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Form for commenting on the Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan Issues and Option Consultation Stage October/December 2015

Part 1

1. Name:

2. Company/Organisation:

3. Address:
 

4. Postcode:

5. Email address:

Part 2 Agent / Consultant ­ if appropriate

If someone else is acting on your behalf, please provide their details here. All correspondence about your representation(s) will then be sent directly to
them.

6. Name:

7. Company/Organisation:

8. Your reference:

9. Address:
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10. Postcode:

11. Email address:

Part 3 Your comments

12. Question 1

Has the HEDNA come to the correct conclusion on potential growth and if not what
should the correct figure be?
 

13. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
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14. Question 2

Has the HEDNA made the correct adjustments to the Government's projections and if
not what should the adjustments be? For example, might the need for more economic
growth mean we should have more housing?

Summary:
 

15. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
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16. Question 3

Is the HEDNA's conclusion on affordable requirements a valid one or should the
requirement be higher or lower?

Summary:
 

17. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
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18. Question 4

What should be the Council's approach for meeting the housing needs of the elderly?

Summary:
 

19. Detailed Representation:
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20. Question 5

Do the HEDNA's conclusions on employment growth reflect your expectations and if not
what should it take into account?

Summary:
 

21. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
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22. Question 6

How should the Local Plan address the need for traveller pitches?

Summary:
 

23. Detailed comments:
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24. Question 7

Do you agree with the conclusions of the HELAA and if not what should it say instead
and why?

Summary:
 

25. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
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26. Question 8

Is the Settlement Hierarchy correct and if not why is it not correct?

Summary:
 

27. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
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28. Question 9

Out of the following options, which are your preferences? Please rank 1­3, 1 being your
most favoured option.

1 2 3

Option A Sustainable
Settlements with an
extension to Milton Keynes /
Bletchley

Option B Sustainable
Settlements with one or more
new settlements

Option C Sustainable
Settlements with a new
settlement and extension to
Milton Keynes / Bletchley

Option D Sustainable
Settlements: Intensification
with an extension to Milton
Keynes / Bletchley

Option E Sustainable
Settlements ­ Intensification
with one or more new
settlements

Option F Dispersed
approach: growth at all
settlements and other
suitable locations

Option G Dispersed
approach with an extension
to Milton Keynes / Bletchley

Option H Dispersed
approach with one or more
new settlement(s)

Option I Dispersed approach
with an extension to Milton
Keynes / Bletchley and a new
settlement

Other – please state
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29. Question 10

Please explain the reason for your preference. If you do not like any suggested option,
please explain why and suggest an alternative.

Summary:
 

30. Detailed Comments:
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31. Question 11

Is there any option you consider we should not consider further? If so, please state
below, giving reasons.

Summary:
 

32. Detailed Comments:
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33. Question 12

Options A to E propose to allocate growth over the plan period to the district's villages
and parishes in the form of an allowance for Larger and Smaller Villages (as defined in
the Aylesbury Settlement Hierarchy, 2012) and rural parishes with no settlement
categorised 'Larger' or 'Smaller' in the Settlement Hierarchy. At the next stage of
preparing the Local Plan we would identify site allocations for Larger Villages broadly in
line with this allowance and indicate the level of growth for Smaller Villages and Rural
Parishes ­ the latter could be treated as an average. Do you agree with the suggested
approach to allocating housing growth to the villages and parishes? If not, please
suggest an alternative.

Summary:
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34. Detailed Comments (if you are suggesting a change, please indicate as precisely as
possible the amendment(s) you would like to see):
 

35. Question 13

The Council would welcome comments on which of options it should pursue with
regard to landscape designation and protection. Which of the following options should
the Council pursue?

The completed comments must be received by AVDC by 4 December 2015.

Please post to: Forward Plans Group, AVDC, The Gateway, Gatehouse Road, Aylesbury, Bucks, HP198FF,
email to

localplanconsult@aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk

For further information, or to request additional copies of this form, please contact Forward Plans at
Aylesbury Vale District Council on 01296585679 or by e­mail at

localplanconsult@aylesburyvaledc.gov.uk

Redesignate all AALs and LLAs as locally valued landscapes and a include a policy to enable the assessment of planning applications and

appeals

Only redesignate the AALs and LLAs recommended as having value in the LUC report for consultation ‘Areas of Attractive Landscape and

Local Landscape Areas Advice to Aylesbury Vale DC (October 2015) and have an assessment policy

Have no formally designated locally valued landscapes but have a policy setting out landscape issues to be taken into account in planning

applications and appeals, or

Have no designations or policy and just rely on the NPPF.


	text_865719163_0: Maggie Beach
	text_865719243_0: Thornborough Parish Council
	text_865719464_0: MK18 2DJ
	text_865719511_0: maggie.beach@btinternet.com
	text_865720279_0: 
	text_865720397_0: 
	text_865720451_0: 
	text_865719330_0: The Old Cottage,
Chapel Lane,
Thornborough,
Bucks. 
	text_865720569_0:  
	text_865720601_0: 
	text_865720679_0: 
	text_867020465_0: We cannot assess this with any accuracy.
	text_865750483_0: It is difficult to comment as there is not enough information as to how the numbers of houses were arrived at using the evidence supplied. This means we cannot assess whether the sums done to arrive at the housing numbers are correct.


 
	text_865753339_0: We cannot assess this with any accuracy. 
	text_865753851_0: It is difficult to comment as there is not enough information as to how the numbers of houses were arrived at using the evidence supplied. This means we cannot assess whether the sums done to arrive at the housing numbers are correct.

Infrastructure will impact on economic development and therefore also on housing, The possible delay in delivering the East-west railway will therefore have an impact as will the A421 upgrade
  
	text_865754475_0: We cannot assess this with any accuracy.  
	text_865754880_0:  is difficult to comment as there is not enough information as to how the numbers of houses were arrived at using the evidence supplied. This means we cannot assess whether the sums done to arrive at the housing numbers are correct.

From local information we are aware that there is a real need for affordable housing in the north of  Aylesbury Vale 
	text_865755296_0: We need houses for the elderly and this such housing should be included in the mix. 

The amount of housing should take need into account and be calculated using the latest population statistics and take the rise in the  number of over 60's.
	text_865755427_0: It is important to remember that older people have many different needs. 

Housing for the elderly should include:
- sheltered accommodation, 
-smaller houses enabling people to down size, 
-housing in settlements with shops and good public transport links, 
-bungalows. 
	text_865755967_0: The figures do not seem to collate. 
	text_865756328_0: There is apparently a need for 22 hectares of land but there is already 77 hectares of land available. Does this mean that a further 22 hectares of land are needed? It is not clear. 

There is no strategy for bringing employment in, and there does not seem to be a commitment to do so.
	text_865756674_0: Suitable sites should be allocated where there is already a traveller presence. 
	text_865756750_0:  
	text_865757352_0: SHLTHO001 - possible

SHLTHO003 - Unsuitable

An extension southwards of the small affordable housing estate at Orchard Close would provide an area for a number of houses.  
	text_865757807_0: Plot SHLTHO001 could take some houses but the parish would not want to lose the allotments. There are three options available here:
 • Housing is built on the whole plot (including allotments) and BCC provide Thornborough   Parish Council with a new allotment site
 • Housing is built on the plot excluding the allotments
 • Housing is built on the whole plot and BCC relocate the allotments within that site

Plot SHLTHO003 
This site is unsuitable for several reasons:
• access is limited: vehicular access will have to be via Back Street which is narrow and already congested and inaccessible to emergency vehicles.  Any additional traffic will exacerbate this problem. 
• similarly the plot is directly opposite the popular sports ground: this will cause additional traffic problems especially when events are taking place and during pre-school pick-up/drop-off times
• it is outside the village curtiledge: any additional development is better suited to plot SHLTHO001 which suits the linear nature of the village
• that area of the village is prone to flooding problems: additional building will make this worse



 
	text_865758588_0: The entry for the parish of Thornborough is incorrect. The numbers are wrong.

The description of Thornborough settlement makes no reference to the separate settlement of Coombs although the population figures are a sum of the settlement of Thornborough, the separate settlement of Coombs and the outlying houses and farms.

The Criteria are not sustainable.

We have already tried to correct these mis-apprehensions.

	text_865759142_0: Looking at the criteria and assessment process detailed in the Settlement Hierarchy there appear to be several discrepancies in the assessment that categorises Thornborough as a ‘larger settlement’. 

Defining the Criteria for ‘Larger Villages’, Para 5.11 states that ‘In developing a criteria for larger villages, the settlements were defined as typically having a population of between around 700 and 3,000’. The population of the parish of Thornborough was under 700 (641 in the 2011 census) and this was the entire population of the parish which included two settlements; the village of Thornborough just north of the A421 and the hamlet of Coombs which is a mile further south towards Padbury, south of the A421. 

Para 5.17 goes on to state that ‘There are a number of settlements which do not meet the criteria for any of the previously identified settlement tiers. The majority of these ‘other settlements’ have a population of around 200 or less and 2 or less of the 11 key criteria’. Although it hasn’t been included in the ‘Other Settlements’ section, it seems reasonable to assume that Coombs should be one of these settlements as it contains 14 houses, each with at least two adults (according to the current electoral roll) making a population total of 28. It would have none of the key criteria.

There are a further 17 outlying houses and farms, with probably a collective number of residents in excess of 34.

This means that the actual ‘settlement’ of Thornborough Village is in fact about 580, much less than 641.

With regards to the criteria, the future of the Thornborough outreach Post Office, which comes to the village for two hours on a Wednesday afternoon is uncertain due to financial implications. Should it stop as seems likely in the near future that would reduce the Key Criteria of Thornborough as a settlement to 5.

With a population of less than 600 and future Key Criteria possibly being reduced to 5,  Thornborough should be more accurately assessed as a ‘Smaller Village’.
 
	text_866999938_0: The option for neighbouring authorities to take housing numbers that cannot be accommodated in Aylesbury Vale does not seem to have been considered, although conversely AVDC is considering taking houses for neighbouring authorities. This would be Thornborough Parish Council's 3rd preferred option.
	input_866999938_30_9527822348_0: Off
	input_866999938_30_9527822349_0: Off
	input_866999938_30_9527822350_0: Off
	input_866999938_30_9527822351_0: Off
	input_866999938_30_9527822352_0: Off
	input_866999938_30_9527822353_0: 9527822358
	input_866999938_30_9527822354_0: 9527822357
	input_866999938_30_9527822355_0: Off
	input_866999938_30_9527822356_0: Off
	text_865762898_0: New Settlements
There are no suitable sites in Aylesbury Vale for a new settlement, although extensions to Silverstone, land between Thame and Haddenham and increasing the number of houses in and around Bicester would all be ways of increasing the housing numbers.

Extension of Milton Keynes and Bletchely
Extending Milton Keynes to the south or west would impact badly on the settlements in Aylesbury Vale to the south and west of MK. There is land that would be suitable for development for the extension of MK on the east (Bedfordshire) side.  
	text_865763194_0:  
	text_865763537_0: Neighbouring authorities picking up the housing shortfall in Aylesbury Vale. 
	text_865763599_0: Extensions to Silverstone, land between Thame and Haddenham and increasing the number of houses in and around Bicester would all be ways of increasing the housing numbers.

Extending Milton Keynes to the south or west would impact badly on the settlements in Aylesbury Vale to the south and west of MK. There is land that would be suitable for development for the extension of MK on the east (Bedfordshire) side.   
	text_865766714_0: No, the pressure should be taken off smaller communities (less than 1,000). 

Many of the options take for granted that land would become available but there is no justification given for this premise. 
	text_865767162_0: The definition of Thornborough as a larger settlement is inaccurate. There appears to be confusion concerning population figures throughout the settlement hierarchy, which quotes figures for of 'settlements' although the figures quoted from the 2011 census are in fact figures for whole parishes. Several parishes contain more than one settlement, as does Thornborough, making these figures totally unreliable and demonstrate a lack of understanding of the way rural communities are structured. This confusion between figures for settlements and figures for parishes throws the settlement hierarchy into question.

The settlement hierarchy should be amended taking this into account.  
	input_867262077_10_0_0: 9529707791_0


