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1.0  Introduction and approach 
 

 

1.0.1 Bredenbury Group Parish Council is preparing a Neighbourhood Development Plan for the 

Group Parish area.  As part of this process a Community Forum event was held on Saturday 

23rd June 2018 and this Report summarises the comments and main issues raised. 

 

1.0.2 The Community Forum was publicised through a leaflet to all households and notices across 

the Parish for several weeks in advance.  This leaflet also provided a summary of the 

responses to the resident survey – the first stage in the preparation of the Plan - which took 

place during April 2018.   

 

1.0.3 The Community Forum took the form of an Open Day in the Village Hall in Bredenbury, and 

ran from 10.00 in the morning to 3.30 in the afternoon.  The aim of the Community Forum 

was to raise further awareness of the Plan within the local community and to understand 

the main issues facing the Parish over the lifetime of the Plan to 2031.  This information will 

be used to inform a more detailed community survey to be issued to all households later in 

the Summer. 

 

1.0.4 57 people attended the Community Forum and the geographical distribution of attendees is 

shown on Map 1.  This shows that broadly all areas of the Parish were represented with a 

clear concentration of people living in Bredenbury village in reflection of it being by far the 

largest settlement in the area.  The views of the community were captured in two ways.  

Firstly, through a series of boards around the edge of the Parish HallVilage Hall 

corresponding to the key themes identified by the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group to 

date.  These key themes were: 

 

• The Vision for the area  

• Housing 

• Heritage and local character 

• The natural environment 

• Infrastructure 

• Getting around 

• Road safety 

• Employment, agriculture and business 

• Community facilities 

• Other issues 

 

1.0.5 The community were asked to note down the main issues that they thought the Plan should 

address under each of these themes on ‘post it’ notes and to stick these comments to the 

board. 

 

1.0.6 The second approach made use of two large maps in the centre of the village hall – one 

covering the whole Parish and the second a smaller scale inset map of Bredenbury village.  

The community were asked to attach a number of pre-written suggestions to locations in the 

area where they felt that a particular issue was relevant.  For example, in relation to 

enhanced community facilities or new housing development.  
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1.0.7 The remainder of this Report records the comments made on the day grouped by the key 

themes set out above.  The views recorded through the mapping exercise are also shown as 

a series of maps – again to correspond to the key themes. 
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2.0 Comments by Theme 

 

2.1 The Vision  

 

 

2.1.1 Views on the Vision for the area were captured by asking people to respond to the question 

‘In 2031, I would like Bredenbury, Wacton and Grendon Bishop to be…..’.  25 individual 

comments were made, ranging from specific issues to more general aspirations.  25 

individual comments were made and the key issues were: 

 

• The opportunity to create a centre and heart for Bredenbury village (7 comments). 

• New development should respect the character of the village and the surrounding 

countryside (5 comments). 

• Improved public transport and the need to address road safety (5 comments) 

• An inclusive community (4 comments) 

• Improved community facilities (4 comments) 

 

2.1.2 These general aspirations sought to build on the strong sense of community in the area, and 

 emphasised the need for the Plan to protect the most important assets of the area, while at 

 the same time promoting some growth to meet local needs.  The comments are set out 

 below: 

 

1. The opportunity to create a centre and heart for Bredenbury village: 

• ‘a village with a centre, a heart, attractive to all ages and activities.  A village green, a 

playground, children, families.’ 

• ‘a village with a real social centre – shop and post office as well as a pub’. 

• ‘make more of a village centre.’ 

• ‘village with a centre that is obvious school, pub, shop.’ 

• ‘I would like the village to have a centre and to look more like a village.’ 

• ‘a thriving community as a true village with a defined centre.’ 

• ‘a recognisable village that is obvious to the driver as they pass through it.’ 

 

2. New development should respect the character of the village and the surrounding 

countryside: 

• ‘for the village to be tightened by the new housing, not loosened.’ 

• ‘a country village with newly built housing to fit in with the countryside feel.  Not all 

red brick.’ 

• ‘to have kept the beautiful country views, and to have a village that is in keeping 

with its surroundings – not with lots of red brick developments.’ 

• ‘Keep the wonderful views of unspoilt countryside.’ 

• ‘as it is now.  With the benefit of young families in nice new houses.  A village shop 

and the continuation and improvement of a very good school.’ 
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3. Improved public transport and the need to address road safety: 

• ‘more community facilities and A44 slowed down.’ 

• ‘a thriving community connected to local towns by dependable public transport.’ 

• ‘A44 traffic /road sorted.’ 

•  ‘it would be nice to have a regular bus service but how do you get people to use it?’ 

• ‘Public transport to local towns.’ 

 

4. An inclusive community: 

• ‘Equality and diversity for everyone.’ 

• ‘a place for all ages and needs.’ 

• ‘An inclusive community of all ages.’ 

• ‘better community communications for all.’ 

 

5. Improved community facilities: 

• ‘to have a thriving and great school which has parking.  Village shop.’ 

• ‘more community functions.’ 

• ‘Village buys Barneby Arms if it comes up for sale’.  

• ‘Allotments foster community spirit’ 
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2.2  Housing 
 

 

2.2.1 The key issues raised in relation to housing were: 

 

• The Plan should provide for a mix of new housing to meet a range of needs (9 

comments) 

• Housing should be focussed around the school and village hall (6 comments) 

• Housing should be located in the centre of the village (5 comments) 

• New housing should be built away from the A44 (3 comments) 

• New development should be built on both sides of A44 (2 comments) 

• New development should be scattered / dispersed (2 comments) 

 

2.2.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. The Plan should provide for a mix of new housing to meet a range of needs 

• ‘a proportion of housing should be allocated to refugees and asylum seekers to 

increase village diversity.’ 

• ‘any new housing should include a mix of affordable and other homes.’ 

• ‘Include small homes for older people who do not want to leave the area.’ 

• ‘As long as affordable doesn’t mean council housing.’ 

• ‘25 new homes – mixed – affordable, self-build, variety of sizes.’ 

• ‘houses to be built to encourage young families.’ 

• ‘mixture of affordable and private freehold or leasehold.’ 

• ‘taking into account the low-level density of the village in future is important while 

also considering the mix of new housing and the inclusion of affordable housing.’ 

• ‘affordable housing should be included in the housing allocation (or a component of 

the 24).  Housing for young families is vital for our community to grow and for 

sustainability of services and especially the local school.’   

 

2. Housing should be focussed around the school and village hall  

• ‘housing site should be opposite the school and incorporate school / church parking.  

Further to this a safe crossing could be implemented adding to further traffic 

calming.’ 

• ‘more housing should be focussed on the west side of A44 opposite the school, 

church and hall.’ 

• ‘housing site should be opposite the village school and should incorporate church / 

school parking.’ 

• ‘new houses to be opposite the school.’ 

• ‘any new housing should be in the centre of the village around the church, village 

hall etc.’ 

• ‘houses should be right on the road and as central as possible.  That way we would 

get 30mph as well as giving it a more centric feel.  Putting them on service roads 

away from the A44 would only further the problem the village has with identity.’ 
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3. Housing should be located in the centre of the village 

• ‘new homes in centre of village.’ 

• ‘20-30 new homes – 20 in an identified centre area.  10 infilling the village 

boundary.’ 

• ‘keep housing central.’ 

• ‘keep housing central to encourage a heart of the village.’ 

• ‘new housing should be centred on the village not dispersed – would help with the 

introduction of traffic calming measures.’ 

 

4. New housing should be built away from the A44 

• ‘housing should be away from the busy A44 and new road junction on it.  Down 

lanes to Edwyn Ralph and Wacton look best.’ 

• ‘any new development must have adequate service roads away from A44 in the 

interests of road safety.’ 

• ‘any new homes set back from A44 with additional parking.’ 

 

5. New development should be built on both sides of A44 

• ‘new developments on both sides of the road to create more of a village feel – may 

help with road speeds.’ 

• ‘the housing should be on both sides of the A44.  We would stand a chance with a 

30mph limit.’ 

 

6. New development should be scattered / dispersed 

• I would suggest that the total housing needs to be scattered and not concentrated 

into a ghetto development.’ 

• ‘smaller developments rather than one or two large areas.’ 

 

7. Other 

• ‘bigger village would hopefully mean more facilities.’ 

 

 

2.2.3 The results of the mapping exercise are shown on Map 2.  50 comments were made, the vast 

 majority of which were focussed on Bredenbury village and identifying potential 

 development opportunities.  There are three clear clusters of comments making up 28 of the 

 50 suggestions and the locations are generally consistent with the ‘post it’ notes comments: 

 

• The site to the north of Brockington House on the western side of A44 (15 

suggestions).  A wide variety of housing types were suggested with almost half of 

the comments advocating affordable housing tenures. 

• The site to the south of Brockington House on the western side of A44 (8 

suggestions).  No suggestions for affordable housing types were made on this land 

with a clear preference for family housing, 

• Land to the north-east of Valley View (5 suggestions).  

 

2.2.4 Other smaller clusters of suggestions included the area around the Barneby Arms (4 

 comments), the field to the north of the village hall (3 comments) and to the east of Upper 

 Brockington (3 comments).  
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2.3 Heritage and local character 

 

 

2.3.1 The key issues raised in relation to heritage and local character were: 

 

• Better quality walking and horse riding routes (5 comments) 

• Development should be sympathetic with existing character (4 comments) 

• Preserve the beautiful landscape (2 comments) 

• Local character isn’t very apparent at the moment (2 comments) 

 

2.3.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. Better quality walking and horse riding routes 

• ‘more walking routes through village and car parking with village green community 

area.’ 

• ‘more walking routes please.’ 

• ‘please encourage farmers to keep footpaths clear and marked – it prevents 

trespassing.’ 

• ‘more walking, cycling routes, natural spaces.’ 

• ‘more horse riding routes.’ 

 

2. Development should be sympathetic with existing character 

• ‘would like to think development is sympathetic to what we already have – beautiful 

landscape.’ 

• ‘to keep new buildings in keeping with their surroundings and the history of the 

area.’ 

• ‘any new development should be considered and vernacular to the heritage of the 

area.’ 

• ‘employment and business opportunities for diversification and rural tourism in 

keeping with the landscape and rural character. 

 

3. Preserve the beautiful landscape 

• ‘preserve the beautiful landscape.’ 

• ‘beauty of landscape must be protected.’ 

 

4. Local character isn’t very apparent at the moment 

• ‘try to create a local character presently not very apparent. Preserve historic 

buildings.’ 

• ‘not very much local character at the moment.’ 

 

2.3.3 The results of the mapping exercise are shown on Map 3.  7 comments were made and are 

 concentrated into the centre of the area.  The most significant cluster of comments sought 

 to maintain the space around existing houses in the Grendon Firs development (3 

 comments).    
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2.4 The natural environment 
 

 

2.4.1 The key issues raised in relation to the natural environment were: 

 

• The area as a whole has a diversity of wildlife and habitats (6 comments) 

• Protect and enhance the pond next to the village hall (4 comments) 

 

2.4.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. The area as a whole has a diversity of wildlife and habitats 

• ‘we have toads, frogs, greater spotted woodpecker, newts, 20+ varieties of birds, 

mature native trees and hedgerows.’ 

• ‘coppices and wildlife of trees to areas break up any larger development identified.’ 

• ‘maintain green area in any development, utilise local ponds, watering etc.’ 

• ‘the protection of waterways and streams, hedges and native trees.  I believe is 

important for environmentally rich wildlife and our enjoyment of the countryside.’ 

• ‘wildlife should always be considered likewise with plants and natural features.’ 

• ‘at Great Wacton we have frogs, toads, smooth newts, hedgehogs, stoats, green 

woodpeckers, greater spotted woodpeckers, bats, the odd badger and a lot of birds.’ 

 

2.  Protect and enhance the pond next to the village hall 

• ‘develop the pond and village hall with access.’ 

• ‘maintain the pond by the old post office.’ 

• ‘protect the pond by the old post office.’ 

• ‘there are great crested newts, toads, frogs and an abundance of wildlife in and 

around the pond between the old post office and village hall.’ 

 

2.4.3 The results of the mapping exercise are shown on Map 4.  19 comments were made with the 

 most significant (10 comments) seeking to retain or enhance wildlife habitat on the field to 

 the north of the Village Hall which contains a pond and group of mature trees.  This is 

 consistent with the ‘post it’ note suggestions summarised above. 
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2.5 Infrastructure 

 

 

2.5.1 The key issues raised in relation to the natural and built environment were: 

 

• Improved telecommunications (9 comments) 

• Mains sewerage should be provided, especially to meet the needs of Valley View (7 

comments) 

• Water supply should be considered further (3 comments) 

• Renewable energy generation is important (3 comments) 

 

2.5.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. Improved telecommunications 

• ‘very poor broadband and signal for mobiles need to improve on service as I work 

from home.’ 

• ‘fibre broadband needs to be easier and cheaper means of connection.’ 

• ‘very poor broadband and signal for mobiles need to improve on service as I work 

from home.’ 

• ‘broadband is essential for the development of businesses.’ 

• ‘a mobile phone signal please.’ 

• ‘mobile phone signal.’ 

• ‘improve broadband speed.’ 

• ‘better broadband required.’ 

• ‘better mobile phone signal.’ 

 

2. Mains sewerage should be provided or improved 

• ‘mains sewerage required.  19 properties in Valley View link to one sewerage system 

and residents have to look after it.’ 

• ‘clearly problem with mains drainage that must be reduced to allow more homes.’ 

• ‘19 houses in Valley View are serviced by one self-managed facility at the end of the 

road.  The community is now elderly and becoming less capable of.  A new 

management council run option needs to be given thought.’ 

• ‘need for mains sewerage.’ 

• ‘improve sewerage.’ 

• ‘sewerage facilities need improvement.’ 

• ‘sewerage treatment plant needed as 2000 brought new requirement.  Transport 

one bus per week.’ 

• ‘Council took on Valley View road.  Why can’t they provide sewerage like others 

here – we pay our rates and get nothing in return.’ 

 

3. Water supply should be considered further 

• ‘improve water pressures.’ 

• ‘I am worried about the water supply we are the highest point on the system.’ 

• ‘water more reliable so new development containing system.’ 
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4. Renewable energy generation is important 

• ‘wind and solar power please to make village self-sufficient.’ 

• ‘energy from renewable sources is vitally important in my opinion not just for 

sustainability purposes but also as a means of building resilience against energy 

prices.’ 

• ‘solar farm, wind power should be strongly encouraged in new development sites. 

 

5. Other 

• ‘kerbstones and drainage enhancements along the A44.’ 

• ‘we should keep pace with what current trends demand.’ 

 

2.5.3 Only 6 comments were made through the mapping exercise.  Of these, the most popular 

 was for improved drainage (3 comments) reflecting the suggestions made in the ‘post it’ 

 notes.  The mapping comments are shown on Map 5. 
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2.6 Getting around 
 

 

2.6.1 The key issues raised in relation to getting around were: 

 

• Public transport (8 comments) 

• Improved footpaths and pavements (7 comments) 

• Improved cycle and horse riding routes (4 comments) 

 

2.6.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. Public Transport 

• ‘daily public transport.’ 

• ‘public transport is needed daily to Bromyard and Leominster.’ 

• ‘public transport would be welcome. A new bus service between Bromyard and 

Leominster.’ 

• ‘transport from Bredenbury to Bromyard important.’ 

• ‘we do have a good weekly bus service from Bromyard to Leominster and very 

helpful too.’ 

• ‘a bus stop in the village.’ 

• ‘public transport would be useful if there were enough passengers to make it viable.’ 

• ‘a bi-weekly bus service to Bromyard and Leominster.’ 

 

2. Improved footpaths and pavements 

• ‘improve paths linking different sections of the Parish Wacton-Bredenbury etc.’ 

• ‘need more public footpaths between here and Bromyard.’ 

• ‘better and well-maintained pavements.’ 

• ‘improved and advertised walking paths around the village.’ 

• better pavement along A44.’ 

• ‘we need to be able to walk safer down the A44 to get to the school and pub.’ 

• ‘safer pavement.’ 

 

3. Improved cycle and horse riding routes 

•  ‘safe route for riding horses. 

• ‘need cycle route to Bromyard.’ 

• ‘cycle lane through village would be fab.’ 

• ‘safer routes for horse riding.’ 

 

4. Other 

• ‘Pot-holes’. 

 

2.6.3 The results of the mapping exercise are shown on Map 6.   14 suggestions were made, the 

 most significant being for a path along the A44 in the centre of Bredenbury village – 

 consistent with the support for improved paths and pavements through the ‘post it’ note 

 suggestions. 
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2.7 Road safety 

 

 

2.7.1 The key issues raised in relation to road safety were: 

 

• The need for a new car park in the village (10 comments) 

• Better maintenance of existing footpaths (7 comments) 

• Widen pavements (7 comments) 

• Traffic calming (6 comments) 

• 30mph speed limit should be introduced (6 comments) 

• Street lighting should be introduced (3 comments) 

• The pavement edges should be painted yellow (2 comments) 

• New safe crossings should be provided (2 comments) 

  

2.7.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. The need for a new car park in the village 

• ’car park for church and village hall.’ 

• ‘car park for school.’ 

• ‘school collection and drop off needs serious consideration and should be part of 

any considered development the school’s role is vital to the ongoing strength of the 

village.’ 

• ‘car park required for school, church and village hall.’ 

• ‘use the front garden of the new rectory for car parking for church functions / 

services.’ 

• ‘car park for the church.’ 

• ‘car park for the school.’ 

• ‘any new village shop should be directly onto A44 with good parking and to serve 

the village hall as well.’ 

• ‘school traffic uses Valley View for parking twice a day making access difficult.  If 

additional housing is added then this should be in walking distance of the school and 

additional dedicated car parking is required.’ 

• ‘a development for school parents to park safely – Valley View is horrendous at 

times.’ 

 

2. Better maintenance of existing footpaths and pavements 

• ‘local residents cut back growth over footpaths.’ 

• ‘keep pavements clear of mud, twigs etc.’ 

• ‘keep overgrown trees and bushes maintained.’ 

• ‘walkways need to be clear of vegetation.’ 

• ‘clear vegetation on a regular basis on verges.’ 

• ‘pavements to be monitored regularly so it is passable and not overgrown with 

hedges / brambles.’ 

• ‘village exit towards Leominster – better verge management. Giving safer visuals 

opposite three pines.’ 
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3. Widen pavements 

• ‘wider pavement.’ 

• ‘improvement of pavements is very much needed in Bredenbury.’ 

• ‘wider pavements.’ 

• ‘wider pavements.’ 

• ‘safer roadside walkways.’ 

• ‘road safety footpaths on A44.’ 

• ‘a wider pavement for Bredenbury along the A44 would help.’ 

 

4. Traffic calming 

• ‘traffic calming.’ 

• ‘road calming measures on A44 through village.’ 

• ‘gates a definite and form of road calming essential for the future.’ 

• ‘the A44 is very dangerous and many vehicles ignore the 40mph speed limit.  Do we 

need a chicane, speed bumps or a pedestrian crossing.’ 

• ‘calming measures.’ 

• ‘better traffic management.’ 

 

5. 30mph speed limit should be introduced 

• ‘30mph speed limit.’ 

• ‘lower speed limit.’ 

• ‘definitely need a 30mph speed limit.’ 

• ‘30 mph speed limit.’ 

• ‘speed limit reduce.’ 

• ‘ask highways to lower speed limit as traffic can be intimidating when walking.’ 

 

6. Street lighting should be introduced 

• ‘street lights.’ 

• ‘improve street lighting on the A44.’ 

• ‘street lighting Valley View.’ 

 

7. The pavement edges should be painted yellow 

• ‘paint the pavement edges yellow.’ 

• ‘paint pavement edge through village yellow.’ 

 

8. New safe crossings should be provided 

• ‘a pelican crossing for the A44 if houses built on the other side of the road.’ 

• ‘safer crossing.’ 

 

9. Other comments 

• ‘speedsters need to be stopped. Perhaps speed cameras are the only answer.’ 

• ‘by-pass.’ 

• ‘improve pot-holes.’ 

• ‘re-open path through the wedding venue so people from Bredenbury properties 

can safely walk to school or create new safe footpaths along west side of A44 with a 

road crossing.’ 
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2.7.3 The results of the mapping exercise are shown on Map 7.  23 comments were made, the 

 majority of which were concerned with the need for additional parking (16 comments) and 

 with specific reference to school parking (7 comments).  The most significant clusters of 

 suggestions were around the school itself (7 comments), and the Village Hall (6 comments).   
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2.8 Employment, agriculture and business 

 

 

2.8.1 The key issues raised in relation to employment, agriculture and business suggested that  

 additional units should be provided for a range of employment activity including leisure and 

 tourism and light industry.    The individual comments made in relation to these key 

 messages are set out below: 

 

• ‘Leisure and tourism facilities / development for rural tourism and quiet enjoyment 

of the countryside are a vital component of the local economy (apart from farming), 

so conversion of barns or existing buildings in the countryside may be crucial for the 

development of this type of rural tourism opportunities.’ 

• ‘Work units on perhaps farms.’ 

• ‘Re-use of farm buildings for light industrial / tech industry.  Are grants available for 

this?’ 

• ‘Need light industrial units.  Could make use of redundant farm buildings.’ 

• ‘Light industrial units could provide employment. 

• ’Morris Corfield site as industrial units’. 

 

2.8.2 The results of the mapping exercise are shown on Map 5.  Only 5 comments were made, of 

 which 4 suggested locations for new business units in and around Bredenbury village.  
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2.9 Community facilities 

 

 

2.9.1 The key issues raised in relation to community facilities were: 

 

• The need to improve the village hall (7 comments). 

• A green-space in the centre of the village (6 comments) 

• A village shop (6 comments) 

• Improve community use of the village school (2 comments) 

• A car park next to the village hall (2 comments) 

• Improvements to the pub (2 comments) 

 

2.9.2 The individual comments made in relation to these key messages are set out below: 

 

1. The need to improve the village hall 

• ‘village hall looks like dilapidated building.  Updating would encourage for use and 

money.’ 

• ‘village hall needs updating.’ 

• ‘village hall could be updated especially the toilet.’ 

• ‘refurbishment of village hall especially toilet and kitchen.’ 

• ‘improve the toilet facilities at the village hall.’ 

• ‘village hall to be used more along with field next to it for village events.’ 

• ‘the village hall needs demolishing and replacing with an attractive safe facility 

similar to that in Stoke Lacy.’ 

 

2. A green-space in the centre of the village 

• ‘village green next to the hall is important to keep.’ 

• ‘community open space – playground, simple area with seating and view.’ 

• ‘a village green next to the village hall.’ 

• ‘a village green in centre of village needed adjacent to village hall.’ 

• ‘some amenity space about the school would be good.’ 

• ‘use some of the community infrastructure levy for a green car park and play area by 

the village hall.’ 

• ‘permanent green space in the centre of the village.’ 

 

3. A village shop 

• ‘village shop would be nice.’ 

• ‘village shop.’ 

• ‘could a volunteer run shop and post office be set up at the pub.’ 

• ‘realistically a shop and post office can only succeed if staffed by volunteers – but it 

can work (e.g. Burley Gate).   It must be on the A44 and must have good parking.’ 

• ‘staffing shops with volunteers is not sustainable in the long term.’ 

• ‘village shop in the centre of the village would be great.’ 
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4. Improve community use of the village school 

• ‘the village school is the centre of the village.  it would be good if their playground 

was open to the public outside school hours.’ 

• ‘could a child care facility be set up at the village school.’ 

 

5. A car park next to the village hall 

• ‘use some of the community infrastructure levy for a green car park and play area by 

the village hall.’ 

• ‘next to the village hall so that parking can serve the hall too.’ 

 

6. Improvements to the pub 

• ‘pub to be refurbished and painted.’ 

• ‘improvements to the pub which could create a new village store.’ 

 

7. Other comments 

• ‘no development on the school playing field.’ 

 

2.9.3 Map 8 shows that a significant number of comments were made to this theme – 51 in total.  

The most significant were to protect the village pub (9 comments), to keep the school (8 

comments), new retail facilities (8 comments) and to protect the school playing fields and 

amenity space to the north of the village hall (both 6 suggestions). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Bredenbury, Wacton and Grendon Bishop Neighbourhood Plan July 2018 
Community Forum Report 

 

20 | P a g e  
 

2.10 Other issues 
 

 

2.10.1 A number of other issues and comments were raised with four comments raising issues over 

 community engagement in the preparation of the Plan.  These issues are listed below: 

 

• ‘How could you include the younger members of the community?’ 

• Village in bloom participation would strengthen community spirit. 

• Bredenbury needs its own website to inform and allow people to communicate. 

• To have a community website. 

 

• Bredenbury is a village but the Parish is also comprised by scattered settlements 

(Wacton, Grendon).  I hope the distribution is taken into account in the planning 

process as a set of principles for the whole social, economic and environmental 

development of the Parish and not a prescriptive line drawn on a map. 

 

• The pollution from the road traffic 

 

• Personal contact between people is difficult in this ‘village’ whilst we have footpaths 

that go nowhere and unfit in the winter months. 

 

2.10.2 The mapping exercise included a number of hand-written suggestions – the most significant 

 of which related to potential locations for the settlement boundary around Bredenbury 

 village.  18 comments were made and this information will be used to inform the next stages 

 of the Plan.  
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3.0 Summary 
 

 

3.0.1 A total of 390 comments were made at the Community Forum of which 197 were made by 

 the ‘post it’ notes and 193 through the mapping exercise.   

 

 
 

3.0.2 The Chart above shows that in overall terms, the most significant groups of issues are 

 Housing (77 comments), Community facilities (76 comments) and Road Safety (66 

 comments).  These three themes made up 56% of all comments, and 65% of comments 

 when the ‘Vision’ and ‘other’ comments are excluded. 

 

3.0.3 In this context, the most frequently expressed issues for the Plan to address are: 

• The need to provide for a mix of housing to meet a variety of needs. 

• New housing should be focussed into the centre of the village including around the 

school and village hall. 

•  The field to the north of the Village Hall should be protected from development 

and recognised as an important habitat feature. 

• Telecommunications and sewerage facilities should be improved. 

• The Plan should facilitate additional car parking provision in Bredenbury village. 

• The village pub and primary school are recognised as key community assets and the 

Plan should seek to protect them. 
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