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1. Compliance with Regulation 15 (Neighbourhood Planning 
Regulations 2012) 

 
Aston Clinton Parish Council submits its Neighbourhood Plan (ACNP or the Plan) to 
Aylesbury Vale District Council for independent examination. 
  
This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the 
Neighbourhood Regulations 2012 and complies with requirements of Regulation 15 of 
the Neighbourhood Plan Regulations and provides the response to Regulation 14 of 
the Neighbourhood Plan Regulations (pre-submission statutory consultation). It has 
been prepared by Aston Clinton Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Committee to 
fulfil the legal obligations of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012. 
 
Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations sets out what a Consultation Statement 
should contain: 
(a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the 

proposed neighbourhood development plan; 
(b) explains how they were consulted; 
(c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; 
(d) describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where 

relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan. 
 
This Consultation Statement summarises all statutory and non-statutory consultation 
undertaken with the community and other relevant statutory bodies and 
stakeholders in developing the ACNP. In particular it describes how concerns have 
been addressed and what changes have been made to the final ACNP as a result of 
statutory pre-submission consultation.   
 
Changes to the ACNP as a result of Reg 14 consultation are clearly shown in the 
ACNP submitted to the Local Planning Authority which can be cross-referenced to 
comments received as part of statutory consultation. 
 
A Consultation Evidence File providing a record of all consultation exercises, 
comments and feedback accompanies this Consultation Statement. These are 
available in hard copy upon request. 

 
 
Enquiries regarding this Statement should be made to: 
 
Aston Clinton Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group Co-ordinator 
 
Tel: 01296 631269 

e-mail: parishcouncilassistant@astonclinton.org 
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2. Introduction 
 
Aston Clinton is facing many challenges, not least that of many housing 
developments being built or planned in parts of the village where accessibility is an 
issue. The recent approval of large scale developments is in the view of many, 
unsustainable, and the Parish Council concluded that the best way forward was to 
develop a plan which provided for where any further development should be, and to 
ensure that future change was planned and supported. The Parish Council wanted 
the people of Aston Clinton to have a say in all aspects of the future of Aston 
Clinton. Therefore, a decision was made to develop a plan which reflected the 
thoughts and feelings of local people with a real interest in their community. The 
Aston Clinton Neighbourhood Plan sets out the objectives regarding housing, 
transport, leisure, environment health and education. It builds on current and 
planned activity and details what the Parish Council and its partners will work to. 
 
 
NEIGHBOURHOOD AREA DESIGNATION 
 
Figure 1 overleaf shows the Neighbourhood Area, which is called the Parish 
throughout the ACNP, and accompanying documents. It was designated by the local 
planning authority, Aylesbury Vale District Council (AVDC), on 22nd April 2015. (See 
Appendix A) for copy letter confirming designation.  
 
The Parish Council published the area application as required by the Regulations and 
no adverse comments were received.  
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Figure 1 Neighbourhood Area which is the Parish Region on this map 

 



6 

 

3. The Consultation Process 
 
Aston Clinton Parish Council decided to prepare a neighbourhood plan to ensure that 
the community had a say in the future development of the village. 
 
A steering group was established in 2014 as a committee of the Parish Council and its 
first action was to inform AVDC of the steering group (the Committee) and to 
designate a Neighbourhood Area.  
 
A terms of reference and governance of the Committee was agreed (see Appendix 
B) to govern the operation of the Committee. 
 
 
The aims of the ACNP consultation process were: 
 

• to involve as much as of the community as possible throughout all 
consultation stages of the Plan development so that the Plan was informed by 
the views of local people and other stakeholders from the start of the 
Neighbourhood planning process; 

• to ensure that consultation events took place at critical points in the process 
where decisions needed to be taken; 

• to engage with as wide a range of people as possible, using a variety of 
approaches and communication and consultation techniques; and  

• to ensure that results of consultation were fed back to local people and 
available to read (in both hard copy and on the ACNP website). 

 

In preparing the Plan the Committee has consistently ensured that residents and 
stakeholders, including Aylesbury Vale District Council (AVDC), and other statutory 
consultees, and that their comments have been noted, and where appropriate, 
incorporated into the plan as it evolved. 

 

Consultation Advice 

The Committee agreed to employ professional consultants to assist at the 
commencement of the Plan and Shaping Communities Ltd and Jennifer Lampert 
Associates were employed in the early stages and up to early 2017. From the 
beginning of 2017 a consultant from Erimax Ltd was employed to assist with the final 
stage of the ACNP.   

 

Consultation with AVDC 

Regular contact with AVDC was maintained – starting with a meeting on 15th June 
2015 and a final meeting on 19th September 2017. Copies of the ACNP were sent and 
reviewed by AVDC on a number of occasions and changes adopted where 
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appropriate. For a summary of changes made following pre-submission consultation, 
see section 4. Pre-submission Consultation on draft Neighbourhood Development 
Plan (Regulation 14) of this document.  

 

Pre-Submission Plan Consultation 

• pre-submission plan was published on 14th June 2017with invitation to 
comment 

• a leaflet was distributed to all residents and businesses in the village (see 
Appendix C) for a copy of the leaflet 

• copies lodged as per Regulations 

• presented to the community at drop-in events on 1st and 20th July 2017 

• hard copies were available in the Parish office 

• a comments form was published (see Appendix D) on both the ACNP website 
and available at the drop-in events for completion and 67 responses were 
received. These have been analysed and form Appendix E 

 

The Pre-Submission Plan was published and an invitation to comment was sent out in 

accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 Part 5 (a). 

Copies of the Plan were made available to stakeholders, statutory consultees, local 

groups and utilities (see Appendix F) for example communication.  

Copies of the Pre-Submission Plan were sent to AVDC in accordance with the 

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 Part 5 (c). 

The Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan was presented to the Community at the two 

events in the Parish Office mentioned above. The events were attended by 57 

people.  

Copies of the ACNP were available in the Parish Office.  

 

Pre-Submission Plan Feedback 

A total of 67 responses were received from the local community. Appendix E shows 

the summary of responses. 

These have been reviewed and categorised using the ACNP polices headings. 

Comments that were not materially related to planning matters have not been 

included.  
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4. Understanding the Issues 
 
Many consultation exercises where designed by the Committee to help understand 
the issues of importance to the wider community, dating back to September 2015. 
Since the initial consultation event the views of residents have been obtained 
through a variety of exercises including a questionnaire, sent to all businesses and 
residents within the Aston Clinton Parish. 

 

4.1 Overview of consultation approaches to engage the community 

 
There have been many ways to keep the community informed of what is going on. 
One method is the Plan website which is linked to the Parish Council website. This 
has been a useful and well publicised source of valuable and up-to-date information 
about all aspects and stages of the Plan development, and includes information on 
all consultations. 
 
In addition to the website, those attending each event were encouraged to leave 
their email address to receive regular updates from the Committee. 
 
Regular updates on the Plan process and information about forthcoming consultation 
exercises and events were also published in Village Life – Aston Clinton’s village 
magazine. The pre-submission consultation was also reported in the Bucks Herald, 
local newspaper. 
 
Leaflets to all residents and businesses together with posters were also a regular 
means of communication through full use made of the parish notice boards. 
 
Finally, the role of the Parish Council has been integral to the Plan process. Prior to 
the decision to develop a neighbourhood plan, the Committee regularly reported 
progress to the Parish Council at parish meetings and at the regular Planning 
meetings. The topic has been a regular agenda item at both meetings. Parish Council 
agendas and minutes are published on the Parish Council website – 
www.astonclinton.org.uk 
 
 

4.2 Summary of Consultations 

 
The following table provides a summary of the consultation methods used to gather 
information which helped to identity the priorities to address through the Plan. 
 
This Consultation Statement provides an overview of each stage of consultation in 
accordance with Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations. 

http://www.astonclinton.org.uk/
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The Appendices contain evidence of all non-statutory and statutory consultations 
that have taken place, including feedback from events, survey examples and 
consultation reports.  
 
The neighbourhood plan website www.astonclintonneighbourhoodplan.org also 
contains a wide range of core documentation and background information to ensure 
that anyone who wanted to understand and comment at every stage of the Plan 
development process had the opportunity to do so in a clear and simple manner. 
 

Date & Venue Consultation 
Approach 

How publicised Who was 
engaged 

Outcomes 

4th & 5th 
September 2015 
 
The Anthony 
Hall, Aston 
Clinton 

Initial consultation 
event held over 2 
days to maximise 
attendance. 
Held in the main 
village hall 
 
It explained how a 
neighbourhood 
plan is developed 
and the process. 
 
Also invited 
comments on a 
variety of topics. 

Through the 
website, Facebook 
(both the parish 
council one and 
Everything Aston 
Clinton and Aston 
Clinton Past and 
present). Also 
leaflets to all 
properties and 
businesses, 
posters and in the 
village magazine. 

Residents 
businesses and 
landowners. 
 
A total of 122 
people attended 
the events 

Start of 
understanding key 
issues.  
 
See Appendix G 
for analysis of 
findings 

March 2016 Questionnaire 
distributed to 
each household 
and business 
throughout the 
parish. Also made 
available on line 
through the Plan 
website.  

Leaflet distributed 
to all residents 
and business prior 
to delivery of the 
Questionnaire 
 
See Appendix H 
for copy leaflet 

Residents 
businesses and 
landowners. 
 
445 questionnaires 
were returned, a 
response rate of 
over 25 % of parish 
households. 

Obtaining written 
input from 
residents 
 
See Appendix I 
for copy of 
summary analysis 
of responses 

28th September 
2016 and 1st 
October 2016 
 
The Anthony 
Hall, Aston 
Clinton 

Questionnaire 
feedback 
exhibition and 
consultation event 
– main purpose to 
display key 
findings from the 
survey, present 
the draft 
objectives and 
traffic calming 
proposals and to 
invite comment. 
 
For a copy of the 
display boards see 
Appendix J 
 
See Appendix K 
for minutes of 

Through the 
website, Facebook 
(both the parish 
council and 
Everything Aston 
Clinton). Also 
leaflets to all 
properties and 
businesses, email 
to leaders of local 
community 
groups, posters 
around the village 
and in the village 
magazine.  An 
invitation was also 
sent to 
neighbouring 
parish councils 

Residents 
businesses and 
landowners. 
 
 
198 people 
attended the 
events 
 

Feedback from 
the event was 
collated and 
reported to the 
steering 
committee on 19th 
October.  The 
committee 
considered the 
responses and 
made decisions on 
how to take them 
in to account.  
 
See Appendix M 
for minutes of 
that meeting 
 

http://www.astonclintonneighbourhoodplan.org/
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meeting showing 
background to 
consultation 
approach 

and other 
interested parties. 
See Appendix L 
for copy of leaflet 

See Appendix N 
for analysis of 
comments 

3rd December 
2016 
 
The Parish 
Council Offices, 
Aston Clinton 

Final consultation 
event before the 
Plan was put in 
final draft form. 
 
Outline Draft 
objectives were 
clearly displayed 
on boards around 
the room and 
were divided by 
topic heading.  
 
See Appendix O 
for images of the 
event 
 
Attendees were 
invited to agree or 
disagree with the 
plans objectives 
and make any 
final comments. 
Options for 
placement of 
shops within the 
village were also 
presented. 

Through the 
website, Facebook 
(both the parish 
council one and 
Everything Aston 
Clinton). Also 
leaflets to all 
properties and 
businesses, emails 
to attendees of 
previous events 
and leaders of 
local community 
groups, posters 
and in the village 
magazine 
 
See Appendix P 
for copy of leaflet 

Residents 
businesses and 
landowners. 
 
147 people 
attended the 
event 

There had been no 
‘showstoppers’ – 
fundamentally the 
response was in 
favour of what 
had been 
presented at the 
consultation 
event.  The 
options on shops 
within the village 
resulted in a split 
between those 
wanting a group of 
shops within a 
brownfield site 
and those who 
preferred them to 
be scattered 
around the 
village. 
 
See Appendix Q 
for copy of 
feedback analysis 

23rd August 2016 
 
The Parish 
Council Offices, 
Aston Clinton 

Meeting with 
those under 18 to 
engage in informal 
discussions to 
understand their 
wishes for the 
village 

Through social 
media, posters 
and the website. 
Emails sent to all 
groups in the 
village where 
young people 
were involved. 

Only those under 
18 were invited. 
 
8 young people 
attended 

A general 
understanding of 
young person’s 
requirements 
 
See Appendix R 
for meeting notes 

22nd August 2016 
 
The Parish 
Council Offices 
Aston Clinton 

Meeting with 
those over 65 to 
engage in informal 
discussions to 
understand their 
wishes for the 
village 

Through social 
media, posters 
and the website. 
Emails sent to all 
groups in the 
village where 
older people were 
involved 

Only those over 65 
were invited. 
 
12 attended 

A general 
understanding of 
older people 
requirements. 
 
See Appendix S 
for meeting notes 

August 2016 
 
 
 

As a result of 
feedback 
throughout the 
consultation 
process around 
traffic concerns, 
the Committee 
decided it would 
be in the interest 

Throughout the 
process, updates 
were publicised at 
planning meetings 
and at the main 
Parish Council 
meetings. 
 

 All feedback was 
reviewed and 
amendments 
made to the 
traffic mitigation 
proposals where 
appropriate and in 
consultation with 
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of the community 
and the plan to 
commission a 
traffic survey.   
 
The survey along 
with 
recommendations 
for traffic calming 
were presented to 
the community via 
the Plan website 
and at the 
questionnaire 
feedback and final 
consultation 
events, where the 
community were 
invited to 
comment.  . 

The survey, once 
completed was 
also published on 
the neighbourhood 
plan website. 

the traffic 
consultants. 
 
The final plans 
were also 
presented to 
representatives of 
Transport for 
Bucks and 
supported by BCC 
at Pre-submission 
 
See documents 
Appendix T & U 
for a copy of the 
survey and 
proposals 

Sunday 2nd July 
11-1pm and 
Thursday 20th 
July 6-8pm 
 
The Parish 
Council Offices, 
Aston Clinton 

Drop in sessions 
where the draft 
Pre-submission 
plan was available 
to view.  
 
Polices, maps and 
plans were printed 
in large format 
and displayed 
around the room, 
along with the 
traffic mitigation 
proposals.  
 
Councillors were 
present to discuss 
the Plan. A 
questionnaire was 
there to be 
completed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A special leaflet 
(See Appendix C) 
was delivered to 
all properties both 
residents and 
businesses which 
also contained a 
few questions and 
outline of the 
policies. The 
event was also 
publicised on 
social media, 
website and 
through the 
village magazine. 
 

Residents 
businesses and 
landowners. 
 
57 people 
attended the 2 
events 

This event 
provided an 
opportunity for 
the community to 
gain a better 
understanding of 
the policies and 
receive 
clarification from 
the Committee on 
any particular 
points, before 
making final 
comment on the 
pre-submission 
draft plan.  
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7th September 
2017 
 
The Parish 
Council Offices 
Aston Clinton 

Drop in session 
regarding Green 
Park in response 
to BCC statement 
that they may 
wish to develop 
part of it for 
housing 

The village was 
notified through 
social media, 
posters around the 
village, a notice in 
the local 
newspaper, emails 
to local 
community groups 
and the website. 
Local district 
councillors were 
also invited. 

The local 
community and 
BCC (via the local 
district councillor) 

A great response 
was received 
highlighting the 
value the local 
community placed 
on Green Park 
with some 
separate 493 
questionnaires 
completed. 
 
See Appendix V 
for response 
analysis 

 
 
 
4.3 Responses to the consultations 

 

The prime objective of the Committee has been to extensively consult the 
community and local organisations on a wide range of issues that will influence the 
well-being, sustainability and long term preservation of their rural community and to 
ensure that the views and plans contained in this document reflect most residents of 
the Parish. 
 
The Committee were mindful of the need to engage some that could be considered 
“harder to reach” for different reasons and as outlined in the table above spoke to 
younger and older groups to ensure that their views were consulted. 
 
The notes of those meetings are contained in Appendix R & S 
 
As mentioned above a questionnaire was distributed to all residents and businesses 
in the village at the early stages of the process – in March 2016. All responses were 
collated and analysed by an external firm, and those replies formed a large part of 
the early drafts of the ACNP. For external analysis (see Appendix I). 
 
At the various consultation events, those attending were asked to make comments 
on the different topic areas and later, the draft polices, using post it notes. Those 
notes were then retained and analysed by the Committee. Details of that analysis 
are contained in Appendix G, N & Q.   
 
The various appendices are contained in the Consultation Evidence File and will be 
available in hard copy. (CEF) 
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5. Pre-submission Consultation on draft Neighbourhood Plan 
(Regulation 14) 

 
 

5.1 Consultation time frame 

 
Consultation with the community and statutory bodies on the final Draft Plan began 
on Wednesday 14th June 2017 and ran until Wednesday 26th July. 
 
 
Who were consulted  
 
The following stakeholders were consulted: 

❖ All residents and businesses in the Parish 
❖ Developers and land owners 
❖ Statutory Undertakers (NP Regs para 1 of schedule1) 
❖ Neighbouring parishes 
❖ Other Community stakeholders and interest groups  

 
Contact details of all statutory consultees are found in Appendix W 

 
Summary of Statutory consultation techniques:  
 

❖ All final draft documents were posted onto the website 
❖ Questionnaire was placed on the website and was available at the drop-in 

meeting. (the responses are attached as Appendix E) 
❖ Drop in event at the Parish Office advertised by a leaflet to all residents and 

businesses in the Parish (see Appendix C) 
❖ Advertised on social media and in the Bucks Herald (local newspaper) 
❖ Letter or emails sent to statutory consultees and neighbouring parishes 

 
Hard copies of the draft ACNP were held at the Parish Office for review. 
 
 

5.2 Summary of statutory consultation responses - Policies  

 
The following paragraphs provide a summary of how issues and concerns to the 
policies have been considered and any resultant changes to them made.  

To better understand the issues raised by AVDC and to discuss any possible changes 
to the plan, two members of the ACNP Committee and the Planning/ACNP Clerk met 
with members of forward planning and development management at AVDC offices on 
the 19th September 2017. 
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High Quality Design 

There were a few concerns and recommendations made by AVDC on the design 

policies around the detail and clarity of the original drafting.  These have been 

assessed and addressed in the Submission version of the ACNP with the following 

revisions: HQD1&3 were amalgamated into a single improved policy. HQD2 was 

retained but simplified with elements being incorporated into other policies i.e. 

reference to affordable housing.  

Housing 

H1 -an issue was raised around inappropriate wording regarding development within 

the boundary.  It was agreed by the Committee that this policy needed to be 

reworded so as to accord with the basic conditions.  Also, after much discussion with 

AVDC, it was agreed to incorporate a reference to the Woodlands Enterprise Zone 

because of its strategic classification and Aylesbury’s status as Garden City. Since 

drafting this, an outline application associated with the Enterprise Zone has been 

approved and in the supporting wording section a further paragraph has been added 

in reference to this and to provide the number of additional new houses in the Parish 

(as this term is defined in the ACNP) that will be potentially built.  

H1 -  An issue was raised around the wording of this policy and on advice from our 

consultant ‘Development should be inside that boundary’ was deleted from the 

policy as this would be in direct conflict with national and local planning policy. The 

following wording was amended from ‘Proposals outside the boundary will only be 

supported if they are suitable to a countryside location’ to ‘Proposals outside the 

settlement boundary should be suitable to a country side location’   with further 

details added for clarification.   

H2 - A developer queried this policy in terms of delivering sustainable development.  

It was agreed, however, that this was an appropriate policy for the ACNP and that 

together, the Housing policies take into account the fact that the Parish has already, 

within the plan period provided for significantly in excess of the housing required.  

There is no need for the neighbourhood plan to allocate development sites and 

notably, it provides for further sustainable housing development over and above that 

already permitted.   

H3 - was improved and expanded on the advice of AVDC with elements of other 

policies being moved here.  

H4 - was improved and simplified on the advice of AVDC and our consultant.  
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H5 - the percentage of housing mix, was removed from this policy as it was agreed 

that it was difficult to justify a specific figure.  However, the policy still identifies 

the mix required. 

H6 - while initially disputed by AVDC, it was considered entirely appropriate to 

retain the policy and wording with some minor amendments, as it conforms with 

NPPF policy and is relevant in neighbourhood plan terms.  After further discussions 

and consultation with AVDC, this policy has been retained. 

H7- coalescence, has been retained with a much simpler and clear policy wording.  

In the opinion of AVDC, the initial wording was far too detailed and presented, 

perversely, a weak case.  After consideration and further consultation with our NHP 

consultant, the Committee agreed with their view and the policy was amended 

accordingly.   

Business 

B1- as a result of comments from AVDC the open market period changed from 12 

months to 18 months to have regard to the district wide approach.   

B3 - further to AVDC’s recommendations and agreement by the Committee this 

policy was enhanced with some additional clarity and parking detail. 

B4 - was reworded to take into account the emerging VALP.  However, the essence 

of the policy was retained and in the opinion of the Committee strengthened. 

B5 - after recommendations from AVDC and in consultation with the consultant, it 

was agreed this policy duplicated elements of B1 and that the it would be more 

suitable to amalgamate the two and therefore there was no longer a requirement for 

a policy B5. This policy was therefore removed. 

Leisure 

L1 - a simple reword to the policy following recommendations by AVDC that the 

Committee agreed would make the policy clearer. 

L2 - AVDC raised some issues around the viability of this policy, therefore it was 

simplified including the removal of the last two paragraphs due to the first of these 

effectively being covered by the first sentence and the second of these being 

difficult to implement.  

L3 - was slightly reworded to ensure it met the basic conditions. 
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Education and Health 

E1 and E2 - An issue was raised by AVDC around the clarity of the map which has 

been addressed.  Also, the wording was changed slightly to make a clearer and 

precise policy but the core purpose has been retained.  BCC commented that they 

cannot guarantee local schools for local pupils and current plans are to expand 

Wendover primary school. BCC provided detailed comment explaining the local 

education position but stated that they were undertaking a feasibility study to 

expand Aston Clinton School. These statements were noted but did not change the 

basic policy. 

Transport 

T1 -Although BCC was in support of all Transport policies, AVDC raised an issue with 

this policy regarding a potential conflict with para 32 of the NPPF.  After 

consideration and working with AVDC on a suitable rewording that would retain the 

essence of the policy and not be in conflict with the NPPF, the policy was re-written 

to remove the term traffic survey and any reference there to, in favour of the traffic 

mitigation proposals put forward to and supported by BCC Highways.  

Aston Clinton Baptist Church had commented that there had been no evidence of 

improved road infrastructure to meet the increased demands from the new housing 

schemes.  The Committee felt that the revised wording in the submission version 

should address this issue going forward.    

T2 - encourage walking and cycling.  It was noted by the Committee that BCC 

Highways submitted comments of support of this Policy as it encourages sustainable 

travel. They also stated that they would endeavour to secure funding where 

appropriate.   

T3 -further to issues raised by AVDC in relation to this policy stating that the policies 

proposed were outside the remit of a neighbourhood plan and in consultation with 

the ACNP advisor, the Committee agreed to the removal of this policy.   

Environment 

Historic England stated that they had no substantive objections and were very 

pleased to see that the ACNP had identified non-designated heritage assets and 

made positive use of the landscape appraisal. Natural England supported the 

commitment to a net gain in bio-diversity and to preserving the landscape of the 

Chilterns AONB, and the designation of the local green spaces. 

EN7 – Natural England also made suggestions on a slight reword of this policy 

regarding agricultural land. However, this policy has been removed after 

consultation with AVDC and the ACNP consultant and agreement by the Committee 
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that it would not meet the basic conditions as it would be in conflict with national 

planning policy. 

EN2 - AVDC recommended a slightly different opening sentence and whilst the 

current wording was deemed by the Committee to meet the basic conditions, it was 

agreed that the proposed change would provide for a stronger policy. 

EN3 – Local Green Spaces. There were no objections or issues of significance raised 

by AVDC.  However, BCC objected to the inclusion of Green Park and the school 

playing fields.   

EN3 – Local Green Spaces.  BCC strategic planning & BCC Asset Management sent a 

letter of objection via Carter Jonas objecting strongly to the inclusion of Green Park 

as a local green space – mainly as they wished to reserve part of it for potential 

future development. It was clear from the consultation with the local community 

that Green Park was very important to the village, not least because of its border 

with Aston Clinton Park, but also, among other things, because of its historical 

interest and significance. However, the Committee decided to hold a further 

consultation event solely on Green Park. The view to retain it as a local green space 

was overwhelming and therefore the Committee decided to retain the proposed 

designation in the plan.  Details of that consultation and its results are contained in 

Appendix V.  

BCC also objected to inclusion of the school playing field on the following grounds: 

‘the playing field is only available to those children formally enrolled on the school 

register and not the wider community. It is questionable whether the site is 

demonstrably special or holds local significance to the community as a whole. 

Therefore, we do not accept that Aston Clinton Primary School playing field fulfils 

the criteria of the NPPF requirements for Local Green Space designation’. but the 

Committee decided to retain it as it fulfils NPPF criteria, as evidenced in the ACNP 

Green Spaces report, and was supported at consultation stages by the local 

community.  

However, on the recommendation of the ACNP advisor, slight changes were made to 

the plan to include a statement on what a Local Green Space designation means 

from a policy perspective.  A sentence was also added to allow for small scale 

increases in facilities, suitable to a local green space.  The Green Spaces report was 

revised to provide further detail and bring it in line with the latest AVDC guidance. 

The week before submission of the plan, BCC sent a revised letter regarding Green 

Park and the school playing field which is included in Appendix Z 

Vatches Farm, another proposed local green space, was objected to by the 

landowner on grounds that accessibility to the site would be detrimental.  This was 
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never considered to be necessary to the designation of a local green space, but the 

decision was made to remove the site owing to its protection under the Scheduled 

Ancient Monuments Act. 

EN4 – Abating Flood Risk.  BCC suggested that the ACNP contained a more detailed 

policy on flood. They wanted to see a policy that protected future housing from 

flood risk and that any development does not increase flood risk. The wording 

suggested by BCC was not adopted after advice from AVDC and an external 

consultant, however, a further bullet point was added at the recommendation of 

AVDC to accord with the NPPF on flood risk and the Committee believes that the 

policy, as now drafted covers the concerns of BCC. 

Thames Water requested a separate policy on water and wastewater infrastructure.  

After some debate, it was felt this could not be included as the ACNP already has a 

large amount of policies and which was an issue in itself raised by AVDC. Too many 

polices could make the ACNP difficult to adhere to. 

EN5 Green infrastructure sites - further to issues raised around this policy from AVDC 

and in consultation with the ACNP advisor, it was agreed by the Committee to 

remove this policy as there was deemed to be insufficient supporting evidence.   

EN6 Non-designated heritage assets- due to issues raised by AVDC regarding 

insufficient criteria to support this policy, it was agreed by the Committee that this 

should come under a community Action rather than a land use planning policy and 

that the Parish Council should seek to work with third parties to introduce a formal 

list of non-designated heritage assets.  The list was moved to Section three of the 

ACNP. 

EN7 Grade 3 Agriculture land- was also removed due to conflict with NPPF. 

 

5.3 Summary of statutory consultation responses – General 

 
The following provides a summary of how issues and concerns to other areas of the 

plan have been considered and any resultant amendments: 

• BCC – Archaeology recommended mentioning the various Roman and medieval 
remains in the village in the introductory section. They also suggested that 
reference was made to GP59 in the other policy section. Both suggestions 
were assessed and included in the submission version of the plan. 

• AVDC suggested that a table of policies be included at the beginning of the 
ACNP. This was done. 

• AVDC suggested all maps and plans should be clearly labelled. This has been 
done. 
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• AVDC thought the formatting of the policies was not clear and that there 
should be greater differentiation between policy and supporting text. The 
Committee agreed and the policies were re-formatted. 

• AVDC suggested that the Committee should include the employment site at 
Arla in relation to employment in the Parish.  

• AVDC also commented that the introduction should be condensed. The 
Committee disagreed – the Parish is an unusual one and background is 
essential. No changes were made.  

• The objectives section – AVDC made some suggestions to ensure they tied 
into the ACNP policies. These changes were made.  

• The vision statement – AVDC wished this to be broken into bullet points. After 
careful consideration, the Committee decided that this was not needed – the 
vision statement remains as drafted.  

 

5.4 Comments from the Parish 

Following the pre-submission consultation period, 67 responses were received from 
the local community showing strong support for the draft plan (see Appendix E for 
analysis).  There were a few issues and concerns raised which were discussed by the 
steering group and addressed where appropriate.  Below is a summary of issues 
raised, and how they were addressed.   

Settlement Boundary – there were three disagreements to the boundary of a 
personal nature, these were considered on a case by case basis but were ruled out 
as not beneficial to the greater community.  It was decided to retain the settlement 
boundary as proposed. 

High Quality Building Design, there were a few minor comments which were 
considered and addressed where possible within the abilities of a neighbourhood 
plan.   

Affordable housing still remained an important issue for some, however, after 
lengthy discussions with AVDC and between the ACNP Committee, it was agreed that 
affordable housing had been addressed as far as it could within the bounds of the 
neighbourhood plan and in alignment with the emerging local plan. 

There were a few comments regarding development restriction which were deemed 
by the Committee to be outside the purview of a neighbourhood plan.  

There were a few disagreements with the Community centre policy L3 with a 
number of neutral responses, however, the steering committee felt that the Policy 
should be retained.  Comments and feelings would be considered in any future 
community centre consultation. 

Please note that policy E3 reference was erroneous and should not have been put on 
the public consultation form as it did not exist.  

There were a number of specific comments regarding policy T1, specifically in 
relation to the detail of recommended traffic calming measures as outlined in 
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Evidence Paper 1 – ‘Updated traffic mitigation’ (see Appendix U). The Committee 
agreed that, it is not for a neighbourhood plan to address such detail and that the 
public had been fully consulted on the plans throughout the process and the 
majority were in general agreement with the proposed measures.  

Policy EN3 requested map improvement has been implemented. 

Flood risk policy was enhanced. 

 

5.5 Green Park Consultation 

 

Due to the letter received from Carter Jonas on behalf of Buckingham County 
Council objecting to Green Park being designated a local Green Space (See Appendix 
X & Y for copy letter and associated map) the Committee decided to hold a separate 
event on Green Park only. This event was held on 7th September 2017 and 73 people 
attended. A separate questionnaire on this issue only was placed on the ACNP 
website and was available at the consultation event. 493 responses were received. 
An analysis of all views received throughout the consultation process is attached as 
Appendix V. This demonstrated clearly the strong views of the Parish.  See also 
ACNP Local Green Spaces report, included with the ACNP submission documents.  

 

5.6 Outcome of Statutory Consultation 

 

Further to statutory consultation, the Plan being presented to the LPA has 
incorporated the changes as summarised above.  There are no material changes 
following review of policies that would require a second consultation, therefore, the 
plan can proceed to Submission.   

 

6. Conclusion 
 

This Consultation Statement and the supporting evidence are considered to comply 
with Section 15(2) of part 5 of the 2012 Neighbourhood Planning Regulations. 
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