existing garage. Action TN. No Objection. 
 
21/00026/HOUSE – 4 Hayfield Court, Eastbury – Proposed front porch extension. Action 
SC. No Objection. 
 
21/00020/FUL – Ford Fuel Oils, Lambourn Woodlands – To install additional windows. 
Action BJ. No Objection. 
 
20/00074/AGRIC – Stroud Farm, Ermin Street, Lambourn Woodlands – Application to 
determine if prior approval is required for a proposed steel portal framed building to be used as 
a general purpose store. Length 30.67m, breadth 24m, height to ridge 11.53m.  
This is an agricultural notification which is to determine only whether the prior approval 
of the Authority will be required as to the siting, design and external appearance of the 
building, the siting and means of construction of the private way, the siting of excavation 
or deposit or the siting and appearance of the tank, as the case may be.  
Lambourn Parish Council recommends a Full Planning Application s required. 
 
21/00099/HOUSE – The Old Farm, Eastbury – Demolition of garage. Erection of part two-
storey and part single storey extension to the north elevation. Internal alterations. Formation of 
2 no. porch and alterations to existing outbuilding. Action SC. Objection on the grounds 



 

 

that: The house is in the Eastbury Conservation area. The extension to the main 
house will not be subservient to the original dwelling and the new roofline will 
fundamentally alter the visual impact of the house. It will impinge on the setting of the 
listed building (Woodcote Cottage) next door. 
 7 Councillors agreed to Object, 1 Abstained. 
 
21/00184/FULD – Whitehouse Stables, Upper Lambourn – Revised proposal for trainers 
dwelling. Action JW. No Objection. Request a tie to the Racing yard. 

 
158 PLANNING CORRESPONDENCE  
 20/02538/F|UL – Mile End, Wantage Road, Lambourn – Heavy Goods vehicle servicing and 

repair facility building. No Objection. APPROVED. 
 
Suspension of Standing orders. 
159 FUNDING REQUEST 
 Request for funding received from lambourn.org website due to the loss of sponsorship. 
 Demonstration to show the scope of the website.  
 Mr. Noll gave a demonstration of the Lambourn.org website and content. It has over 240 pages 

and over 266 posts, not to mention the well over 1000 photos (historical and current). He 
confirmed that all the work was undertaken by volunteer and the costings involved were for 
templates and hosting. Cllr Winfield noted that the Lambourn.org postings were also posted to 
Facebook.  

 All Councillors in agreement to provide a grant of £112.39. 
Re-instatement of Standing Orders. 
  
160 MINERAL AND WASTE LOCAL PLAN CONSULTATION 
 Proposal to discuss LPC response to the mineral and waste local plan consultation. 
 The Clerk has read the consultation and supporting documentation. Jockey Club Estate has had 

an input on horse manure treatment and it was felt that the Parish Council could not provide 
any further information. 

 All in agreement that no input is required. 
  
161 LITTER PICKING 
 Litter Act 1983 
 Proposal from Mr Davis to arrange a litter picking campaign along the Upper Lambourn Road. 

Cllr Snowden would like the wooded area of the Old Cricket field included in this litter pick. 
Cllr Billinge-Jones noted that the community has been very involved in this regard and 
according to Social Media this is in hand. 

 
162 LOCAL PLAN CONSULTATION 
 Proposal to confirm Lambourn Parish Council response to the Local Plan Consultation. 

Our thanks to Cllr Cocker for all her hard work in putting together a response on behalf of the 
Parish Council, please find attached response for discussion. 
All in agreement to submit the following response.  

Lambourn Parish Council: response to WBC Local Plan Review Consultation. 
See attached document for Part A of online form (Personal Details) 

To which part of the document does this comment relate?  Please specify the section, 
policy or site reference on which you are commenting. 
Section:4. Development Strategy 
Policy or Site Ref: SP1: Spatial Strategy 
Q1: Do you agree with the proposed policy/site allocation?  
Q2. What are your reasons for supporting or objecting?    
Q3: What changes are you seeking / what would be your preferred approach? 



 

 

N.B. Lambourn NDP are not seeking to make allocations for housing 
To which part of the document does this comment relate?  Please specify the section, 
policy or site reference on which you are commenting. 
Section: 6 Delivering Housing 
Policy or Site Ref: SP23: Infrastructure requirements and delivery.  
RSA22: (Formerly HSA19) Land adjoining Lynch Lane: 60 dwellings 
RSA23: (Formerly HSA20) Land at Newbury Road: 5 dwellings 
This leaves a shortfall of 25 units, 90 being the number of houses WBC judge will be needed. 
(This number can be updated during the life of the Local Plan). Housing, especially affordable 
housing, is needed in Lambourn. 
WBC are aware the emerging Lambourn NDP is not planning to bring forward sites for the 
allocation of housing. It is anticipated natural development will fill the quota. The emerging 
LNDP will contain Design Codes to address issues of density and appearance. A NDP, once 
made is subject to monitoring and review. 
Q2. What are your reasons for supporting or objecting?    
RSA22: (Formerly HSA19) Land adjoining Lynch Lane: 60 dwellings. The developers of the 
site are currently in pre-planning discussions with WBC. They would like to build a larger 
number of houses on the site than 60. The on-going problems with the incursion of 
groundwater into the sewers is a constraint on the development. 
The Landscape Character Appraisal undertaken for the emerging Lambourn Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (Lambourn LCA) has identified Lynch Wood (LCA5) as a Landscape 
Character Area which includes this site. In Recommendations to plan, manage and protect 
distinctiveness of LC5 it states: 
• Lynch Wood should continue to be managed on a sustainable basis, maximising biodiversity 
and visual appeal.  
• The woodland management needs to plan for the effects of climate change. 
• Broad leaved species are a key characteristic of the woodland and should continue to prevail.  
• The housing allocation for some 60 dwellings (Housing Site Allocations DPD Policy) at 
Lynch Lane needs to be carefully scaled and designed to complement the villages existing 
built form and embrace sylvan qualities whilst maintaining strong visual links with the 
church. 
• The existing built form includes low density housing often comprising bungalows. Any new 
development should carefully consider the strong riverine valley features with the hanging 
woodland that make this location so distinctive. 
• The 2015 Landscape Capacity Study of the land near Lynch Wood concluded that “New 
development should be severely restricted to conserve character of existing settlements - 
large-scale developments are not appropriate in this narrow river valley. 
The density of development at the edge of the settlement is important, as is sensitivity to the 
River Lambourn and the SSSI. The River Lambourn is one of only 210 chalk streams in the 
world. There are already difficulties with water quality, not  
just with sewage discharge, so care must be taken not to make this worse when  
Q3: What changes are you seeking / what would be your preferred approach? 
The policy in the Local Plan Review (RSA22, formerly HSA19) has not changed since the 
Housing Site Allocations DPD (2006-2026) was adopted in 2017. Many of the concerns about 
development of the site are addressed in it. We expect those criteria/conditions to be adhered to 
and would like consideration to be given to the recommendations in the Lambourn LCA. 
Q2. What are your reasons for supporting or objecting?  
RSA23: (Formerly HSA20) Land at Newbury Road: 5 dwellings 
An amended Planning Application for 8 dwellings on this site is currently with WBC, to which 
Lambourn Parish Council has commented: 20/00972/FULMAJ - Land North of Newbury Road, 
Lambourn – Erection of eight semi-detached ‘build to rent affordable eco-dwellings, parking, 
landscaping and associated works. Amended plans received. LPC objected to the original plan 
in June, on the grounds that: 1. Twice as many houses as allocated for site, which increases 
traffic and demands on parking spaces 2. Detrimental impact on AONB – unimaginative and 



 

 

inappropriate design, poorly screened 3. Level of affordable housing rent was unrealistic 4. 
Access unsuitable for elderly residents (Both 3 and 4 miss identified housing shortage groups) 
5. Concerns re: drainage and sewers  
Delighted to see amended plan both reduces the number of houses (from 10 to 8) and 
substantially alters the design of the houses. There are now 4 different versions of the plans, so 
each pair of houses is different, and screening and parking has been improved. The applicants 
are to be commended for all of this. Regarding the house plans, we suggest they do not use 
type 2, because the flat roof does look very different to the others, which all have gables in 
some form or another. Repeating the design of type 1, 3 or 4 would be a good fit. LPC is still 
concerned about the level of affordable housing rent. We note the Housing Development 
Officer has reservations about the lack of detail concerning affordable housing. LPC’s 
concerns about the drainage and sewers remain..  
The Lambourn LCA also comments: Development at land allocation HSA20 on Newbury Road 
should be designed to consider this viewpoint (from the South West of Lambourn) and the 
existing western boundary of the village. Landscaping proposals for the site should ensure 
mature broadleaved trees form the upper part of the allocation as per planning policy HSA20 
of the local plan. 
Q3: What changes are you seeking / what would be your preferred approach? 
We expect the criteria/conditions in the policy to be adhered to and would like consideration to 
be given to the recommendations in the Lambourn LCA. 

~~~~~~~~~~ 
To which part of the document does this comment relate?  Please specify the section, 
policy or site reference on which you are commenting. 
Section: 7 Fostering economic growth and supporting local communities 

Policy or Site Ref: SP21: Sites allocated for economic development 
Extensions to Designated Employment Areas for industrial, storage and distribution 

uses 
 DS31: Designated Employment Areas. (Formerly Protected Employment Areas, or PEAs)  
Context: The Membury Protected Employment Area (renamed Designated Employment Area 
in the new Local Plan) is made up of 8 parcels of land in Lambourn Woodlands (see attached 
map). In WB, DEA land is designated for particular B-class business uses. (It is not clear how 
the recent reclassification to E Class use of some B uses will impact the DEAs) Two of the 
largest DEA sites lie adjacent to (but do not include) the Membury Service areas. Whilst they 
straddle the motorway, it is a 7 km journey to Junction 14 of the M4. The route is along 
country roads (mainly Ramsbury Road) and the B4000 (Ermin Street), none of which have 
pavements, and which are on the West Berkshire Freight Route Plan (2009) as local access 
routes. The nearest District access route to key destinations and a strategic lorry route for 
through HGV traffic is at Junction 14 of the M4. 
Membury DEA has evolved over the past 60 years since the closure of the WW2 airfield. 
Lying within the North Wessex Downs AONB, its patchwork of sites fits with the 
characteristics of the varied landscape pattern, described in West Berkshire’s Landscape 
Character Assessment (2019) as Mixed farmland, divided into large-scale fields bound by 
mature hedgerows and broken up by blocks of woodland. The character area (LCA WD1. 
Shefford Wooded Downland) has a mosaic of arable and pasture farmland, as well as large 
blocks of woodland. 
The businesses established in the existing DEA are a mixture of sizes, from small to large, and 
include offices, workshops, small, light industrial premises, open storage, chemical 
manufacture, warehouses and distribution centres. Several have been there for many years. 
They have been, in general, good neighbours to the community at large and to local residents, 
keeping their sites tidy and obeying the terms of their planning consents, especially those 
referring to operation times. Residents within and adjacent to the DEAs accept that their 
community includes the businesses and they understand that during working hours, there will 
be traffic movements and other factors associated with commercial operations, but in the early 



 

 

mornings and evenings, and for most of the weekends, the lanes around the sites will be quiet 
enough for them to walk dogs, run, ride horses or cycle, enjoying the tranquillity of the AONB.  
Over the last 10 years, especially in the last 5 years, changes have occurred. Businesses have 
expanded and practices have changed. Increasingly, HGVs, rather than vans, and many more of 
them, are the vehicles using the roads. Occupants of the sites have changed, sometimes very 
rapidly. Businesses require lights for later operating and security. New tenants of the DEA 
operate noisy refrigerated trucks, 24-hour breakdown businesses, or build hard standings for 
open storage or parking. Units appear to have been sub-let. Planning condition restrictions on 
traffic movements are ignored by some firms and their clients, and weekends can be as busy as 
weekdays. Trucks enter and leave sites in the early hours of the morning or park up on the 
narrow roads. Local residents come across dumped human waste. All non-motorised road users 
often have to dodge HGVs and, without pavements, there are few places to take refuge. WB 
Highways have been unable to deploy traffic monitoring equipment at relevant points on 
Ramsbury Road because it is too dangerous; in several places the roads are too narrow for two 
HGVs to pass; access to the sites along Ramsbury Road is dangerous for pedestrians and 
cyclists and at least one company uses a firm to bus in employees (who come from Reading 
and Swindon). Residents of the Woodland settlements have to drive to the local social club in 
Woodlands St. Mary because, with no pavements and more HGVs, it is too dangerous to walk. 
Public transport is limited. The nearest bus stop is on Ermin Street and the bus, to Newbury, 
runs once a day. Planning conditions do not appear to be enforced, despite residents’ repeatedly 
expressed concerns over several years, both to the relevant businesses and West Berkshire 
Council. WBC does not have enough enforcement officers to ensure the terms are adhered to 
and, it appears, no knowledge of exactly who operates within the DEA.  
Residents’ resistance to further expansion of the DEA is understandable.  
In December 2019, the Parish Council objected to planning application 19/02979/OUTMAJ, 
for the erection of a new logistics warehouse building, on the grounds that it was unacceptable 
in the AONB (too big; visual impact), additional vehicle movements, and the PEAs should not 
be joined up with the loss of open spaces. 
 
Response to the Local Plan Review Consultation: 
Do you agree with the proposed policy/site allocation or approach?  No 
What are your reasons for supporting or objecting?  
The proposed extension to Membury (EMP5) : The land designated as LAM6 in the 
HELAA, EMP5 in the Local Plan Review, is within the North Wessex Downs AONB. AONBs 
have statutory protection under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000, and the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2019 states (paragraph 172): Great weight should be given to 
conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty in National Parks, the Broads and 
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of protection in relation to 
these issues…..The scale and extent of development within these designated areas should be 
limited”. This does not preclude development, but it does require that the need for development 
should be assessed - for its impact on the local economy, the scope for development outside the 
AONB and  any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape and recreational 
opportunities, and the extent to which that could be modified. 
The authors (Stantec) of the Economic Land Review acknowledge the impact on the AONB is 
a major policy constraint on the extension to Membury and note: Immediately to the rear 
(west) of the main estate is land used for testing by TRL and also areas of open storage. This 
area would make a logical extension of the main Membury Industrial Estate This land is 
already within the DEA and could be used to help fill the gap in WBC’s economic land 
allocation by more efficient use of existing employment land. This would allow some 
expansion without enlarging the DEA still further.  
The impact of development on the AONB is addressed in the North Wessex Downs AONB 
Management Plan 2019 – 2024. The NWD AONB will oppose forms of development that fail 
to conserve and enhance the character and quality of the AONB and its setting {DE01} Further 
concerns include noise generation {DE07}, light pollution {DE08}. The AONB will resist 



 

 

developments that would substantially increase traffic volumes in sensitive areas. The AONB 
will support local businesses which employ local people; provide services to improve the local 
quality of life; spend money locally; promote community cohesion; have a smaller 
environmental footprint (by reducing the transportation of goods from across communities).  
Expanding the Membury DEA for warehousing and distribution does not accord with the final 
point, especially as the ELR assessment of the site is that the demand is low and that such 
businesses prefer to be nearer the M4/A34 junction. Furthermore, regarding the Membury 
DEA, there is evidence of more local demand for industrial space coming from small 
businesses servicing the local market. Some of that local demand might be accommodated in 
the empty and soon-to-be-redeveloped units on the Lambourn Business Park (Lowesden 
Works), or even on the Hadley Farm site. This is not in the DEA, but has planning permission 
for 1,678 sqm for commercial use. Stantec do not seem to have noted either planning 
application.  
Due to the proximity of EMP5 to the existing DEA, it is tempting to assume its development 
would merge into the existing landscape. This is not the case. The site is an integral part of the 
patchwork of agricultural land and woodland described in West Berkshire’s Landscape 
Character Assessment (2019) as Mixed farmland, divided into large-scale fields bound by 
mature hedgerows and broken up by blocks of woodland. The character area (LCA WD1. 
Shefford Wooded Downland) has a mosaic of arable and pasture farmland, as well as large 
blocks of woodland. 
The nearby industrial sites are largely shielded by mature planting. As one emerges from the 
trees along the Ramsbury Road, the fields open up on either side of the road, blending into the 
open countryside to the east. The impression is of space and reflects the openness of the former 
military airfield as well as the wider downland. Building into this space would link four 
existing DEA sites, making a continuous line of industrialisation, running from north of the 
motorway to the Walker Logistics buildings, impacting not only the landscape character, but 
also on the setting of the group of houses from the Grade II Lyckweed Farm to Lye Farm 
Cottages. The special, rural character of this area, with its scattered buildings interspersed with 
wider countryside, woodland and farmland, would be lost. The West Berkshire Landscape 
Character Assessment (2019) warns that Pressure for further development (in LCA WD1) may 
lead to development which is out of character with the existing sparsely settled character of the 
small hamlets and suburbanising features being introduced which may detract from the rural 
qualities of the area. It suggests a Landscape Strategy which ensures that changes in the 
landscape including land use change and development are sensitively sited and designed so as 
not to detract from the special qualities of the landscape.  
The Landscape Character Appraisal, undertaken to inform the emerging Lambourn 
Neighbourhood Development Plan, has suggested a local landscape character area, within the 
Shefford Wooded Downland LCA, based on Membury Airfield (LCA3). It recommends that to 
help plan, manage and protect the distinctiveness of LCA3, The scale and planning of 
development at this location needs much careful consideration of any further growth to help 
avoid further change in character.  
Incorporating EMP5 into the Membury DEA would have a major impact on the landscape 
character of the AONB and additionally seems to contradict WBC’s proposed Spatial Policy 2: 
Development will respond positively to the local context, conserving and enhancing local 
distinctiveness, sense of place and setting of the AONB. The strong sense of remoteness, 
tranquillity and dark night skies, particularly on the open downland, should be preserved. 
LAM6 was promoted for B8 storage and distribution in the HELAA, but was ruled out from 
further assessment due to the site being considered unsuitable. The reason for this, apart from 
the site being outside the DEA, was concern over highway impacts.  
The comments regarding highways and access state:  There is increasing concern regarding 
traffic levels especially HGVs impacting on Membury and the B4000 Ermin Street. Highways 
will object to this proposal on these grounds, and more importantly the site is within a location 
that is unsustainable that can only be reached by motorised vehicle.   



 

 

Further to this, a comment from Highways Development Control was made in August 2020 in 
a response to planning application 19/02979/OUTMAJ. (The application was made in 
November 2019 by the promoters of LAM6 and refers to part of LAM6. It is still pending a 
decision.): It has been policy of the Highways Development Control for some time to try and 
resist expansion of the Membury Industrial Estate due to how unsustainable the location is. I 
consider that if the Climate Emergency is to be taken seriously then this proposal should be 
resisted. (Paul Goddard, Highways Development Control Team Leader)  
Detailed, long-term travel plans for any development might reduce sustainability issues, but 
they will not address the increase in traffic to distribution centres. Furthermore, given the 
problems WBC have with enforcing planning conditions, or maintaining accurate information 
about site occupants, we are not persuaded that such mitigation will actually work. 
Findings from the Residents’ Survey conducted for the emerging Lambourn Neighbourhood 
Plan suggest that most respondents would welcome smaller business units to encourage growth 
within the local economy and do not wish to see large developments. 
The evidence presented in the Local Plan Review does not convincingly support the economic 
need for a B8 development on this site. It is more likely to bring employees in from outside the 
district than to offer employment locally.  
The impact of such a development would adversely affect the NWD AONB, which is protected 
both by statute and WBC’s own policies.  
The development is not sustainable and could actually lead to an increase in carbon emissions. 
What changes are you seeking/what would be your preferred approach? 
The removal of  the proposal to include EMP5 as a DEA extension and amore efficient use of 
existing land within the Membury DEA. The inclusion of accurate information about available 
land would increase the number of small business units and reduce the need for extra 
employment land.  

~~~~~~~~~~ 
To which part of the document does this comment relate?  Please specify the section, 
policy or site reference on which you are commenting. 
Section: 9 Development Control Policies 
Policy or Site Ref: DC34: Equestrian development 
Q1: Do you agree with the proposed policy/site allocation?  
Q2. What are your reasons for supporting or objecting?    
Q3: What changes are you seeking / what would be your preferred approach? 
The racehorse training industry and its associated businesses are of vital importance to the 
Parish of Lambourn and to the wider West Berkshire district. 
It was a Lambourn Councillor who spearheaded the writing of policies ECON8 and ECON9 in 
the 1990s, ensuring the racehorse industry was specifically included in the Local Plan. These 
policies were superseded by policy CS12 (not CS13, as stated in the LPR). It has, in the main, 
served its purpose and we do not wish to see it watered down. Policy DC34 appears to include 
more details, especially about general equestrian use. The section on the NWD AONB 
Racehorse Industry is copied word for word from CS12. We are pleased to see a reference in 
the supporting text (9.253) to the importance of the links between the various supporting 
businesses, and the recognition (9.255) that proposals for development be in keeping with the 
character and appearance of the local area and prevent the spread of the built form in the 
countryside and the AONB. 
 

163 DRAINAGE AT MEMBURY TO PREVENT LOCALISED FLOODING  
Proposal regarding future development on the Membury Estate DEA. 
(i) Due to an apparent lack of a permeable base for work carried out beside the grain silo on 
Ramsbury Road, Lambourn Woodlands, run off water (and ice) flows across the road. It is 
proposed that future development will need to have permeable base/ground and adequate run 
off facilities.  
(ii) Since Highways have not resolved this issue, it is further proposed that LPC makes a 
complaint to WB Highways, not only on their behalf but also on behalf of road users. 



 

 

Cllr Billinge-Jones confirmed that Cllr Jones would pen a response to West Berkshire Council, 
which would be circulated to Council members and then the Clerk would submit it. 

 
164 MEMBURY CCTV 
 Proposal from Cllr Jones to discuss CCTV camera at Membury for traffic monitoring. 
 After a discussion about the requirements for traffic monitoring and possible positions of the 

camera. Mr. Noll raised concerns over the legal guidance in this regard. 
 Cllr Cocker proposed that the Hall & Street Committee discuss this at the next meeting in 

March. All in agreement. 
 
165 REPRESENTATION OF PARISHIONERS 
 Proposal to discuss and consider email received from Mrs Wilkin regarding the Parish Council 

response to planning application 20/02922/FUL. 
Mr Reed has the following questions regarding this application 

Question A: Is the council aware that it is appears there has been no planning application site 
notice placed on the address to inform members of the public that an application has been 
made.  

Question B: Would the council consider contacting West Berkshire council to extend the 
consultation period in line with when a planning application notice is erected.  

Question C: In the January meeting the council made no objections to the referenced planning 
application but noted that no planning application notice had gone up in this location. Can the 
council expand on why no objections were made despite members of the public not having a 
chance to voice their opinions due to the lack of planning notice.  

Suspension of Standing Orders 
 Mrs. Wilkins asked why concerns over the sewerage, parking or overdevelopment of the site 

were not raised in regards to this application. 
 It was pointed out that 3 Councillors did Object strongly to this application, and did raise these 

concerns. Cllr Billinge-Jones confirmed that all issues were discussed and a vote was taken. 
 
 Mr. Reed raised his concerns and asked why there was No Objection, when residents were not 

given the chance to ‘have their say’. 
 Cllr Billinge-Jones stated that the Parish Council are merely consultees with no powers to 

delay applications due to the notices not being displayed. 
 A discussion ensued regarding the plan, room size and scale. 
 Cllr Billinge-Jones stated that the Parish was asked for local knowledge not technical expertise. 
 Cllr Snowden re-iterated that those who did Object felt strongly and suggested that residents 

raise their concerns with West Berkshire Council as the decision makers. 
 Mr. Noll asked whether the planning officers were attending site. 
 Cllr Winfield stated that the Parish Council could not answer this. 
 Mr. Reed felt that the Parish Council should have postponed their discussion on the application 

until the planning notices had gone up. 
 
 166 FEEDBACK ON PROPOSED GREENWAY DEVELOPMENT 
 Feedback from the meeting attended by Cllrs Billinge-Jones, Nims and Cocker with Manor 

Oak Housing and AR Planning regard a proposed development in Greenways. 
 Cllr Billinge-Jones fed back that the developers are looking to build up to 25 homes on this 

site, with 40% being affordable, Concerns over the sewers was raised.  
 The developers were under the impression that the Parish Council would be allocating sites for 

development within their Neighbourhood Development plan. They were disappointed to hear 
this was not the case.  



 

 

 Cllr Cocker explained the reason for developer meeting as part of the pre-planning application 
stage. Cllr Winfield confirmed that the Parish Council are not the decision makers. 
 

21:33 Cllr Billinge-Jones requested an extension of time. 
 Cllr Snowden has to leave  
 
167 ANTI SOCIAL BEHAVIOR WORKING GROUP 
 Youth (Services and Provisions) Act 2018: 
 Proposal to discuss the working parties proposal of ‘Giving young people something to do’. 
 Cllr McKay and Cllr Winfield have had a discussion and proposed employing a personal 

trainer to provide sessions at the Old Cricket Field once Covid-19 restrictions were lifted. They 
felt that either the Parish Council could cover the cost of the trainer or a small cover charge 
could be requested from those in attendance. 

 The Clerk suggested that Mill Lane would be a preferable site due to dog walkers at the Old 
Cricket Field. 

 Cllr Winfield stated that boot camps for 8-16 year olds would be considered fun and interesting 
and reflect well on the Parish Council. 

 Cllrs Billinge-Jones and Jones supported this proposal. 
 Cllr McKay will put a proposal together with costing to be brought before the Parish Council. 
 
168 LOCAL NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
 Neighbourhood Planning Act 2017 
 Update from the LNDP Steering committee. 
 Cllr Cocker confirmed that major progress has been achieved on the local plan consultation. 

There has also been progress on the business survey and settlement character appraisal. These 
will underpin the design codes in the plan.  

 
169 CCTV 
 Information only:  
 1 request received. 
 
21:40 Members of the public were asked to leave 
 
170 EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC TO VOTE ON NEW COUNCILLOR AND 

STAFF COMPLETION OF PROBATIONARY PERIOD 
 Proposal to exclude press and public to vote on the proposed new councillor 
 After a discussion, all in agreement to co-opt Mrs Rieunier as Councillor 
 
 Information only: 
 The staffing committee met with the Assistant Clerk and confirmed completion of her 

probationary period. Noted. 
 
171 ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION/AGENDA ITEMS 
 Cllr McKay – Youth Club. Clerk has requested the proposal be tabled prior to agenda being 

sent out. 
 
 
21:48 Meeting Closed. 
 
 
 
  Chairman:       Date: 3 March 2021 


