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LAMBOURN PARISH COUNCIL 

The Memorial Hall, Oxford Street, Lambourn, Berkshire. 

RG17 8XP 

Telephone: 01488 72400                                                                 
Clerk: Karen Wilson 
Assistant Clerk: Rachael Burns 
email:  info@lambourn-pc.gov.uk.  lambourn.ndp@gmail.com 

 
 

MINUTES OF  

Lambourn Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering Group 

Meeting at  

the Memorial Hall, Lambourn on Monday 26
th

 September 2022  

2.00pm 
 

Present: Sue Cocker, Mike Billinge-Jones, Helen Noll, Bruce Laurie, 

Howard Woollaston, Will Riggall, Sharon Brentnall and Karen 

Wilson 

Apologies: Peter Penfold and Bridget Jones 

 

31: MINUTES OF MEETING ON 8
th

 August 2022:  Agreed and 

signed. 

  

32: TO DISCUSS: The sites put forward in the “Call for Sites” and 

decide next actions.(Documents on LNDP OneDrive, in Call for 

Sites 1 folder.)  

Resolved that following a discussion on the sites received in response to 

the Call for sites, potential sites would be taken forward. 

 The following steps are required:  

Map with Aims and Objectives 

Public consultation 

Be mindful of West Berkshire Policies 

AECOM assessment 

LNDP may put forward different target to WBC with valid reasons, but 

the decision will rest with the examiner. All permissions granted to date 

should be taken into account. 

Developers should be asked to prepare a 5–10-minute presentation via 

zoom, which can be recorded and viewed by the public at the public 

consultation. This may occur either before the public consultation or 

following it with a list of questions asked at the public consultation. 

mailto:info@lambourn-pc.gov.uk
mailto:lambourn.ndp@gmail.com
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LAM1:  

Disagree with assessment of ground water flooding, but developers will 

need to provide reports regarding flood risk. 

Don’t favour development of the top site but have not objections to 

bungalows on the bottom site if accessible via Rockfel Road. If top site 

developed it would be contrary to LNDP policy (Important views) and be 

very visible. 

Resolution: Amber site.  

Only bottom half to be developed with access via Rockfel Road with 

bungalows (height concerns) to prevent impact on the Racing 

industry. 

 

LAM2: Well contained and screened, orientated to not black views, 

planting included, Least impact on the village and an attractive 

development with engaging developers. 

Resolution: Green Site  

Gateway site which would encourage reduction of speed and 

improve impression at that entrance to the village. 

 

LAM3: No smooth transition to downlands. Slope makes it difficult to 

develop. 

Resolution: Red site 

 No definable boundary will lead to more development. 

 Elevation and drainage concerns. 

 

LAM4: Relaxed owners not in a rush to develop. Next to River 

Lambourn. Possible ribbon development along Bockhampton Road, but 

concerns over soggy ground and surface water/river flooding. 

Footpath running through the site. Will need mitigation regarding 

flooding. 

Resolution: Red/ Amber site 

Development of 3 – 4 houses along the road could be considered as 

an improvement to the street scene if balanced with public access 

to the River Lambourn, 

 

LAM7: Entire site and LAM9 half site development. 

Changes to the access road would be an improvement for the school but 

not the local parishioners. There is an alarming drop in elevation and 
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byway 45 is not restricted. Overdevelopment of the site. Surface water 

drainage via roads and access via Hungerford Hill raise major concerns. 

Main sewerage connection is available. Visually intrusive. 

Suggested to ask about access to site at the zoom presentation. 

Resolution: Red sites (both sites) 

Staff parking and access to school 

Major thoroughfare for horses 

No footpaths 

Junction at Edwards Hill/Hungerford Hill would need to be 

considered, taking into account children walking to school. 

Density of housing not in keeping with the village. 

 

LAM8: Not in PEA, Locals keen for more residential development. 

 Possibility of live/work units. 

Has sustainability concerns – no bus service and too few (25 

houses) to implement one. 

Resolution: Amber site 

  Well contained and screened with good access and will have local 

support. 

 

LAMKHS: Disappointment on scale and design of site. 

 Could have a hamlet feel. Would require bus service to be 

sustainable. Will render site unusable as a training facility contrary 

to CS12. No Footpath Larger development might generate a 

foot/cycle links. Site has potential. Discuss in presentation. 

Resolution: Amber site 

Site has potential as a work/live site 

 

Next step is to decide whether to request developers’ presentations or go 

to public consultation.  

Going to public consultation with the results of the Bluestone Consulting 

reports could generate additional questions to be put to developers, or the 

developers could provide the information on each site for the public 

consultation. 

Resolved that Sharon will send her report to the LNDP steering group and 

then they will meet with WBC to discuss the sites. Followed by a request 

for presentation by developers, then the public consultation. 
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LNDP should consider the housing allocation numbers which seem to be 

increasing but have a valid case for Racing staff and care/sheltered 

accommodation to be included in the figures. 

 

4pm Howard Left  

 

Sharon recommend a request for a Strategic Environmental Assessment 

and Habitat RegulationsAssessment from AECOM as there is a 3 month 

delay on receiving the report. This will fall into technical grant 

application for funding options. 

AECOM will need a letter from WBC before work can be started. Sharon 

will send letter template to Sue. 

33: FINANCES:  

i. TO APPROVE PAYMENT OF INVOICE from Bluestone 

Planning (Copy attached). Approved 

ii. TO CONFIRM APPROVAL to pay expenses of £147.60 for the 

Newbury Weekly News Public Notice of Call for sites. Approved. 

 

4:15pm Helen left 

 

iii. TO DECIDE BUDGET REQUIREMENTS for 2023-4 
Sue confirmed that a request for £5 000 has already been submitted 

but suggested increasing this to £10 000, with the expectation 

that it will be lowered. 

 

Mike will investigate National Lottery Funding and Greenham Common 

Trust funding options, as only £2600 grant funding is available. 

4:20pm Mike left 

 

34: ITEMS FOR NEXT AGENDA:  

 Not discussed 

 

35: DATE OF NEXT MEETING: 

To be confirmed once report has been received. 

 

4:22pm Meeting Closed. 


