
 

 

 

Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan 2013-2033 
examination 

Agenda Session 29 18 July 2018 Matter 15c; D-AGT-3 Aylesbury 
north of A41 

 

 
 
Participants: Inspector, Council, 29938 Tim Coleby, 32315 Persimmon 
Homes and Cala Homes, 32319 Ainscough Strategic Land, 32288 West 
Mead farms & Clearwater Properties (with Hearing Statement), 30814 
Hampden Fields Action Group (with Hearing Statement), 29506 
Environment Agency.  
 

Summary of issues 

My understanding of the thrust of the representations is that 

• Water network capacity is lacking (29264 Thames Water) 

• Wastewater network capacity is lacking (29264 Thames Water) 

• In the light of NHS representation to the effect that it does not 
support temporary accommodation and would only wish to fund 
new 5-GP practices catering for at least 10,000 population, is 
requirement (t) justified? (29329 Chiltern and Aylesbury Vale 
Clinical Commissioning Groups) 

• The allocation should require retention of listed structures within 
the site (29487 Historic England) 

• Phasing is unclear since there is a contradiction between paragraph 
4.60 of the plan and the section of the allocation headed 
Implementation Approach (32315 Persimmon Homes and Cala 
Homes, 32319 Ainscough Strategic Land)  The first phase of 
Aylesbury Woodlands should commence in 2019 (29938 Peter Brett 
Associates) 

• The capacity of the Weston Mead Farm part of the allocation is 
greater than stated (28833 Clearwater Properties) 

• The provision for part of the allocation on Weston Mead Farm to be 
designated “not built development” is not justified by reference to 
the Council’s Landscape and Visual Capacity Study, nor by 
reference to the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment. (28833 
Clearwater Properties) 

• Details of floorspace requirements are inaccurate (29938 Peter 
Brett Associates) 

• Division of responsibility for criteria between component sites is 
unclear (29938 Peter Brett Associates) 

• Funding for criteria (b) and (c) should be pooled (29938 Peter Brett 
Associates) 



 

 

• Criteria (a), (g), (h), (k) are unsound (29938 Peter Brett 
Associates) 

Council’s response 

The council has made an interim response to water network capacity 
issues. 

In the response to my Q31, the Council writes that “the VALP does not 
make provision for, nor support the inclusion of temporary port-a-cabins 
as a principle or on individual sites”  But provisions (q) of allocation 
AGT1,(r) of allocation AGT2, (t) of allocation AGT3, (p) of allocation AGT4 
and (i) of allocation AGT6 require “on-site health facilities and community 
buildings (including temporary buildings if necessary)”, so presumably the 
Council will be proposing a Modification to delete the references to 
temporary buildings. (My follow-up Q110 refers). 

The elaboration of Nicola Lester’s original letter now contained within the 
Council’s response explains the ambition “to potentially create one new 
“super” practice” taking the form of “a multi-purpose health and social 
care hub” which presumably means that the three separate requirements 
for new “on site” provision contained within each of allocations AGT1 (q), 
AGT2(r) AGT3 (t) and AGT4(p) will also require Modification in favour of a 
proposal for a single facility on one of the three allocations.  (My follow-up 
Q110 refers). 

The Council has responded to other point in its response to my Q58, 
including proposing to modify the reference to the hotel and conference 
centre floorspace and some other re-wording. 

Matters for discussion 

 

1) Have I correctly understood the thrust of the representations? 

2) Is the phasing indicated robust? 

3) Capacity 

4) Are water and waste-water issues a showstopper? 

5) Flood risk issues 

6) Not built development areas 

7) Health requirements 

8) Requirement for heritage protection 

9) Other matters 

P. W. Clark 
Inspector 

06.07.18 

 

 


