LAMBOURN PARISH COUNCIL

LAMBOURN

The Memorial Hall, Oxford Street, Lambourn, Berkshire.
RG17 8XP
Telephone: 01488 72400

L B
VALLEY OF THE RACEHORSE

Clerk: Gary Wyatt-Hawkins
Assistant Clerk: Rachael Burns
email: info@lambourn-pc.gov.uk. lambourn.ndp@agmail.com

MINUTES

Lambourn Neighbourhood Development Plan
Steering Group Meeting
on Monday 13" November 2023
in the Memorial Hall

at 2.45pm

Apologies: Bruce Laurie; Will Riggall; Mike Billinge-Jones; Helen Noll

56:

57:

58:

59:

MINUTES OF MEETING on Monday 16" October 2023 were approved and
signed.

FINANCE: There has been no further news from Locality about Grant
Applications.

SC and MBJ attended a meeting on 24/10/2023 with Vicky Reunier (Chair,
LPC) and Gary Wyatt-Hawkins Clerk, LPC), at which spending on the LNDP
was discussed. A request was sent to Bluestone Planning for a revised quote,
which has been received, along with the consultant’s advice about possible extra
expenditure. SC presented a breakdown of the current situation and the
anticipated costs for 2024-2025 (appended to these Minutes). In the light of the
revised quote, BJ proposed, unanimously agreed, to ask LPC to include £6,000
for the LNDP in the 2024-2025 budget.

UPDATE: No further response from AECOM to request for Technical Grants

TO DISCUSS update on LGS (PP). PP presented his assessment of the Local
Green Space sites suggested. His analysis, based on the criteria for LGS listing,
proposed 27 sites for designation (some of these should be combined with
neighbouring sites for a more sensible listing) and 5 not to designate. 6 others
may be covered by other designations (e.g. heritage listing). The 5 remaining
sites were discussed and it was decided that LG30 (the Collingridge paddock)
was a tranquil and undisturbed space, with wildlife value and potential access to
the river and should be designated. LG42 Bockhampton river was also listed, as
it was valued by the community and gave access to the river without
endangering the bank. The other sites, LG19, LG25 and LG29 did not, in the
opinion of the SG, meet the criteria for inclusion. LG19 (Sheepdrove triangle)
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60:

61:

62:

had no real merit, LG25 (open space at Bockhampton village) overlapped with
the Scheduled Monument and is therefore protected, whilst other parts may be
suitable for development. It was difficult to demonstrate that LG29 (Donkey
paddock, Eastbury) fitted any of the criteria. A summary of these findings has
been added to the LGS matrix and is appended to these Minutes. Panos
Konidaris will be asked about the status of churchyards, and whether they are
adequately protected by other means.

Post —meeting reply from PK: Churchyards do not benefit from a specific type
of protection, and therefore are perfectly acceptable as LGS. As far as [ am
aware, the status of a churchyard is not a planning matter. If the owner of one
of the churchyards you mentioned feels that the designation could restrict them
from carrying out specific tasks on their land that require planning permission,
then during the public consultation they could make representation and object
to the designation.

1 had a brief look at the planning history of each site you mentioned and I did
not find any restriction imposed by West Berks, which could prevent you from
proposing their designation. Please note that in order for a site to be eligible for
LGS it has to be in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves. The
site at St. Mary’s Church is quite far from Lambourn and Eastbury, but you
could argue that it is important as it serves the local community of Lambourn
Woodlands and Woodlands St. Mary

The SG is expected to consider alternative LGS sites and explain why those
chosen meet the relevant criteria. Each site chosen has to be individually
assessed, according to the template provided by our Consultants. It was agreed
that all members of the SG would share this task, following guidance provided
by PP. members would be notified which sites to consider.

HW asked about the possibility of including land at the end of Greenways as
LGS, but it was decided there were other ways to protect the view, which HW
would photograph.

UPDATE on Foreword to the LNDP. The current draft of the Foreword was
discussed. BL had expressed some concern about the wording referring to
“master plans” and it was agreed to amend this. PP suggested a more direct
opening and this will be done. The document as it stands is long, but it was felt
it could be reduced, with parts being incorporated in other sections of the Plan.
BJ and SC to continue to work on the Foreword.

ITEMS FOR NEXT AGENDA: Local Green Space; Foreword; Design Codes

DATE OF NEXT MEETING: Tuesday 5" December. 10am. Venue: TBA

Meeting closed at 4.25pm
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LNDP budget for 2023-2024 and 2024-2025
Current situation:
Total in bank: £11,278.56
In LNDP Santander account: £6,370.38
Held in LPC a/c: £4,908.18 (Precepted £9,000 minus recent BP invoice
£4,091.82)
Quote from BP for rest of year: £9,016.80

End of 2023-2024: £2,261.76 (See also *, below)

N.B. Sarah Orr has not billed us yet for the Heritage Assessment (£75), and
any public consultations/exhibitions will involve some expenditure.

A Locality Grant for £2,621.59 may be possible.

VAT repayments may also be factored in — all figures given here include VAT.

Budget for 2024 — 2025:

Anticipated costs: In addition to the costs of printing (e.g. hard copies of the
Plan), surveys, consultations and advertising, we will need further guidance
from BP. This may involve:

Consultation Statement and Basic Conditions statements: £3,468

Assistance with SEA/HRA and site allocations: £1,387.20 (*This may start in
this financial year, if AECOM completes the assessments in under 29 weeks)
Likely total: £4,855.20 +

We may be able to meet these costs from the money already allocated, plus a
Locality grant. However, given the uncertainties around the Local Plan and the
impact of the recently-passed Levelling Up and Regeneration Act, we may
face further expenditure, so provision needs to be made for 2024 — 2025.

It would be a shame if five years of work and the cost already incurred™* went
to waste, and public expectations were dashed, because the Parish Council
was not prepared to give the support necessary to finish the LNDP.

(**£24,500 of LPC funds; £19,847.80 from Locality, plus the Technical Grants
for work done by AECOM)

A note on CiL: At the moment WBC levies CiL at a rate of £125 per square
metre on residential and retail properties. The Parish Council receives 10% of
the CiL raised by such development in the Parish, capped at £100 per Council
Taxable property. A made NDP will entitle the Parish Council to receive 25%,
uncapped.
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Lambourn Plan Local Green Spaces Assessment

o NPPE2 - Demons
Beauty/ NPPF3- Is this site
provimityto| Amenity | Recreation | Histrical | Trancuitity | witdite | extensve | ownershp-
Name of site (aspopularly | community | value | (vessno) | tessno) | (yessno) | tyesmo) | Tra Owner | anyother | public
known) (yes/no) (yes/no) land? aware? access. Score Recommendation ‘Comments
) 13 poits tonotbe
NA unton Rondatioutat iy ek
1G-1 Newbury St/Mill Ln Y 3 2 N 'WBC/LPC N Y
ritand Y
 fion Trsogiaat Neiury ot tisvalued Highly by the local commnity. Merging with LG-13 would
refBockhampron R v 2 2 s N | weenee [ w v 13| FoRDISCussiON |make sense
paragraph 014 Reference 0: 37.014-20140306of the Planning Pracice
that the provimity of a Loca
green area is seen as special, but it must be reasonably close. For
example, key factor, then the .2
| within easy walking distance of the community served" . Itis therefore
Woodtands tarys considered that this designation falls th ist NPPFtest (ot located in
e S 5 ) Y . e . Y close provimity o any setement)
histand 165,
Open space along Fulke that itis valued highly by the local community.
[ alwyn way Y s B 2 e 2 N wac N v 1 ALLOCATE
| Thisland LGS, pr
| Junction Triangle at K highly by
Broadway/Goose Green v B 2 o 2 N WBC/PLC N v 13 | FORDIsCUssioN | m2ke sense
histand L6, provi
ot tisvalued hghly by thelocal communiy
|Verges around the Granthams. Y z 2 2 % N 'WBC? N Y 13 FOR DISCUSSION
histand fgnated asa 165,
penspoce athiany louds ot itisvalued hghly by the local communty
corner X 4 2 2 2 N \WBC/LPC N ¥ 15 ALLOCATE
g o e
» protection n the
. Since the LPC I the landowner, then this land could b designated.
hecreation ground at MillLn v . s 3 2 N we N v FOR DISCUSSION
IMay be
e parsgraph 011, Reference ID: 37.011.20140306 of the Planning Practice
s uidance sates that “Diferen tyes of designatons are intended to
er purposes and s !
lesignations i
woul be ganed by designation as Local Green Space.”Histoic England
s 2 statutory duty o protect SAMS,which means that i could be
urther layerof p NP Thisarea
iracl benefits from protetion (SAM), o s designaton would be
nadtion s no located
g ako
Vembury Camp . o 2 . 2 N ? N v
LG-9
Las o
arish Alotments (nluing that it valued highly by the local community
acjoining paddock) Y 4 3 0 3 N 1pc N v 15 ALLOCATE
— NPPE2 - Demons
Beauty/ NPPF3 - Is this site
prowimityto| Amenity | Recreaton | Historcal [ rancuitty | widite | Extensive | ownership-
Nameofsite (aspopularly | community | value | (ves/no) | (yes/no) | (yes/no) | (yes/no) | Tractof | Owmer | anyother | public
known) (yes/no) (ves/no) land? aware? access. Score Comments.
© i s
Eastbury that pr
Eastbury Furze Playing Feld ¥ 4 4 2 2 N Furze Trust N v 17 | FORDISCUSSION | NP
This land ), i
that itis valued highly by the local community.
banted area at Close£nd v s > 0 . N wec N v 1| roRoiscussion
histand s,
Vergesat Northields Wartage| that tisvalued highly by th local communty
I v . 2 1 N P N v 1 | FoRoISCUSSION
asatss,
ot itisvalued hghly by theloal communi
front of StJames's Churchyard | ¥ 4 2 3 3 N Diocese N v o ALLOCATE pikhed i
histand g
et hespdiowd nd that it is valued highly by the local community.
v s 2 13 3 N wac N v 13| FoRoIscussion
st Lukes'sChurchyardand hitand 165, provi
extenson v 4 > > s N Dicese N v 13 ALLOCATE ot tisvalued fighly by the localcommuniy.
Grenspoces st e rramcer
ihePrimary Schocl, Ecwards futiling
Lt v s o 2 p v | ey [ N
parsgraph 11 ofthe lanning Practice Guidance apply hereas well
Natural England has a statutorydaty (o protect S5, which means thatit
feeve furthr layer o potection n the NP
| Cottage and Cleeve Wood i 1km. initially |
thought that it could be accepted by the Examiner. However, if you want
h is NP then it
Y 5 2 2 5 N ? N v 20 FOR DISCUSSION | may be best if no SSSI is designated.
Joncton Trangeat
shecptrove R . ” o ) . o . . s the s NPoE test
Communty Orchard T Vo T T
Farmd Y 4 3 0 3 N WBC N Y 15 ALLOCATE | that it s valued highly by
0 p
[ Verove® 5
¥ 5 2 2 5 N J.Osborn N v 21 _ALLOCATE that it is valued highly by the local community.
Juncion Trangeat crowie 13 points, tonotbe
re/maydon v ; S ) v | weese | w Y located. wangles?
[ This area already benefits from protection (SSS1, SAM), and therefore
open spac at seven Barows | s
s > > . N ssowr N v notlacated incose rosity to any settement
open spaces at cormerof ctose histand 65,
end and Edward'sHil . s , ) ) . e N Y w |ron | o
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[Paragraph 011 of the Planning Practice Guidance applies here as well

. Open space atBockhampton
Vilbge could be unnecessary to provide a further layer of protection i the NP.
v 3 2 3 3 a N | rooksnes2 | Y
|Open space at Honey Hill LG, provi
pen sp ! Y 4 2 0 3 2 N wec N v 15 _AUOCATE _ |that it is valued highly by the local community.
Woodland along Honey This land LGS, pr
il Goose Green/Northfilds o 5 o a a 3 " W . 0 w0 ALLOGATE |t tisvalued highly by the local communiy.
— NPPF 2 - Demonstrably special to a local community
a Beauty/ NPPE3 - s thissite
proximityto| Amenity | Recreation | Historical | Tranquitity Extensive | Ownership-
Nameofsite (aspopularly | community | value | (yes/no) | (yesino) [ yes/no) Tractof | Owner | anyother | Ppublic
known tyes/no) | (yes/no) fand? | aware? awess | Score Comments
This and LG5, p
Verges at Woodbury 0 3 2 2 N wec N v 1B |Fe iti g
[ Land known 25 Donkey George Thisland LG,
i Paddock Y 3 2 £ 2 N Comey N 13 FOR highly by
Paddock adjacent to his land LGS, pr
Colingridge Farm Y 3 2 2 3 N Bracey N u_ |k highly by
Verge close to River Lambourn TGS, provided that
at Esstbury i 4 2 2 2 2 N 2 N v i3 ALLOCATE _|thatitis valued highly by the local community.
his tand LG5, provi
n Francomes Fielc S
[Open:space st Francomes Feld v 3 3 3 N 2 N Y 15 ALLOCATE [that itis valued highly by the local community.
s Englandhas v - which means
Sports Groundat et o » the
Bockhampton Rd P
b 3 5 2 N Sports Club N v 16 FOR DISCUSSION
ey iandacertioibeciih (el LG5,
b 3 2 2 3 N The Croft N 14 F
Which means
that it could be unnecessary to provide afurther layer of protection n the
ricket Field at Woodlands st o I located
ary proximity toa settlement and as a consequence fals the first NPPF test
3 3 2 N WSM VH N
[Open space opposite Goose This and =3
oreen Y 2 2 2 2 N 2 N Y 13 |FoR itis valued hig
hi P y meet the ‘the NPPF, |
e Bluebellwoods along Erming. but the Examiner could decide to keep it due to the positive contribution if
= [ makes to the NP area. | would say it is worth keeping
5 2 2 3 N ? N Y 16 FOR DISCUSSION
Paragraph 011 of the Planning Practice Guidance apply here a5 well
Natural England has a statutory duty to protect SSSis, which means that it
could be unnecessary to provide a urther layer of protection n the NP.
" m initally |
= though that it could be accepted by the Examiner. However, if you want
i inthis NP thenit
may be best o 5551 is designated.
[Watts Bank Y s 2 s 3 N BBOWT N v 20 | FORDISCUSSION
Frganan filds, which means
providea yer of p
. .
owdcricket reld v s 0 o 4 3 N Hygrove N 15| FORDISCUSSION
[Paragraph 015, Reference ID: 37-018 20140306 of the Planning Practice
that “areas that
Local Green Space may be crossed by publi ights of way. There is no
embury Estate/public need i
a0 footpath rights of way, which are already protected under other legislation”
, 1als0 areais
the NP area
4 2 | s 3 N ? N v test.
histand 65, p
The Park open space itis valued highly by ]
¢ 3 5 5 5 i ¥ s View Images and it appeared to be in poor condition.
o NPPF 2 - Demonstrably special to a local community
Beauty/ NPPF3 -
proximityto| Amenity | Recreation | Historical | Tranuility | Widite | Extensive | ownership-
Name of site (aspopularly | community value (yes/no) (yes/no) (yes/no) (yes/no) Owner any other Public
(yes/no) (yes/no) land? aware? access. Score. Comments
[Paragraph 011 of the Planning Practice Guidance applies here aswell Part
of the area proposed to be designated is designated as a Scheduled
Therefore, the land already a
Bockhampton river FOR DISCUSSION level of protection and the Exami i because
its protection would not offer any additional local benefit. However,
e .
Y 3 [ 3 3 3 N 2 N 15 that s outside of the SAM.
ey Lyckweed Farm/Ramsbury Rd This land i not located in reasonably close proximity to any identified
corner & o s 5 . " o settlement areas in the NP area, and therefore it alsthe irst NPPF test.
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