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Dear Ms Burden, 

Re: Oakley Neighbourhood Plan Examination 

We write with regard to your initial correspondence with Bedford Borough and Oakley Parish 

Councils (ref: 01/WB/ONP dated 20 August 2019) and subsequent Examiner’s Questions 

(02/WB/ONP) dated 27 August 2019 regarding the examination of the Oakley Neighbourhood Plan. 

Your initial correspondence outlines that the Examination of the emerging Plan may be conducted, 

at this stage, without the need for a Hearing. We are concerned that this will not give sufficient 

consideration to matters that are of substantial importance to the emerging Plan, albeit we note 

however, that you also reserve your position to allow for other matters to come to light, or, to enable 

participants to fairly put their case. Requests to be ‘heard’, have been submitted on behalf of our 

clients the Sharnbrook Academy Federation and Bedfordia Developments Ltd (on behalf of the 

Bedfordshire Charitable Trust), both of whom have a substantive interest in the emerging Plan from 

the perspective of development strategy and meeting a key community requirement/service. 

We are grateful that your most recent correspondence explicitly recognises the consultation now 

commenced on the wording of the proposed Main Modifications to the Bedford Local Plan 2030, 

amongst other observations on a number of other substantive aspects of the submission 

Neighbourhood Plan. This letter outlines our further considered thoughts and concerns and requests 

a review of the manner of the examination of the emerging Plan, which we believe requires a hearing 

to be held, particularly in the context of your most recent correspondence and events in the Local 

Plan 2030 Examination. 

The request to be heard on behalf of our clients is based on issues relevant to the context of the 

Modification MM6. As we have consistently demonstrated, the submission version Neighbourhood 

Plan does not seek to assess the relevant considerations now outlined in the proposed wording of 

the Main Modification. This, given the current position, includes assessing the capacity of local 

infrastructure to establish whether higher levels of growth would be appropriate in sustainable Rural 

Service Centres. 



We emphasise that the requirements of the Lincroft Academy site (which provides both primary and 

secondary education for Oakley and surrounding villages and in particular will be expected to 

accommodate increased pupil numbers as a result of housing growth) and the benefits of 

development to the village cannot be delivered through the policies and allocations set out in the 

submission Neighbourhood Plan as it is worded. It is evident that the development management 

policies proposed for the Land East of Station Road seek to frustrate achievement of the school’s 

aspirations, and also a remedy for the problems associated with the school operation and other wider 

concerns regarding transport. 

You will be aware that the Lincroft site is already operating close to its maximum potential, so far as 

pupil numbers are concerned and that this is also controlled by planning condition. Positive solutions 

are essential to ensure that the facilities do not continue to operate in breach of existing planning 

conditions controlling pupil numbers at the site and accommodate the increased pupil roll that will 

arise from development growth, and also address issues with the current operation of recreation 

provision and pupil safety. This is especially necessary to ensure Lincroft Academy fulfils its central 

role in providing secondary education facilities serving a wider catchment (including Bromham and 

Clapham) and supports delivery of growth identified in the emerging Local Plan 2030.   

We trust that from our submitted representations you are already aware that the Neighbourhood 

Plan’s proposals are specifically in direct conflict with supporting the future requirements for 

education infrastructure at Lincroft Academy as well as with the intention of the proposed Main 

Modification. We are grateful for the relevant questions in your most recent correspondence 

(including Q2; Q7; Q12; Q13; and Q15 in relation to the Linford Academy playing field). However, 

we would emphasise our view that a hearing is essential to allow our clients’ interests to be heard 

and properly understood.  

The content of Q2 in your most recent correspondence sets out a number of helpful suggestions to 

enable expansion of existing organisations. However, it is imperative that the submission 

Neighbourhood Plan does not unnecessarily inhibit Lincroft Academy from meeting its future 

requirements and supports planned sustainable development. So far as current impacts are 

concerned, along with this letter we enclose an extract from the Oakley Ward Focus Newsletter 

(Summer 2019) illustrating the existing need for ongoing parking enforcement associated with 

growing demand for parking at Lincroft and Oakley Academies, and this has been a substantive 

issue for the village, which the School’s and Bedfordia’s proposal can address. 

Whilst it appears the case that the draft Neighbourhood Plan is not to be tested against the policies 

in an emerging Local Plan, this notwithstanding the age and status of the extant development plan, 

or the imminence of the emerging Plan. However, the reasoning and evidence informing the local 

plan process is likely to be relevant to the consideration of the basic conditions against which a 

neighbourhood plan is tested.  

In our opinion it is preferable, wherever possible, to seek to ensure that the policies in a 

neighbourhood plan do not become out of date soon after adoption, for example if they conflict with 

policies in a local plan covering the neighbourhood area, after the making of the neighbourhood plan. 

We believe that this can be achieved by extending the timeframes for the Examination and 

reconsidering the need for a hearing, and looking at the direction of travel of strategic policies.  

We therefore seek clarification on whether it is considered realistic or appropriate that the 

Neighbourhood Plan Examination to be concluded (under an indicative timeframe of 4-6 weeks) prior 

to the close of the Main Modifications consultation or issue of the Inspectors’ Report.  










