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Wing Neighbourhood Plan
Consultation Report
1. Introduction
This report provides the details of the consultation process undertaken as part of the
development of the Wing Neighbourhood Plan (WNP), as set out in the Neighbourhood
Planning (General) Regulations 2012. Wing Parish Council and the Neighbourhood Planning
Steering Group (NPSG) have been working on the development of the WNP since October
2011 and have undertaken a series of public consultations, as outlined below. The
consultations identified a range of issues which have all been recorded, considered and
where possible addressed as part of the development of the draft neighbourhood planning
document.

2. Neighbourhood Area designation
The Neighbourhood Area was designated by Aylesbury Vale District Council on 10 th
September 2012 following statutory publicity.
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Summary of Main Village-wide Consultation/Engagement
Activities
3. Stage 1: Early consultation
In November 2011 members of the Parish Council and the NPSG held a two day event,
Friday afternoon and evening and all day Saturday, highlighting the forthcoming
Neighbourhood Plan project. Representatives of Aylesbury Vale District Council planning
department also attended on the Friday afternoon. There were 94 responses to the
questionnaire, Annex 1. These results formed the NPSG’s pre-vision consultation, and they
analysed the findings to formulate the vision and objectives for the Neighbourhood Plan.
The findings from the questionnaire were grouped into 7 themes and from these the plan
objectives were created:







Housing
Economy
Communication
Infrastructure
Green
History and Ecology
Tourism

Each section identified the issues with proposed actions and can be seen in the Pre-Vision
Consultation Statement, Annex 2.

4. Stage 2: Raising awareness
During early summer 2012 Wing Parish Council attended the local school fete, the Carnival
and local School Open Evening to raise awareness of the Neighbourhood Plan.

5. Stage 3: Further consultation
In July 2012, the Neighbourhood Planning Steering Group held four public open meetings at
four different venues across the Parish to ensure it was accessible as widely as possible. The
Vision and Objectives document was on display at all the forums. The original questionnaire
had been revised to include more specific questions on housing, economy and infrastructure
and also extra questions were added on issues that had been highlighted as important such
as communication, heritage, ecology and tourism. 96 questionnaire responses were
received back during this stage and the results of the paper responses comprise Annex 3.
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6. Stage 4: Report back on initial consultation, site identification and
green space results
In October 2013 another two day forum was held giving people the opportunity to see
the site assessments, green space identification and also the results from the previous
forums and questionnaires. There was the opportunity for residents to comment on
what they wanted to see arising from development with regard to green infrastructure
and community assets with the use of tick sheets and post-it notes. 372 residents
attended the forums. 50 more questionnaires were also completed and this forms
Annex 4. The comments given at the forum were gathered and are contained within
Annex 5. Taylor Wimpey and Martin Grant Homes were given the feedback from these
forums and this constitutes Annex 6.

7. Stage five: Developer forums
At the end of November 2013 the two main developers, Taylor Wimpey and Martin
Grant Homes, were given the opportunity to consult with the residents and to display
their potential development plans as part of the Neighbourhood Plan process. Attendees
were asked to vote for either site or both. The information was then collated and forms
Annex 7. The feedback from these forums to the Parish Council was sent to the
developers and this forms Annexes 8 and 9. An update was also placed in the local
village newsletter ‘What’s on in Wing’ as well as on the parish website, the
Neighbourhood Plan website and the Facebook page, this can be seen in Annex 10.

8. Stage six: Pre-Submission Consultation
In April 2014, Wing Parish Council via the Neighbourhood Plan team published the Draft
Neighbourhood Plan for consultation. This was carried out in a variety of ways, from
emails/hard copy letter being sent out to a launch tea party and also via the website. A
simple comment sheet was made available so that residents and interested parties
could comment on all aspects of the plan, including the accompanying documents.
These were then collated with each respondent being given a unique reference number
and then the comments recorded. Analysis of the comments resulted in a number of
changes which was then put to the Wing Parish Council for acceptance at the meeting
in June 2014. The Draft Plan was then amended and prepared for final submission to
Aylesbury Vale District Council.

9. Stage seven: Other events
In June 2014 the Parish Council attended a Parish Liaison Event
at Aylesbury Vale District Council to show other parishes the
completed documents and also to highlight the result of the
plan with the example of the successful Heritage Group.
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10. How the consultations were undertaken
Consultation stage

Process

Early Consultation

Forums were held over 2 days in the Village Hall on 25 and 26 November
2011.
Publicity: Posters were placed around the village as well as being
advertised in the local Londis shop, Hairdressers, Chemist, doctors’
surgeries, local schools, two main pubs library and on the Parish Council
noticeboard outside the Village Hall. The poster can be seen in Annex 11.
Stakeholders were sent the letter that also forms part of Annex 11. On the
day signs were also placed outside the Village Hall. The Neighbourhood
Plan team from Aylesbury Vale District Council were also invited.
Consultation methods: Using large scale maps the five main geographical
areas of the Neighbourhood Plan were set out and their relevance to
Wing. There were also documents available such as the Conservation Area
Statement and the Aylesbury Vale District Council Draft Fact Pack, 2009.
Attendees were asked to complete a questionnaire and fill in post-it notes.
They could also take questionnaires away with them and return them to
an address in the village.
Displays were on show to raise the profile of the Neighbourhood Plan
during June 2012. These were presented at Wing Village Carnival on the
2nd, Overstone School Fete on the 9th and Overstone School Open Evening
on the 28th. Residents were given the opportunity to look at maps, local
information and information regarding the National Planning Policy
Framework and the Neighbourhood Planning Process. The next forums
were advertised via a poster.
On 9, 10, 11 and 12 July 2012 forums were held at the Scout Hut, Village
Hall, All Saint’s Church and The Cock Inn during the evening.
Publicity: Leaflets were delivered to every household by the Wing Youth
Club and various other young people, Annex 12. Posters were distributed
around the village as per the first consultation. An advert was placed in
the local Village newsletter, ‘What’s on in Wing. The events were
advertised on the Wing Parish Council website, the Neighbourhood Plan
Twitter account and Facebook.
Consultation methods: Displays were put up with information regarding
the process and the different themes the NPSG had adopted after the prevision consultations:- Housing; Employment; Tourism; Heritage; Ecology;
Transport; and Green Space. The vision and objectives were on display
and residents could comment on them using post-it notes as a work in
progress. Residents were encouraged to comment on the various displays
with post it notes and to sign up for the spin-offs Business Forum, Heritage
Project, Archaeology, Children and Youth Services, Community, Ecology
and to help with the Plan itself. A new questionnaire had been developed
and this was made available on each of the nights. It was also placed
online after the event and advertised on the Parish Council website and
the Neighbourhood Plan website. There were 96 paper responses from
forums and 25 from the website; these form Annexes 3 and 13
respectively.

Raising awareness

Further Consultation
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Report back on initial On 11th and 12th October 2013 two forums were held in the Village Hall.
consultation, site
identification and
Publicity: Four 6ft by 4ft banners were
green space results
placed on Handpost at the entrance to
the village from Leighton Buzzard and
Milton Keynes, the Recreation Ground,
Dormer Avenue entrance and the
Meadow Way entrance.
Posters were also placed all over the
village as per previously, but with the addition of the new Parish
noticeboard in Jubilee Green and on the noticeboard by the shops, Annex
14. An advert was also placed in ‘What’s on in Wing’.
Consultation Methods: The displays consisted of
 information on neighbourhood planning
 a summary of the site appraisals for all sites identified as possible
development sites around the village and their red, amber or
green rating (See Site Assessment Report)
 A map and scoring table showing potential Local Green Spaces
 Results of the questionnaires.
There were tick lists for people to write on with regard to comments on
the questionnaire feedback and ancillary questions and their wish list for
what they wanted in the village to do with any S106/CIL money.
Post-it notes were available for
comments and site suitability
questions were asked. The
questionnaire was available still for
residents to complete. 372 people
attended and their street name and
ages were captured. These can be
seen under Annex 5.
Developer Forums

In November 2013 the forums were advertised by a leaflet drop to each
house an advert in ‘What’s on in Wing’, the banners used previously
(which were adapted and put up again), and posters placed as before,
Annex 15. On 29 and 30 November the two developers were in the main
hall with the NPSG in the Small Hall. 250 residents and interested parties
attended. Each resident was asked to vote, using a ball, on which site they
preferred or whether they would agree with both sites used. The response
to this forms Annex 7. Residents were also given the opportunity to talk to
the NPSG and to write on post-it notes their response to the development.
This was then fed back to the two developers; this forms Annexes 8 and 9.

Pre-Submission
Consultation

In April 2014 the Plan consultation was carried out in a number of ways.
Advertisements were placed around the
village, in the Londis, both pubs, 3 Parish
Council noticeboards and an A5 version of
the poster was delivered to every house
and business in the village, this forms
Annex 32. The banners were also used to
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advertise the Consultation and stayed up until the deadline of 5pm on the
19th May 2014. The consultation opened on the 4th April with a Launch Tea
Party on the 11th April. Residents were
invited to come for tea and cakes to read
through all the documents and to post their
comments. 149 residents attended and
made 23 comments. The website
consultation was opened at 9am on the 7th
April where residents could view the Plan
and all the background documents and
submit comments, either via an on-line form or download a comment
form and submit via email, this, along with the Facebook Page, forms
Annex 33. The comment forms for both on-line submission and for those
completed at the tea party where identical and form Annex 34. Views on
the website form Annex 35. For the whole period the full documents and
comments sheets were available in Wing Community Library. Emailed and
hard copies were also sent out to those interested parties prior to the
start of the Consultation process and this list forms Annex 36. In total,
there were 36 respondents and 137 comments.
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11. Web publicity/On-line consultation
In June 2012, the NPSG decided to set up a website, Facebook Page and Twitter
account to allow residents to keep up to date and comment. The questionnaires
were placed on line enabling residents unable to attend the forums the chance of
completing one. Unfortunately in October 2013 the questionnaire site was corrupted
after a number of questionnaire responses had been recorded but not downloaded.
The main website was also hacked through a phishing exercise and closed down by
the hosts. A new website was developed and a new questionnaire was placed online;
however it took time for the change of information to get to residents so it is unclear
how many responses would have been received through this medium. In total 98
responses were received through both sets of online questionnaires and these are in
Annexes 13 and 16. The Facebook Page currently has 48 likes and the current
website has had 1747 views, Annexes 17 and 18.

8

12. Other consultations
Businesses - In August 2012 the first meeting of the Business part of the Neighbourhood Plan
was held at The Queen’s Head, Annex 19. All businesses were invited either through email or a
hand delivered leaflet, and there was a good attendance. Due to the numerous issues raised
during the meeting, another one was held in September to discuss the issue of broadband and
the impact on business within the village. A coffee morning was also at the end of September
and a regular morning was set aside once a month to ensure that businesses had an
opportunity to speak. A business directory was discussed and businesses contacted as well as
an advert in ‘What’s on in Wing’. There was one final meeting in April 2013 with a presentation
by Bucks Business First, but was not well attended. There were 10 responses to the Business
Questionnaire and this is shown in Annex 20. The discussions at the forums were minuted and
fed back into the Neighbourhood Plan.
Heritage Project – A heritage walk was conducted in July 2012 just around the village, it was
advertised in ‘What’s on in Wing’. A meeting was held afterwards at
The Queen’s Head. The first official meeting was held in February
2013. A website was set up and between May and October 2013, 16
community test pits were dug. 70 volunteers signed up to the
project, Annex 21. In July 2013, three more walks were carried out.
In November 2013 a Finds Day was held at the library for the results
and included Aylesbury Museum, Finds Liaison Officer and two
metal detectorists, Annex 22. All the results are currently being
used to update the HER database and a Settlement Report has been
written.
Outside organisations have been used to help with the project,
Aylesbury County Museum, Buckinghamshire Records Centre,
Buckinghamshire Archaeological Society, Leighton Buzzard and District Archaeological and
Historical Society with the digs supervised and sponsored by
Archaeological Services and Consultancy Ltd.
The Heritage Project also attended the Milton Keynes
Archaeology Day on the 9th November 2013.
The Heritage Group became a stand-alone organisation in
January 2014 and will be able to assist with implementation of
the Neighbourhood Plan. The website can be seen at Annex 23.
Children and Youth Services – In July 2012 schools, playgroups, nursery, Barnardo’s, Scout and
Guide groups as well as the football team were invited to a meeting in September 2012 to
discuss the issues of development. Invites were sent via email or hand delivered, Annex 24.
The meeting had some of the display boards and was to be run with small work groups. A
questionnaire was designed specifically for the groups. Only the Scouts and one of the Toddler
groups turned up, however they still completed a questionnaire and had lengthy discussion on
the impact of development, Annex 25.
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Community/Leisure– In January 2014 a forum was held for community groups. An email,
Annex 26, was sent to all organisations on file as well as asking for people to forward it onto
others.25 representatives were present. The group was split into three groups and asked to
discuss what they believed was needed now and with extra housing. Each group reported back
to the main room and each idea was documented, Annex 27.
Schools – In October 2013, representatives from the Steering Group met with the
Headteachers of both Overstone and Cottesloe Schools. Issues that were raised included
concerns about traffic and pedestrian safety at pick up and drop off times. Capacity of the
schools was not considered to be a problem at either school.
In February 2013 the Chairman of the NPSG ran a session with Year 6 at Overstone School (age
11). A list of their opinions on the future of Wing is attached at Annex 28 and drawings of Wing
have been used to illustrate the document.
Doctors’ Surgeries The doctors’ surgeries were contacted with the poster and letter in Annex
11. They were also given posters for the consultations and invited to the Business Forums.
Contact was made with them in 2012 with regard to capacity, which was not an issue for either
surgery.
Landowner/Developer Consultations - In March 2013 all landowners were contacted. This
allowed developers of any potential sites to declare themselves and receive a pro-forma of
questions about any potential site, Annex 29.
The NPSG first met with Martin Grant Homes in February 2013 after email correspondence
promoting the site since late 2012. In May 2013 Martin Grant Homes replied to the pro-forma
and various meetings have been held since to discuss site-related matters.
Initial contact with Taylor Wimpey was through Wing Allotment Society, who met with the
NPSG on one occasion. The same information has been given to both developers to ensure
consistency in approach.
Letters were sent to both developers in February 2014 with regard to potential development,
these comprise Annexes 30 and 31.
Meetings between the NPSG and the developers, Martin Grant Homes and Taylor Wimpey,
were held as per Annex 37.
In February 2014 letters were sent to all landowners with sites to be designated as Local Green
Space. An example letter is attached as Annexe 1 to the Green Space Report.
Local Authority Consultations – Aylesbury Vale District Council- From September 2011 the
NPSG and AVDC have worked closely together to ensure that the WNP and the AVDC Strategic
Plan worked together. Since the Examination and subsequent failure of the Vale of Aylesbury
Plan in January 2014, the NPSG has continued to work with AVDC to ensure full co-operation.
AVDC have also been invited to each of the public forums that have been held. Meetings are
listed in Annex 37.
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13. Outcomes of consultation and how they have been taken into
account
The following table provides the key issues raised during the informal stages of consultation
and how the NPSG have taken them into account.
Policy area

Summary of the key
issues/Concerns

How the issues have been
addressed

Green space



The loss of green space for
recreational use.
The loss of wildlife areas
The loss of the green boundary
around the village.

Policies have been developed to
ensure that green space is
protected for both leisure
pursuits and wildlife. As part of
this the trees and hedgerows
and landscape are also to be
taken into account. Local Green
Spaces have been assessed and
are designated.

Lack of space for community
groups to develop.
Issues with traffic and
pedestrian connectivity.

Policy has been developed to
allow new development to
enhance and create new
facilities for the village.

Concern for impact of
development on Conservation
area
Damage to un-excavated
archaeological areas.

Policies have been developed to
ensure that the impact in and
around the Conservation Area is
limited. There is also a policy to
include the need for
archaeological works on undeveloped green land.




Facilities




Heritage




Tourism



The need for more
understanding about the local
area, including heritage and
ecology.

Policies have been developed to
include signage and information
boards linked with new walks
and information leaflets.

Economy



Creation of small scale
developments.
The loss of any present
commercial areas such as
shops and pubs.
The issue of limited broadband
speed.

Policies have been developed to
ensure that small businesses, as
well as existing ones, can
develop and thrive. As a rural
community broadband is vital
to the running of businesses
and therefore policy has been
included on this issue
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Traffic and
Transport




Issues with parking
Lack of speed calming
measures
Road congestion
Pedestrian and school routes.

Policies have been developed to
include all these issues and to
ensure that any development
not only limits impact but also
helps to alleviate current issues.

Affordable housing for
residents of Wing
Housing for the elderly

The policies have been
developed for these two main
issues so that Wing residents
are able to move within the
village.

All the policies developed
address all of these issues.



Loss of green space
Traffic issues
Reflection of the village
architecture
Pedestrian issues
Affordable housing for
residents
Housing for the elderly









Loss of green space
Public open space
Long Spinney
Drainage issues
Traffic issues
Design sensitivity
Affordable housing

All the policies developed have
addressed all of these issues.



Housing




Site policies
Stewkley Road/
Dormer Avenue







Meadow Way/
Moorlands
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14. Outcomes of Pre-Submission Consultation and how it has been taken into account
The table shows a summary of comments received and the response. This table was agreed by the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group on Monday 23rd
June 2014. A summary table of main comments raised and changes to the Draft NP was presented to the Parish Council on the 24 th June and the Parish
Council unanimously approved submission of the Neighbourhood Plan to AVDC.

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?

General
7
comments
on NP

Only 25 houses were to be developed on one site, concern
over traffic

None

There was always going to be at least 50 houses,
but the situation with AVDC changed. Consultation
with residents is documented in Consultation
Report

9

Development for housing is wrong. Dormer Avenue site is a
wildlife haven and should not be developed

None

New housing will be required by AVDC. The NP
gives an opportunity to steer the development. All
possible sites were carefully considered against
many others and Dormer Avenue comes out as the
most appropriate. The developers are aware of
wildlife value and the Parish Council are working
with them to mitigate the impact of development
as far as possible.

12

Plan is well presented and comprehensive but what will be the None
requirements after 2020’s

The plan will cover up to 2031. It is hoped that
around 100 houses is sufficient for the whole of the
period for AVDC's purposes.

23

Good job

None

Noted

42

Query if a rural village or commuter village

Yes

Can add reference to importance of commuting in
traffic chapter

1.1

13

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?

1.2

42

Query re source of 'residents are mainly well off'

Yes

More references to background documents will be
added to the NP

1.6

43

Welcomes commitment to special character landscape and
history of village

None

The Parish Council is committed to preserving and
enhancing the character of Wing

2.1

41

Add NPPG references to NP

Yes

NPPG was published after the draft NP and needs
to be acknowledged

2.2

35

AVDC's plan stated 50 houses, this number was also proposed None
at the December consultation

The situation with AVDC changed in
December/January. The failure of the AVDC Plan
has meant that planning applications for 'windfall'
or previously unforeseen sites is likely to be
approved. The NP allows a mechanism to negotiate
with developers.

47

Comments on the status of saved policies and the relationship No
with NP's

This refers to NPPG which will be referenced in the
NP

41

Unclear references to pressure on villages to provide housing Yes

Some clarity can be given

41

Reference date of withdrawal of Vale of Aylesbury Plan

Yes

Agree

41

What is the local information point?

Yes

The local information point may be a fixed display
and/or a website, added to Policy VE1

43

Welcomes mention of heritage in Vision

None

Noted

2.3
Vision

Objectives 47

43

Broadly supports the objective, but green infrastructure can None
be used not just for wildlife activity and connection, but also
health, recreation, contributing to climate change adaptation
and improving quality of life. The plan could link to other
policies in the plan.

The NP already makes links through green
infrastructure

Suggest rewording of Objective for historic environment

Agree

14

Yes

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?

Chapter 5

27

Dormer Avenue site is a wildlife haven when gone cannot be
replicated

None

The developers are aware of wildlife value and the
Parish Council are working with them to mitigate
the impact of development as far as possible.

41

Retitle chapter Green Infrastructure and define it

Yes

The term Green Infrastructure has been avoided
because it is difficult to explain (jargon). Reference
can be made and definition in the glossary

47

Green chains/corridors and links can add to sustainable
development

None

Agree

43

Suggests minor change to para 5.14

Yes

Agree

46

Heleys fields are private land, it should have dwelling and be a Yes
small holding. The PC should not be encouraging use as open
amenity land. The plan should be amended.

Reference to open access will be removed. Heleys
fields remain important to recreation as there is a
designated footpath which forms part of the
network with links to the wider countryside

5.17

4

Currently used allotments should be protected

None

The allotments in current use are protected under
the Local Green Space policy

5.15

47

Pleased to see reference to NE's standards and to new Green
Infrastructure in new development

None

Noted

5.18

41

Remove reference to biological notification sites which are no Yes
longer in place

Reference to the sites wildlife value will not be
removed, but minor changes will be made

CGS1

47

Support

None

Noted

41

Minor changes to Policy CGS1

Yes

Minor changes will be made

31

Putting in paths and a trim trail to woodland areas will affect
water to adjacent areas and wildlife.

Yes

Detailed proposals will come through the planning
applications. Policy A1 wording seeks to preserve

5.14

15

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?
and enhance biodiversity in the wooded areas, but
'public' can be taken out of bullet point 3.

CGS2

47

Support

None

Noted

41

Minor change

Yes

Minor changes will be made

41

Minor change to CGS3

Yes

Agree

42

No mention of Wantage Crescent loss of green space

None

Planning permission had already been granted
prior to the NP being written

47

Welcomed and encouraged

None

Noted

6.1

13

Increased population will affect Overstone

Yes

Agree, but the school has indicated it will have
capacity

6.1

42

No mention of Sportsmans Arms

None

Planning permission for change of use of the pub to
a house had been granted prior to the NP being
written

6.1

41

Add reference to source for existing facilities

Yes

More references to background documents will be
added to the NP

6.2

18

Only passing reference to the Youth Club

None

There is a youth club which is a valuable part of the
village, however there are no land use implications
as the club already has premises at Cottesloe
School.

6.6

42

Many young people do not have a car and suffer from lack of
independence

None

Agree with comment, but the NP does mention the
buses

7.3

43

Suggests reference to historic landscape character

Yes

Agree

CGS3

16

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?

38

Possible saxon site on Dormer Avenue site

None

Archaeological investigations will happen as part of
AVDC's requirements for new sites. Policy HE2
reinforces this.

43

Suggest clarification at Para 7.3 over listing of Ascott garden

Yes

Agree

43

Suggest characterisation study

None

This will be considered for future implementation
of the NP

43

Suggest reference to at risk or vulnerable historic assets

None

There is no evidence available to support this
suggestion

7.8

41

A map of the Tree Preservation Order trees is needed. More
references to Green Infrastructure is needed

None

TPO's are referenced in the background
documents. The term Green Infrastructure has
been avoided because it is difficult to explain
(jargon).

7.9

43

Welcomes activities of heritage group and suggests further
studies

None

This will be considered for future implementation
of the NP

7.10

43

Welcomes commitment to archaeological investigations, this
should be prior to allocations for development

None

Agree, but this is being carried out by developers
already.

HE1

43

Suggest a policy for the whole of the village

Yes

Agree, a more general approach to historic assets
across the village would be useful

41

Minor changes to Policy HE1 and define 'major'

Yes

Agree mostly, but not to referencing a document in
the policy which may change within the plan period

43

Suggests archaeological evidence be made public

Yes

Agree

14

Is there provision for dog walking facilities?

None

Footpath improvements are supported in Policy
CGS1 and a new link to Long Spinney required in A2

8

17

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?

VE1

41

Minor change to Policy VE1 and supporting text to add clarity Yes

Agree

9

18

Comments on Site Assessment 9A

None

The site is not being put forward for any proposals
in the NP.

41

Add reference to green space audit

None

Reference to evidence base may be helpful

42

Schools provide employment too

Yes

Agree

15

Developers should provide broadband, existing broadband is
poor

None

The appropriate infrastructure can be provided on
the new sites, but the required works to the whole
village is beyond the scope of the NP.

34

Broadband is very slow new development should bring faster
broadband.

None

A NP policy cannot require broadband to be
provided to the whole village. The appropriate
infrastructure can be provided on the new sites,
but the required works to the whole village is
beyond the scope of the NP.

10

Broadband should be provided not just promised

None

A NP policy cannot require broadband to be
provided to the whole village. The appropriate
infrastructure can be provided on the new sites,
but the required works to the whole village is
beyond the scope of the NP.

30

Broadband should be provided to residents who are affected
by development

None

A NP policy cannot require broadband to be
provided to the whole village. The appropriate
infrastructure can be provided on the new sites,
but the required works to the whole village is
beyond the scope of the NP.

13

Developers should be required to provide better broadband to None
existing houses first

9.7

18

A NP policy cannot require broadband to be
provided to the whole village. The appropriate

Table showing comments on Wing Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan
Para/policy Person
Summary
number
reference

Changes
Response
to NP?
infrastructure can be provided on the new sites,
but the required works to the whole village is
beyond the scope of the NP.

E1

41

Need to define 'small'

Yes

Agree

E1

41

Minor change to E1

Yes

Agree

E2

41

Minor change to E2

Yes

Agree

E3

41

Check E3 against AVDC policy

Yes

Agree

E4

41

Suggested amendment to E4

?

1

Broadband in Wing is poor. Policy and preamble is too vague. None.

A NP policy cannot require broadband to be
provided to the whole village. The appropriate
infrastructure can be provided on the new sites,
but the required works to the whole village is
beyond the scope of the NP.

33

Concerns over traffic

None

The Parish Council is working with the developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads.

19

Traffic is at capacity, calming would help

None

The Parish Council is working with both developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads and introduce traffic
restrictions where it will help.

37

Concerns over traffic impact from Moorlands proposal and
inadequacy of survey work

None

The Parish Council is working with both developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads. Detailed proposals for
the site and alterations to the roads will come
through planning applications.

10

19
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5

The NP should mention traffic proposals with Stewkley

Yes

Agree with proposed wording.

34

Concerns over traffic from new developments and existing
parking issues. Asks for access onto A418.

None

The Parish Council is working with both developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads.Detailed proposals for
the site and alterations to the roads will come
through planning applications.

27

Concerns over traffic from new developments and existing
None
parking issues as there is no bypass and increased HGV activity

The Parish Council is working with both developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads. Detailed proposals for
the site and alterations to the roads will come
through planning applications.

36

Concerns over traffic impact from Moorlands proposal and
inadequacy of survey work.

None

The Parish Council is working with both developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads. Detailed proposals for
the site and alterations to the roads will come
through planning applications.

10.3

42

Delete ‘dependable’

Yes

Agree

10.4

42

Reference M25

Yes

Agree

10.4

42

Add reference to increasing car ownership up to 2031

Yes

Agree

10.5

42

Query 'through routes'

None

Reference is to traffic that travels through the
village

10.6

42

Schools promote sustainable travel

Yes

Agree

10.11

8

Agree with 10.11

None

Noted

20
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29

Highways says there will be no impact from Moorlands
proposal, will NP insist on improvements?

None

The Parish Council is working with both developers
and Bucks CC to try to reduce the impact of new
development on the roads. Detailed proposals for
the site and alterations to the roads will come
through planning applications.

41

Bucks CC are producing new parking standards which the NP
should amend to take account of

Yes

These are local standards and do not need to
comply with BCC standards.

T1

40

Wording of Policy T1 needs amendments to make it workable Yes

Generous parking is needed in a village location
and amendments proposed support this.

T1

39

Residential parking standards are being reviewed and these
standards may not comply

Yes

These are local standards and do not need to
comply with BCC standards.

T2

39

Wording of Policy T2 needs minor amendments to make it
enforceable

Yes

Agree

T2

41

Minor change to T2

Yes

Add in significantly rather than change ‘will’ to
‘may be’

11

32

50 homes was proposed not 100. The NP should start again.
Meadow Way will cause major traffic and noise problems.

None

There was always going to be at least 50 houses,
but the situation with AVDC changed. Consultation
with residents is documented in Consultation
Report. Restarting the NP is not required as both
developers have been aware of each others
proposals.

25

Affordable 2 and 3 bed houses and bungalows are needed

None

Agree, policy HO2 seeks to promote smaller
affordable houses and also suitable for the elderly.

11

Developers should provide broadband

None

A NP policy cannot require broadband to be
provided to the whole village. The appropriate

21
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infrastructure can be provided on the new sites,
but the required works to the whole village is
beyond the scope of the NP.

22

Need for affordable housing, A1 and A2 should help

None

Noted

11.1

43

Observes there are older houses than Victorian

None

The main terraces of houses are Victorian

11.3

41

Update housing sale figure

None

Text and background evidence can be amended to
include updated figure

11.5

19

Affordable bungalows should be built and water recycling and None
renewable energy

Agree, policy HO2 seeks to promote smaller
affordable houses and also suitable for the elderly.
Detailed proposals for 'green' elements of the
development will come through the planning
application.

11.7

41

Minor change to para 11.7

Yes

Text can be amended

11

35% smaller units should be provided

None

No evidence to support percentage

11.9

41

Amendments to text and policies to reference AVDC Policy

None

The AVDC affordable housing requirement policy is
likely to change within the plan period

HO2

40

Wording of policy HO2 is too inflexible in regard to market
homes, one-bed units are not in demand outside London.
Lifetime home standards should be replaced with AVDC's
Affordable Housing SPD requirements

Yes

It is acknowledged that demand for 1 bed units is
low because of the way people live. The provision
of affordable houses is very important, but it is
accepted the policy is too restrictive.

41

Reference viability

None

There is no need to reference viability in the NP.
This is a matter for AVDC and the developer to
negotiate on.

8

Agree with Policy HO3, concern over construction traffic

None

Noted

HO3

22
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40

Martin Grant Homes has no objection to providing affordable None
homes for Wing people, provided the S106 is not delayed

Noted

41

Policy should comply with AVDC housing allocations policy and None
amend text.

It is part of resident's wishes that new affordable
housing is for local people who are in housing
need.

45

Support location of allocations in areas not at risk of fluvial
flooding

None

Noted

26

Roads need to be altered to cope with traffic from Allotment
site, suggest one way system

None

Detailed proposals for the site and alterations to
the roads will come through planning applications.

35

Shocked at 100 houses when AVDC's plan stated 50 houses,
Yes
this number was also proposed at the December consultation.
Developers have increased their numbers, there is no rush to
develop, the NP has 17 years.

The situation with AVDC changed in
December/January. More explanation will be put in
the text.The failure of the AVDC Plan has meant
that planning applications for 'windfall' or
previously unforeseen sites is likely to be approved.
Developers are rushing to get their applications in,
there is no way for the PC or AVDC to prevent the
rush in the current planning climate. The NP allows
a mechanism to negotiate with developers.

12.1

41

Change text to reflect position with AVDC's Plan and
Inspectors report

Yes

Agree

12.2

16

Impact on Dormer Avenue lessened as both sites have come
forward, traffic calming is critical

None

Agree with points made.

12.3

41

Minor change to 12.3

Yes

Agree

12
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12.10

28

Policy A1 and map should be amended to exclude woodland at Yes
north and west of the site as it will be protected Local Green
Space. Are there sufficient allotments?

Agree changes to policy and map. The areas of
woodland will be protected from future
development, there are sufficient allotments at
other sites which will also be designated as Local
Green Space to protect them.

A1

27

Development should instead be put on arable land near the
A418 or brownfield sites

None

The two sites were carefully considered against
many others. The land near the A418 was not
available for development. There are insufficient
brownfield sites to accommodate the number of
houses.

3

This site is best and should provide housing for local people

None

The policy on affordable housing will enable this for
local people in housing need

43

Layout of Dormer Avenue development should take account
of the Conservation area and Scheduled Ancient Monument,
policy should reference full archaeological investigation

Yes

Agree, more detail will be put in the NP about
issues raised by residents.

21

Concern over accesses and traffic along Stewkley Road and
developer proposals. Suggest site elsewhere

Yes

Detailed proposals including solutions for the site
and road network will come through a planning
application. More detail will be put in the NP about
issues raised by residents.

38

Detailed comments on species on Dormer Avenue site

Yes

The developers are aware of wildlife value and the
Parish Council are working with them to mitigate
the impact of development as far as possible. More
detail will be put in the NP about issues raised by
residents.

41

Additions and amendments to Policy A1

Yes

Agree

24
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27

Conservation Area adjacent to Dormer Avenue proposal,
sewerage issues, rainwater runoff will be affected and
construction traffic will cause gridlock. The site should be a
nature reserve, there is nowhere for displaced wildlife to go

17

Access and traffic from Moorlands proposal needs to be more Yes
detailed. Where can additional parking go near the shops.

Detailed proposals for the site will come through a
planning application including access and traffic
information. Parking for shops etc is an issue, so
Policy T3 seeks to encourage any opportunities that
come forward. More detail will be put in the NP
about issues raised by residents.

6

Moorlands site is too far from amenities for elderly/infirm.
Footpath and tree belt not appropriate.

Yes

Detailed design will be dealt with via a planning
application, acknowledge that site is further from
amenities than the allotment site. More detail will
be put in the NP about issues raised by residents.

24

Concern over traffic impact of Moorlands proposal and
overlooking existing properties

Yes

Detailed proposals for the site will come through a
planning application. More detail will be put in the
NP about issues raised by residents.

11

2 access points for vehicles for Moorlands/Meadow Way
should be provided

Yes

Detailed proposals for the site will come through a
planning application. More detail will be put in the
NP about issues raised by residents.

8

Cannot understand why wetland is to be developed

None

The field to the rear of Moorlands is to be
developed instead of the field at the back of

25

Yes

Detailed proposals for the site will come through a
planning application. The Parish Council is working
with developers to reduce impact on the
Conservation Area, mitigate for the impact on
wildlife as far as possible. No sewerage or run off
issues for Dormer Avenue have been raised with
the PC by the responsible bodies. More detail will
be put in the NP about issues raised by residents.
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Littleworth which is subject to surface water
flooding

10

Vehicle access from Meadow Way and Moorlands

Yes

Detailed proposals for the site will come through a
planning application. More detail will be put in the
NP about issues raised by residents.

10

Building at the top of the hill would destroy privacy

Yes

The first bullet point of Policy A2 is intended to deal
with this issue. Detailed proposals for the site will
come through a planning application. More detail
will be put in the NP about issues raised by
residents.

20

Concern about water run off, parking and traffic impact at
Moorlands

Yes

These issues have been raised with the developer.
Detailed proposals including solutions for the site
will come through a planning application. More
detail will be put in the NP about issues raised by
residents.

41

Additions and amendments to Policy A2

Yes

Agree

45

Support wording in A2 relating to surface water flooding

None

Noted

33

Are Golf/archery/pitches necessary?

None

The list of facilities will be prioritised over time.
Football pitches are needed for both the adult and
junior clubs.

35

More houses may not mean more s106 money, developers are None
reluctant.

New facilities are set out in the NP to ensure that
as much s106 money as possible is spent on village
requirements.

13.3

41

Minor change to update position of CIL

Yes

Agree

14

41

Suggests additions to monitoring and implementation chapter Yes

Agree

13

26
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Map

41

Minor change to map

Yes

Agree

147

41

Suggest additional policy regarding design to comply with
NPPF

No

Can add text references

Glossary

41

Amendments to glossary regarding CIL and S106

Yes

Agree

Site
41
Assessment 41
Report
41

Suggests clarification to Site Assessment Report

None

Agree change to Site Assessment Report

Suggests changes to Site Assessment Report

None

Agree changes to Site Assessment Report

Settlement Assessment Report should make reference to
Green Infrastructure and Trees

None

Settlement Assessment Report relates to the
historic character of the village, not Green
Infrastructure. New GI will be provided by the
proposed allocations.

SA/SEA

Suggests changes to SA/SEA

None

Agree changes to SA/SEA

41

27

15. Conclusion
The Neighbourhood Plan has been a standing item on the Parish Council agenda
since work began, and regular updates on progress have been given. The NPSG has
been putting updates as and when needed into the village newsletter ‘What’s on in
Wing’. The Parish Council website has also been used. In addition, many public
events have been held in the Parish over the whole NP preparation period and these
have always been manned by members of the NPSG with the opportunity for
parishioners to discuss any issues and have questions answered. The Neighbourhood
Plan has been constructed using the large amount of feedback from residents and
stakeholders. Many thanks go to all the people who have worked hard to ensure that
the Plan has been publicised to as many residents and stakeholders of the parish as
possible.
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