Neighbourhood
Development Plan - REVIEW

Parish Engagement process - King Edward VIl Memorial Hall

Public Meeting — 7pm Friday 6" March
Public Drop-In session — 2pm Saturday 7™ March



Agenda

1. Whatis the Neighbourhood Plan and why Review?
2. Introduce the NDP Steering Group
3. Why we need Community Engagement in the Process

4. Discussion Topics
a) Site Allocation for new Housing
b) Extension of Local Green Space
c) Chalk Pit Redevelopment
d) Reinforce the Local Gap
e) Youth Activities and Facilities

5. Process and Timeline



Introducing the Team

Upper Clatford Parish Council TVBC - Neighbourhood Planning Team
* Charles Eyre * Sarah Hughes

* Richard Bennett * Tim Goodrich

* Rob Hawkins

* Richard Hydes TVBC - Housing Needs Survey Team

e Claire Jenkins
Parish Volunteers
* Holly Folkard Tapp TVBC - Community Support Officer
* Fiona Lewis * Michelle Penn

Upper Clatford Consultant
* David Nicholson -



Why we need Community Engagement in the
Process

* This is your vision for your village

* Inthe “Made” NDP, 59.5% of all households provided their views :
* 354 Anna Valley Residents
* 334 Upper Clatford Residents
* 11 Red Rice Residents

* You must have the opportunity to comment on the content and goals of
this revision process

* We need representation across:
* Allthree parts of the parish
* All age demographics
* Recent and long-established residents

* We must have evidence that the community has been informed of the
process and invited to contribute to the contents



UCPC decision to proceed

NDP Revision Timeline

UCPC NDP - Review and Update Plan 2026

Ver2-9/1/2026

Nov-25

Dec-25 Jan-26

Feb-26 | Mar-26 | Apr-26 | May-26 | Jun-26 Jul-26 Aug-26

Sep-26

Oct-26

Nov-26

Dec-26

Steering Group established and roles assigned

Prep and approval - ToR UCPC

Inform TVBC on NDP and HNS

Steering Group Review of NDP

|

1st Public Engagement - Meeting - Process and Parishioner involvement

HNS survey preparation

NDP Questionnaire preparation

Evidence gathering - NDP & HNS Surveys (28 days)

Preperation of Evidence Statements - HNS & NDP

Drafting and agreeing NDP changes

Consultant/TVBC - Review Draft NDP Update

UCPC - Approval of Draft NDP Update

2nd Public Engagement Meeting - Inform stakeholders on changes

REG 14 - UCPC Consultation (6 weeks)

TVBC Reg 16 Consultation (6 weeks)

Examiner Review (6 weeks)

Final Draft approvaland TVBC acceptance

Public Meetings

@ External/Consultant Review

A Milestones




Made NDP

Review

TVBC

NDP Revision Process

v

Text corrections

\ 4

Factual updates

TVBC

\ 4

Planned
developments with
policy changes

<

General
Process
Guidance
“No Change”
Paras Minor
v
Draft o Major
— Revised =
NDP
A
P Substantial
“Change” 1
Paras
M Policy
: Ch
TVBC review anges

X —

Questionnaire

HNS
Evidence

4

Evidence

Report

Public
Meetings

v

Reg 14 /16

\ 4

Examination

» Updated
NDP




Allocation — New Development



Process of allocating sites for development

Normal Process

* Create list of sites for
consideration
* Existing Sheelahs
e Call for additional sites for
consideration

* Suitability review of all sites
against set criteria

e Consult Parish on all sites

* Select site and prepare Site
Allocation Proposal

Current Process to meet
National Housing goals

* TVBC given target by Central
Government

* Suitability Review of all existing
Sheelah sites

e Recommendation under
Revised Housing Plan

* Parish Council support sought
for allocation



What site has TVBC proposed




UCPC Assessment of TVBC Allocation
Criteria




UCPC Recommendation

* Accept this allocation because:

* Best available option of land registered for development
* Protects the Local Gap (87% of residents regarded this as very important)
* Notin flood plain/water meadows

« Meets TVBC land allocation objectives
* Mitigates risk of speculative development
* Allows UCPC to piggyback TVBC land allocation selection criteria

* Possible outstanding issues
* QOutside the Settlement Boundary
* Sewage disposal and management
* Additional Red Rice Road traffic
* Roman Villa (??)
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Extension of Local Green Space



Chalk Pit Redevelopment



Youth Activities and Facilities



NDP Budget (26/27)

* Budget (£4,175)
* Consultant support
* Publicity
* Meetings

* Grants

 TVBC will print any material we need
* Possible TVBC Grant for NDP Reviews
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