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Summary of responses to Draft Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan 

further consultation April–May 2017 

Introduction  

The Draft Vale of Aylesbury Local Plan (VALP) was published for consultation during the 

summer of 2016.  This included a flyer to all households in the Vale, ten public consultation 

events, static exhibitions and coverage in the local media.  As part of the Council’s process 

of continuous quality checking, it came to our attention that a small number of local plan 

consultees may not have received specifically addressed communication at the time the 

Draft VALP was published for consultation.  In April 2017 the Council wrote to those 

consultees inviting any comments on the Draft VALP to be received by 25 May 2017. This 

report summarises those responses. 

A total of 17 responses were received as follows: Utilities (CLH Pipeline x2), Parish Council 

(1), residents (5) developer/agent/landowner interest (9). 

The following is a selection of key issues raised 

 North Marston Parish Council note that North Marston is a small village with few facilities 

available. They consider the school would be unable to cope with housing growth, noting 

that the transport network is poor and their village lacks the capacity to support a larger 

amount of housing.  

 Concern about agreeing housing numbers for Aylesbury Vale before Wycombe, Chiltern 

and South Bucks have consulted on a housing figure for their areas.  

 Uncertain implications of the Housing White Paper. 

 Homes on newly built estates are too expensive and out of reach to normal people. 

Council representatives should say what is needed, otherwise find a builder who will.  

 The new homes being built are bland.  Even though land is expensive and in demand, 

straight roads with terraced houses make more housing.  

 With the decline of bees and other useful insects, each house should have a small front 

garden and a larger one at the back and include a safe place for small children to play.  

 All houses built should be for people who were born, reside or have connections with this 

area.  Young people have to move far away to find a home. 

 Concern about not receiving consultation material last year. 

 CLH Pipeline submitted two maps regarding a pipeline that runs through the borough. 

Site promotions: 

Land at Adstock – 3-4 houses. Respondent in dialogue with parish council regarding the 

Neighbourhood Plan. Promoter: The W. R. Davidge Planning Practice. 

Vale Industrial Estate, 2.2ha, 130 dwellings. Promoter: Jones Lang LaSalle Ltd (JLL) on 

behalf of Legal & General Property 

New Settlement at Haddenham. Promoter: RPS Planning & Development 



 

 

Land at Aylesbury Golf Club, Bierton (Site Ref BIE009).  Seek allocation of the site for 

specialist housing for older people. Promoter: Pegasus Group on behalf of Anchor 2020. 

Land South West of Weston Turville  (12.1 ha, Site Ref WTV029). Promoter: Turley on 

behalf of Bellway Homes.  

Land at Hollingdon Road, Hollingdon (six dwellings).  Promoter: Robinson & Hall LLP on 

behalf of Mr and Mrs Andrew Vale and Mr and Mrs Hugh Vale. 

Land at Finmere Aerodrome Tingewick (28.5ha). Promoter: WYG on behalf of Lone Star 

Land.  The site falls outside of any defined settlement boundary. Previously promoted as 

being immediately available for future development in the emerging Local Plan (Site Ref 

SHLTIN006 / TIN006), and as a suitable location for B1, B2 and B8 employment uses (up to 

285,000m3) or 855 new dwellings. 

Land adjacent To Raven Crescent and Linnet Drive, Westcott (Site Ref WSC004). Site 

promoter: WYG.  

Issues raised by site promoters include the following: 

Further consideration should be given to identifying and meeting OAN.   

Talk to neighbouring authorities to ensure unmet needs are met. 

A capacity led approach won’t deliver the OAN. While understanding the capacity for each 

settlement is important, this should not be a limiting factor to development. The Draft Local 

Plan, as currently written, is unsound with respect to delivery. The proposed phasing of the 

housing requirement does not plan positively to address the District’s short-term housing 

need and would fail to provide a five year supply of deliverable housing. The Plan over relies 

on the delivery of very large allocations, which will be slow to deliver and vulnerable to 

unanticipated delays. 

Limitations of 10 year migration trends.  In line with Professor Simpson’s research referred to 

in the HEDNA, it would be more prudent to use the existing demographic profile from the 

2014-based projections rather than the 10-year adjusted projections. 

Following the LPEG report and the Housing White Paper (Fixing our Broken Housing 

Market), a common OAN methodology is to be published for consultation. Were this based 

on an LPEG approach there would be an uplift of 2,624 dwellings above the current 

proposals for Aylesbury Vale. RPS advocate that the Council follow this approach in relation 

to migration trends in any subsequent consultation of the VALP. 

OAN is being considered as Section 78 Planning Appeal (which includes the Long Crendon 

Inquiry1 starting 25 April 2017). The Council should carefully consider the outcome of this. 

RPS argue that the Council would be unwise to halt progress on identifying a location for a 

new settlement until a Local Plan review as this important component of the requirement for 

the District should be planned for in the current Plan Period. RPS consider that Haddenham 

can take more growth than indicated in the January 2017 HELAA and September 2016 

VALP consultation draft. They contend that evidence points towards Haddenham as the 

most appropriate location for a new settlement, which should be included as a preferred 



 

 

option in the Submission Local Plan and favour an approach which would increase growth to 

the village, over proposals for a new standalone settlement. 

Would expect to see the inclusion of high level infrastructure and projects needed to support 

the Local Plan and wider strategic initiatives planned for the Aylesbury area. Evidence 

supports the use of the existing social and community infrastructure at Haddenham to 

enable increased growth in the village. 

Growth south and west of Aylesbury has been sterilised by the proposed route for HS2. 

Therefore, the focus for new development needs to be elsewhere. 

The restriction to only allow further development in exceptional circumstances at Bierton and 

Western Turville in paragraph 4.78 does not allow for the flexibility the NPPF requires.  

Wendover cannot be completely divorced from a strategy for development, though the 

Council should be mindful of the Housing White Paper with regard to Green Belt. 

Support Draft Policy S3, insofar as it allows for future development at the village of 

Westcott. 

Policy D7 and D8: The wording of D8 is very restrictive for villages that have opportunities 

to provide small scale development. Such development should be proportionate to the size 

of the village and have no outstanding material considerations to address. Disagree that 

smaller villages and settlements have not been allocated any level of residential 

development in the Plan. Development should be distributed evenly across the District to 

spread the impact of new homes across services and facilities available. The development of 

a small scale residential scheme in a small village will assist in the provision of homes for 

local people as the community grows. 

Support aspects of Draft Policy D7 with regards to directing new development to the edge 

of existing settlements. However the Policy is unsound as parts are inconsistent with 

national planning policy and the Framework’s objective to significantly boost housing supply. 

The wording of the second paragraph is vague and should be revised. 

Due to cost it can often be difficult to deliver specialist housing for older people in parallel to 

traditional residential development. Specialist housing for older people such as Continuing 

Care Retirement Communities (CCRS’s) often require greenfield sites that may not 

otherwise come forward for general housing. The Plan must therefore be sufficiently flexible 

to support the development of specialist housing for older people to meet identified need. 

Concerns raised in SHLAA site submission WTV029 are invalid in light of the number of the 

schemes coming forward, which materially change the surrounding context and inter-

relationship with Aylesbury. The site represents a logical extension to the settlement, in a 

highly sustainable location, and should be considered further with respect to meeting the 

needs of Aylesbury Vale. 

The Plan should reflect national guidance and make provision for the redevelopment of 

existing employment sites, including Vale Industrial Estate, in order to meet housing needs. 

Draft Policy E2 conflicts with the NPPF in applying a level of protection outside key 

employment areas and which may not be required to be retained for employment. The site at 



 

 

Vale Industrial Estate. not assessed in the 2012 Employment Land Review. is considered to 

make little contribution to the employment land supply in the District. 

Clarity sought with regard to the number of new homes that RAF Halton could deliver and 

whether new homes replacing those on the barracks would count as ‘new homes’. 

 

 

 


