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1. Purpose of consultation 
The Eggington Community Governance Review was published on the council’s website on 
16th September 2021. The information also included the Terms of Reference which provided 
the detail of the remit of the review.   

 

2. The consultation process 
The consultation ran from 16th September 2021 to 10th November 2021.  Local residents 
were encouraged to comment by completing a short online survey. Paper response forms 
were also available on request.  

Two letters from Central Bedfordshire Council providing information about the review were 
delivered to all households in Eggington village and Clipstone Park.  

 

A virtual meeting was also held on 2nd November 2021 which set out the terms of the 
review and answered any questions from residents in the area about the review. 

 

It should be noted that Leighton-Linslade Town Council also posted letters to all households 
in Eggington village, Clipstone Park and Leighton-Linslade.
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3. Feedback on the proposals 
In total, 491 responses were received for this consultation.   

How they accessed the questionnaire: 

• 274 (56%) respondents accessed the questionnaire through the mobile version 

• 179 (36%) respondents accessed the questionnaire through a pc/laptop 

• 38 (8%) respondents accessed the questionnaire through the tablet version 

A letter response was also received from Eggington Parish Council.  Their response is 
summarised further down in the consultation report.  The full response can be seen in 
Appendix 1. 

To make sense of the feedback received, we have employed two types of analysis. We have 
looked at the headline quantitative measures, followed by coding of the free text comments 
to help understand the sentiment behind respondents’ agreement or disagreement with the 
order. The codes we generated identified frequently mentioned comments and concerns. 
The findings of the consultation are set out in the next section of this report. 

The analysis will be broken down into 4 geographical areas.  To do this, we have used their 
postcode, where provided, and details of street lived in.  

• Eggington village 

• Clipstone Park development 

• Leighton-Linslade 

• Other 

Please note, all quotes are shown as received, so may contain spelling mistakes. Also, the 
percentages shown in the charts may not total 100% due to rounding. 

 

Analysis 

 
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

A resident in Eggington (225)

A resident of Leighton-Linslade (236)

A resident elsewhere (16)

Town or Parish Council (3)

Local Business (-)

Voluntary or Community organisation (-)

Other (10)

46%

1%

2%

3%

48%

Are you responding as:
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Just under half of all responses came from Eggington (covering both Eggington village and 
Clipstone Park).  1 person did not respond to this question. 

The Town and Parish Council responses received are: 

• Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

• Chalgrave Parish Council 

 

Please note, the numbers in the charts above and below regarding the geographical split 
differ slightly because: 

• Some respondents only stated ‘Eggington’ at question 1 and did not provide enough 
information to allow us to determine whether they were in Clipstone Park or Eggington 
village and as such fall into the ‘other’ group in the chart below.   

• Leighton-Linslade Town Council responded as a ‘Town or Parish Council’ in question 1, 
but have been allocated as ‘Leighton-Linslade’ in the chart below 

 

The geographical breakdown of the responses is shown below. The numbers shown for 
following questions may differ due to some respondents choosing to not answer all 
questions: 

 

 

Eggington village has approximately 215 electors.  On the basis of this, the response rate for 
Eggington village is approximately 18%. 

Clipstone Park has approximately 696 electors.  On the basis of this, the response rate for 
Clipstone Park is 25%. 

 

 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Eggington village (38)

Clipstone Park (171)

Leighton-Linslade (237)

Other / no location (45)

8%

35%

48%

9%

Further breakdown of responses
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Respondents were most likely to have heard about the consultation through a letter 
received.   

Please note – not all respondents answered this question. 

A further breakdown of how respondents heard about the consultation can be seen below. 

 

 

Respondents identified as living in Eggington village were most likely to have heard about 
the Community Governance Review by letter.  It is important to note that only Eggington 
village and Clipstone Park residents received the CBC letter.    

Leighton-Linslade Town Council also posted letters to all households in Eggington village, 
Clipstone Park and Leighton-Linslade  

 

  

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Letter (291)

Social media (107)

Central Bedfordshire Council website (48)

Other (38)

10%

22%

8%

60%

How did you hear about the Community Governance Review consultation?

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Eggington village (35)

Clipstone Park (168)

Leighton-Linslade (236)

Other / no location (45)

89% 6%3% 3%

53% 40% 2% 5%

27% 40% 27% 7%

67% 9% 13% 11%

Letter

Social media

Central Bedfordshire Council website

Other

How did you hear about the Community Governance Review consultation?
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Preferred option 

Respondents were asked what their preferred option would be, for the future of the parish 
boundary for Eggington.  The options were: 

• Option 1: Eggington Parish boundary remains unchanged and continues to include the 
Stearn Land development and the section of the Clipstone Park development that 
currently falls within the Eggington boundary, Leedon and The Pastures. 

• Option 2: Leighton Linslade Parish boundary is extended to incorporate the Stearn Land 
development, the section of the Clipstone Park development that currently falls within 
the Eggington boundary, Leedon and The Pastures. The Eggington parish area would be 
reduced. 

• Option 3: A new parish is created*, comprising the Stearn Land development and the 
section of the Clipstone Park development that are currently part of the Eggington 
boundary, along with Leedon and The Pastures.  
* The process to create a new parish would follow on from the Community Governance 
Review and has a number of steps to it. 

 

 

47% of respondents wanted to see the Leighton Linslade Parish boundary extended  
(option 2), and 46% wanted to see the Eggington Parish remaining unchanged (option 1). 

There were also a handful of respondents that did not provide a preferred option but 
wanted only to provide comments. 

 

Eggington Parish Council’s written response identified that they feel the consultation is 
premature, as the Clipstone Park development is not yet complete.  They also highlighted 
that existing Eggington village residents are expressing concerns that if Clipstone Park 
remains as part of Eggington Parish, they may lose their voice/have their voice reduced at 
parish council level.  They also detailed that Clipstone Park residents have expressed a wish 
not to join Leighton-Linslade Town Council as they felt their voice would not be heard as 
well if they were part of a larger town council.  

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Option 1: Eggington Parish boundary remains unchanged (223)

Option 2: Leighton Linslade Parish boundary is extended (228)

Option 3: A new parish is created (33)

46%

47%

7%

The Community Governance Review consultation sets out three options for the future of the parish
boundary for Eggington. Please can you indicate which would be your preferred option.
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The chart below provides the breakdown in terms of preferred option and location. 

 

Respondents living in Eggington village were most likely to prefer that the Leighton Linslade 
Parish boundary should be extended to incorporate the Stearn Land development, the 
section of the Clipstone Park development that currently falls within the Eggington 
boundary, Leedon and The Pastures. The Eggington parish area would be reduced (58% of 
respondents). In total 75% of Eggington village residents chose options that would result in 
Clipstone Park being removed from Eggington parish. 

Respondents living in Clipstone Park were most likely to prefer that the Eggington Parish 
boundary remains unchanged (82% of respondents). 

Leighton-Linslade respondents were most likely to prefer that the Leighton Linslade Parish 
boundary should be extended (76% of respondents). 

 

Respondents were asked to provide comments about the reasons for their preferred 
options.  381 comments were received. 

Theme No. of comments 

New residents will use Leighton Linslade facilities / should pay tax 
to Leighton-Linslade for that 

133 

Leave boundary alone / status quo 49 

Clipstone Park is a natural extension of Leighton-Linslade 38 

More opportunity / be heard through a smaller parish 30 

Option 2 has the most benefits / best option / makes sense 25 

Leighton-Linslade is a better fit for Clipstone Park residents / would 
meet needs better 

23 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Eggington village (36)

Clipstone Park (171)

Leighton-Linslade (236)

Other / no location (43)

82% 11% 8%

70% 26% 5%

19% 76% 6%

25% 58% 17%

Option 1: Eggington Parish boundary remains unchanged 

Option 2: Leighton Linslade Parish boundary is extended

Option 3: A new parish is created

The Community Governance Review consultation sets out three options for
the future of the parish boundary for Eggington. Please can you indicate

which would be your preferred option.
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New parish would fit their needs / experiences 23 

Want to be part of a smaller community 22 

Option 1 has the most benefits / best option / makes sense 20 

Eggington council tax is cheaper 17 

Too much development / housing / not enough infrastructure 17 

To preserve Eggington as a small village 16 

Eggington village representation would be overtaken by the new 
estate representation if status quo 

15 

Eggington isn’t equipped to deal with lots of new residents / 
Leighton-Linslade is better equipped 

13 

No significant benefits of moving boundary 13 

Clipstone Park fits Eggington better / will have needs met better 12 

Increasing size/resource of Leighton-Linslade Town Council 12 

Should have been considered before planning permission was 
granted 

8 

Status quo but can re-visit this in future 7 

Choice should sit with Clipstone Park / Eggington residents 4 

Clipstone Park marketing says it's part of Leighton-Linslade 3 

Other 21 

Some examples of the comments received are: 

New residents will use Leighton Linslade facilities / should pay tax to Leighton-Linslade for 
that 

“The area is largely residential  housing logically part of Leighton Linslade and the 
residents deoendant on Leighton Buzzard for the majority of their amenities.” – 
Leighton-Linslade resident 

“Since the residents will undoubtedly be able to use the facilities of Leighton- Linslade 
they should be able to contribute. It makes sense to extend the boundary” – Leighton-
Linslade resident 

“The additional income coming to Leighton Linslade will help pay for the facilities used 
by the residents of Clipstone Park.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“The residents from the new developments presumable consider themselves part of 
Leightn Linslade and use the town's facilities.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 
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“We use all the Leighton Linslade services so it makes sense to pay for them.  
Eggington provides nothing to us.” – Clipstone Park resident 

“Many of the Leighton-Linslade facilities are used by the Eggingon residents and it 
would make sense to recognise that.” – Other response 

Leave boundary alone / status quo 

“No need to move the boundary” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“Don’t fix what isn’t broken, it’s always been considered eggington and should stay 
that way” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“If it’s not broke, don’t fix it!” – Clipstone Park resident 

“Happy with the Status Quo.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Clipstone Park is a natural extension of Leighton-Linslade 

“Clipstone Park by virtue of it's very large size and closeness to Leighton Buzzard 
should be incorporated into Leighton Linslade. The small village of Eggington is about 
a mile away and has no viable connection with the town-like estate of Clipstone Park. 
Clipstone Park actually joins Meadow Way and the Planets estates and so there is no 
visible separation of the two communities.” – Eggington village resident 

“Because the development area directly joins Leighton Linslade and shares the town's 
roads, shops and other facilities. There is absolutely no connection with Eggington 
village.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“It is a continuous extension of Leighton Linslade, leaving the boundary as it is or 
creating a new parish would result in immediate neighbours being in two different 
parishes.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

More opportunity / be heard through a smaller parish 

“It feels like we're 'dwarfing' the small village of Eggington, but if we join Leighton 
Linslade parish we risk losing our 'voice'. If we are a large enough community and can 
find the people to form a parish council, that feels like the best option.  If that's not 
viable, I have no strong opinion either way – both of the other options seem to have 
pros and cons and it's difficult to choose between them.” – Clipstone Park resident 

“I think being part of a smaller council will give the new housing development a voice 
to be able to adapt it as the residence wish. I think being part of a big council like 
Leighton Linslade will have a negative impact on the vision of the residence and we 
won’t have a voice or have our wishes looked into.” – Eggington village resident 

Option 2 has the most benefits / best option / makes sense 

“It seems to make the most sense given the new Clipston Park development it’s largely 
using the resources of Leighton Buzzard.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“Option 2 makes perfectly good sense and is a reasonable suggestion” – Leighton-
Linslade resident 
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Leighton-Linslade is a better fit for Clipstone Park residents / would meet needs better 

“Clipstone Park, where I live, has more in common with Leighton-Linslade than 
Eggington and should therefore be counted as part of that area.” – Clipstone Park 
resident 

“Clipstone Park is part of Leighton Buzzard and the residents there know they are part 
of Leighton Buzzard and not Egginton” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

New parish would fit their needs / experiences 

“As an area of mostly new builds, the area in question contains a community of people 
in similar living situations, similar experiences of the area, and in many cases similar 
times of their life. These are all quite different from the situations in eggington and LL” 
– Clipstone Park resident 

“Two reasons: a) Leighton-Linslade should not be allowed to complete a land grab; b) 
Eggington is an established, self-contained village and would struggle to 
accommodate the large and completely different community that is Clipstone Park 
(why is it not called Briggingon??) However, if the inhabitants of the new development 
are disinclined to form their own parish council, then they should remain within 
Eggington.” – Eggington village resident 

Want to be part of a smaller community 

“As a resident of clipstone park, I want to stay within Eggington parish council as I feel 
that they are smaller and more able to listen to our voice. The village is a lovely place 
with a lovely community and that is what we want to build clipstone into.” – Clipstone 
Park resident 

“I feel that we are better served by Eggington Parish Coucil with out needs for a 
smaller community better understood rather than having to compete with thenlarger 
LLTC populace. I feel we will see the benefits of our precepts more in Clipstone by 
staying with Eggington” – Clipstone Park resident 

Option 1 has the most benefits / best option / makes sense 

“My interest will be better represented by staying with Eggington.” – Clipstone Park 
resident 

Eggington council tax is cheaper 

“Because it is more affordable to live in the Eggington Parish and our property tax 
band is already very high. We are concerned that being incorporated in the LLP would 
mean an increase in our property tax band.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Too much development / housing / not enough infrastructure 

“Because the proposed development will put the greatest strain on Leighton-Linslade 
services. It is a complete nonsense to include an extension to the town of Leighton-
Linslade within the boundary of a tiny parish like Eggington.” – Leighton-Linslade 
resident 
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Eggington village representation would be overtaken by the new estate representation if 
status quo 

“Eggington village is a small rural community with farms in it. We have a small precept 
and our main concern is getting the verges mown. The new houses are attached to 
Leighton Buzzard which is a large town and they will have much more expensive and 
complex requirements. They should be separate councils. Whether the new houses are 
a part of Leighton Linslade (option2) or their own individual council (option 3) is not 
important to me.” – Eggington village resident 

To preserve Eggington as a small village 

“As a resident of Eggington I believe it important that the parish focuses on the 
requirements of the village only. If the boundary is unchanged then the focus of the 
parish council will no longer be solely on the village and its residents.” – Eggington 
Village respondent 

No significant benefits of moving boundary 

“I can’t see any significant benefits of moving us into LL but I can see some potential 
negatives.  I think we can have a positive impact on our estate by partnering with the 
EGG village residents.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Clipstone Park fits Eggington better / will have needs met better 

“I believe the needs of the area where I live will be better served by the Eggington 
Parish boundary remaining unchanged.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Eggington isn’t equipped to deal with lots of new residents / Leighton-Linslade is better 
equipped 

“It is pretty obvious that residents living in the new development will access multiple 
facilities and infrastructure in Leighton Linslade and need to be part of that parish in 
order that they feel part of a community. Eggington is a very small rural parish and is 
not equipped to deal with the influx of thousands of new residents. Do people seriously 
think folks on Clipstone Pk etc will say they live in Eggington , no they will say they live 
in Leighton Buzzard and will likely shop, work and play in Leighton Buzzard.” – Other 
respondent 

Increasing size/resource of Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

“I think Eggington haven't been given a chance to see how they would get on with 
managing the estate as part of their parish yet.  Some residents of the estate are now 
volunteering to be part of the parish council and it would be good to see how that 
works first.  There is no rush to make this decision yet, it feels like a money grabbing 
exercise from Leighton Linslade council to rush this through.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Should have been considered before planning permission was granted 

“It tidies things up and is a practical solution. But why wasn't this done at the planning 
stage?” – Leighton-Linslade resident 
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Status quo but can re-visit this in future 

“At this time with the development still growing, a change would be unwise. Should be 
reviewed once the entire development is complete. Prices of things are going up with 
bills etc, I don’t want to pay more.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Choice should sit with Clipstone Park / Eggington residents 

“This should be a decision for the residents within Egginton parish including the people 
now living in Clipstone Park. It’s not for residents of LeightonLinslade to determine or 
influence.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Clipstone Park marketing says it's part of Leighton-Linslade 

“The new development houses have Leighton Buzzard addresses, will be using 
Leighton-Linslade services, schools, parks and will be utilising Leighton Linslade 
resources and are openly being encouraged to integrate with the Leighton Buzzard 
Linslade community in the sales marketing by the developers.” – Leighton-Linslade 
resident 
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The guidance on undertaking community governance reviews requires consultation 
to be undertaken with the local government electors in the area under review and 
others which appears to the principal council to have an interest in the review.  The 
following analysis separately considers responses from the electors in the area 
under review and then other responses. 

Themes summary for Eggington and Clipstone Park 

• Option 1: Eggington Parish boundary remains unchanged and continues to include the 
Stearn Land development and the section of the Clipstone Park development that 
currently falls within the Eggington boundary, Leedon and The Pastures. 

• Option 2: Leighton Linslade Parish boundary is extended to incorporate the Stearn Land 
development, the section of the Clipstone Park development that currently falls within 
the Eggington boundary, Leedon and The Pastures. The Eggington parish area would be 
reduced. 

• Option 3: A new parish is created*, comprising the Stearn Land development and the 
section of the Clipstone Park development that are currently part of the Eggington 
boundary, along with Leedon and The Pastures.  
* The process to create a new parish would follow on from the Community Governance 
Review and has a number of steps to it. 

 

The breakdown of the comments received per option for Eggington village and Clipstone 
Park residents is shown below. 

Option Comments from  
Eggington village residents 

Comments from  
Clipstone Park residents 

Option 1 10 89 

Option 2 21 11 

Option 3 6 13 

No preferred option 1 0 

 

The comments have been split below to provide further understanding as to why they 
answered about their preferred option. 

Themes will only be shown where more than 1 comment is identified. Some comments 
relate to more than one theme, so the sum of the comments in each theme may be more 
than the total number of comments. 
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Eggington village resident’s themes No. of 
comments 
for 
Eggington 
village 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Clipstone Park resident’s 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
for 
Clipstone 
Park 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

Eggington village representation would 
be overtaken by the new estate 
representation if status quo 

13 1 10 2  Leave boundary alone / status 
quo 

34 34 0 0 

Would preserve Eggington as a small 
village 

13 4 7 1  More opportunity / be heard 
through a smaller parish 

24 19 0 5 

Eggington isn’t equipped to deal with 
lots of new residents / Leighton-
Linslade is better equipped 

6 0 5 1  Want to be part of a smaller 
community 

16 16 0 0 

Leighton-Linslade is a better fit for 
Clipstone Park residents / would meet 
needs 

5 0 5 0  Has the most benefits / best 
option / makes sense 

15 14 1 0 

Want to be part of a smaller community 5 1 4 0  New parish would fit their needs / 
experiences 

14 2 0 12 

Clipstone Park is a natural extension of 
Leighton-Linslade 

4 0 4 0  Eggington council tax is cheaper 13 13 0 0 

Choice should sit with Clipstone / 
Eggington residents 

2 0 1 1  Clipstone Park fits Eggington 
better / will have needs met 
better 

12 12 0 0 

Increasing size/resource of Leighton-
Linslade Town Council 

2 1 0 1  No significant benefits of moving 
boundary 

10 10 0 0 



 

14 

 

Eggington village resident’s themes No. of 
comments 
for 
Eggington 
village 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Clipstone Park resident’s 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
for 
Clipstone 
Park 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

Leave boundary alone / status quo 2 2 0 0  New residents will use Leighton-
Linslade facilities / should pay tax 
to Leighton-Linslade for that 

7 0 7 0 

New parish would fit their needs / 
experiences 

2 0 1 1  Status quo but can re-visit this in 
future 

5 5 0 0 

Other 1 0 0 1  Increasing size/resource of 
Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

4 4 0 0 

      Leighton-Linslade is a better fit for 
Clipstone Park residents / would 
meet needs 

4 0 4 0 

      Clipstone Park is a natural 
extension of Leighton-Linslade 

3 0 3 0 

      Eggington isn’t equipped to deal 
with lots of new residents / 
Leighton-Linslade is better 
equipped 

3 0 3 0 

      Other 7 3 1 3 
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Themes summary for Leighton-Linslade and Other respondents 

Although Leighton residents are not  local government electors in the area under review  they were also able to have their say in the Community Governance 
review. 

The breakdown of the comments received per option for Leighton-Linslade residents and other is shown below. 

Option Leighton-Linslade residents Other 

Option 1 34 12 

Option 2 158 10 

Option 3 13 2 

No preferred option 1 2 

 

Leighton-Linslade resident’s 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Other resident themes No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

New residents will use Leighton-
Linslade facilities / should pay tax to 
Leighton-Linslade for that 

120 2 118 0  New residents will use Leighton-
Linslade facilities / should pay tax 
to Leighton-Linslade for that 

5 0 5 0 

Clipstone Park is a natural extension 
of Leighton-Linslade 

28 0 28 0  Has the most benefits / best option 
/ makes sense 

4 3 1 0 

Has the most benefits / best option / 
makes sense 

25 2 22 1  Clipstone Park is a natural 
extension of Leighton-Linslade 

3 0 3 0 

Too much development / housing / 
not enough infrastructure 

15 6 6 3  Leave boundary alone / status quo 3 2 0 0 
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Leighton-Linslade resident’s 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Other resident themes No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

Leighton-Linslade is a better fit for 
Clipstone Park residents / would 
meet needs 

12 0 12 0  More opportunity / be heard 
through a smaller parish 

3 2 0 1 

Leave boundary alone / status quo 10 10 0 0  Leighton-Linslade is a better fit for 
Clipstone Park residents / would 
meet needs 

2 0 2 0 

Should have been considered before 
planning permission was granted 

7 2 3 1  No significant benefits of moving 
boundary 

2 2 0 0 

New parish would fit their needs / 
experiences 

6 0 0 6  To preserve Eggington as a small 
village 

2 1 1 0 

Increasing size/resource of Leighton-
Linslade Town Council 

4 4 0 0  Other 9 4 2 2 

Clipstone Park marketing says it's part 
of Leighton-Linslade 

3 0 3 0  

Eggington is cheaper 3 3 0 0  

Eggington isn’t equipped to deal with 
lots of new residents / Leighton-
Linslade is better equipped 

3 0 3 0  

More opportunity / be heard through 
a smaller parish 

2 1 0 1  
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Leighton-Linslade resident’s 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Other resident themes No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

Other 18 8 5 6  



 

18 

 

Final comments 

Respondents were then asked for any other comments about the Community Governance Review.  113 
comments were received in total and they are summarised below: 

Theme No. of comments 

Leighton-Linslade needs infrastructure / investment for the new homes / 
residents 

24 

Keep in the area in question in Eggington / status quo 15 

This should have been considered earlier 14 

Residents should pay if using Leighton-Linslade facilities 11 

Stop building houses 11 

Boundary should be moved so the area in question becomes part of Leighton-
Linslade 

10 

Comments about the letter created by Leighton-Linslade Town Council 6 

Like idea of a new parish for Clipstone Park residents 6 

Uncomfortable about how Leighton-Linslade Town Council conducted themselves 
during the consultation 

6 

Increasing size/resource of Leighton-Linslade Town Council 5 

This is the best/most sensible option 5 

Need more information about the options 4 

Need to improve facilities in Eggington 3 

Other 23 

Some examples of the comments received are: 

Leighton-Linslade needs infrastructure / investment for the new homes / residents 

“I would like to see the developers provide facilities like surgeries built not just as pieces of land set 
aside for someone else to build, it is no use putting up thousands of houses and taking the profit and 
then moving on as happened on other developments in town.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“Leighton-Linslade has been providing very significant resources for the residents of the new 
developments surrounding the eastern side of the town. It needs major improvements to its 
infrastructure and resources if it is to cope with this major increase in population.” – Leighton-
Linslade resident 

“Please stop building so many houses in Leighton and the surrounding areas. The infrastructure 
cannot cope and also the habitat of much wildlife has been destroyed.” – Eggington village resident 
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Keep in the area in question in Eggington / status quo 

“When we purchased the house we bought it as part of Eggington and I would not be happy to be 
forced to move to Leighton Buzzard.” – Clipstone Park resident 

“If we can't be Egginton, I belive we should be our own parish.” – Clipstone Park resident 

This should have been considered earlier 

“This should really have been thought out before the land was developed, not afterwards.” – 
Leighton-Linslade resident 

“It is silly to be asking this question after the estates have been built. Surely this could have been 
asked before the start of the construction.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Residents should pay if using Leighton-Linslade facilities 

“Residents of Clipstone Park development are already using Leighton Buzzard's (poor) facilities so 
should contribute to that Parish” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

“it is obvious clipstone residents use leighton linslade facilities and not eggington facilities and as 
such their funds and say should be going into leighton-linslade.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Stop building houses 

“Leighton Buzzard has too many new houses being built but no improved infrastructure, what used to 
be a lovely market town is rapidly  becoming a over populated surburban nightmare.” – Eggington 
village resident 

“Stop this mad expansion of our town with no increase in main roads or schools or doctors or 
electricity supply or water supply or sewage plant. We can't take any more houses, put them 
elsewhere in Bedfordshire.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Boundary should be moved so the area in question becomes part of Leighton-Linslade 

“Leighton Linslade Town Council are already well established and well equipped to take on extra 
responsibility” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Comments about the letter created by Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

“I’d like to voice my concern at the approach taken by LLTC in handling this matter. They’ve pushed 
for this review without any consultation of the residents and seemingly only with their own self 
interest as motives. The tone of their different publications to residents of LL, Clipstone and Eggington 
have been divisive, insulting to Clipstone residents and full of half truths. Instead of engaging with 
residents of Clipstone and having open dialogue on this matter they have just pushed their own 
agenda.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Like idea of a new parish for Clipstone Park residents 

“More power to the residents of Clipstone Park to ‘take back control’” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Uncomfortable about how Leighton-Linslade Town Council conducted themselves during the 
consultation 

“Personally I have been less than impressed by Leighton Linslade Town Council’s somewhat 
aggressive and detrimental approach to this review.  They have written to the residents, yet reworded 
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each letter stressing various points, I felt not giving all the necessary information in a fair way.” – 
Eggington village resident 

Increasing size/resource of Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

“I am pretty disappointed in the views of LL on this, which feels little more than a cash grab, and their 
complete presumption that we did not need informing about this. As it is the whole process has been 
badly managed with little residents being properly informed, something it seems LL council were 
banking on.” – Clipstone Park resident 

This is the best/most sensible option 

“Please make the sensible choice and don't add to the already crazy burden being faced by Leighton-
Linslade by huge amounts of new house building.” – Leighton-Linslade resident 

Need more information about the options 

“I would like to know more about what the other opinions are, including the existing Parishes.  Eg why 
this wasn't agreed before the houses were built in the first place.” – Clipstone Park resident 

Need to improve facilities in Eggington 

“If they don’t change be strict on schools and doctors and make eggington build some” – Leighton 
Linslade resident 

 
The breakdown by preferred option can be seen below: 
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Eggington village and Clipstone Park residents 

• 16 Eggington village respondents provided comments 

• 25 Clipstone Park respondents provided comments 

Eggington village residents’ 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Clipstone Park residents’ 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

Stop building houses 4 2 2 0  Keep in the area in question in 
Eggington / status quo 

9 7 0 2 

Leighton-Linslade needs 
infrastructure / investment 

3 1 2 0  Like idea of a new parish for 
Clipstone Park residents 

5 4 0 1 

Uncomfortable about how Leighton-
Linslade Town Council conducted 
themselves during the consultation 

3 0 1 2  Increasing size/resource of 
Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

4 4 0 0 

Keep in the area in question in 
Eggington / status quo 

2 1 1 0  Need more information about the 
options 

2 0 1 1 

Boundary should be moved so the 
area in question becomes part of 
Leighton-Linslade 

2 0 2 0  Comments about the letter created 
by Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

2 2 0 0 

Other 7 2 4 1  Uncomfortable about how 
Leighton-Linslade Town Council 
conducted themselves during the 
consultation 

2 2 0 0 
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      This should have been considered 
earlier 

2 1 0 1 

      Other 6 3 3 0 

 
 

Leighton-Linslade and other respondents 

• 65 Leighton-Linslade residents chose to provide comments * 

• 5 Other respondents chose to provide comments* 

*please note – not all respondents selected an option to be able to attribute their comment to. 

Leighton-Linslade residents’ 
themes 

No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

 Other respondents’ themes No. of 
comments 
overall 

Option 
1 

Option 
2 

Option 
3 

Leighton-Linslade needs 
infrastructure / investment 

21 3 18 0  Keep in the area in question in 
Eggington / status quo 

2 2 0 0 

This should have been considered 
earlier 

12 0 9 2  Other 4 1 1 1 

Residents should pay if using 
Leighton-Linslade facilities 

10 1 9 0  

Boundary should be moved so the 
area in question becomes part of 
Leighton-Linslade 

7 0 7 0  

Stop building houses 7 2 3 2  
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Comments about the letter created 
by Leighton-Linslade Town Council 

3 0 2 1  

This is the best/most sensible option 3 0 3 0  

Keep in the area in question in 
Eggington / status quo 

2 1 1 0  

Need more information 2 0 2 0  

Other 17 2 9 5  
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About the respondents 

 

 

 

 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Male (235)

Female (235)

Other (2)

Prefer not to say (7)

49%

1%

49%

0%

Are you:

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Under 16 yrs (2)

16-19 yrs (-)

20-29 yrs (69)

30-44 yrs (158)

45-59 yrs (109)

60- 64 yrs (36)

65-74 yrs (71)

75+ yrs  (31)

33%

8%

23%

7%

14%

15%

0%

What is your age?
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Of the ‘other’ responses, 20 provided details.  They are as follows: 

• Other white – 7 

• White European – 2 

• White – 2 

• White Caucasian – 1 

• European – 1 

• White Lithuanian - 1 

• White, Polish - 1 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Yes (22)

No (451)

5%

95%

Do you consider yourself disabled?

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

White British (403)

Black or Black British (7)

Asian or Asian British (15)

Mixed ethnicity (14)

Other ethnic group (29)

86%

6%

3%

3%

2%

To which of these groups do you consider you belong?
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• Irish - 1 

• South Asian - 1 

• Irish white - 1 

• Other - 1 

• Danish - 1 
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Postcode analysis 

A review of postcodes indicates that respondents were from across the Leighton-Linslade and Eggington 
area.   
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Mosaic analysis 

Mosaic analysis on the basis of postcodes provided indicates that the majority of responses were from 
'Affluent' households, reflecting the profile of Eggington parish residents in particular. Responses were also 
received from residents in 'Middle' and 'Deprived' households. 

Experian 
Mosaic 
band 

Number of 
responses 

% of 
responses 
(all) 

% of 
responses 
(matched) 

 % of all CBC 
households 

% of 
Eggington 
households 
only 

% of LL 
households 
only 

% of LL & 
Eggington 
households 

Affluent 231 47% 75%  46% 89% 46% 46% 

Middle 59 12% 19% 
 

38% 11% 32% 31% 

Deprived 19 4% 6%  15% 0% 22% 22% 

Total 
matched 
to Experian 
Mosaic 

309 63% 100%      

 

Conclusion 

Eggington village residents 

Fewer people from Eggington village than Clipstone Park took part in the consultation. Respondents living 
in Eggington village were most likely to prefer that the Leighton Linslade Parish boundary should be 
extended (58% of respondents).  Eggington residents were concerned that the continued inclusion of 
Clipstone Park residents in Eggington Parish would lessen the voice of the existing village by decision 
makers.  There were also concerns that Eggington Parish Council isn’t equipped to support a larger 
population, therefore it was felt that Leighton-Linslade Town Council would be more able to do so.  There 
were also comments about wanting to preserve the existing village.   

Clipstone Park residents 

Respondents living in Clipstone Park were most likely to prefer that the Eggington Parish boundary remains 
unchanged (83% of respondents).  Their comments were likely to reiterate the need to leave the boundary 
alone.  They felt that by remaining as part of Eggington Parish, they would have more opportunity to be 
heard by decision-makers, in comparison to if they joined Leighton-Linslade.  They felt that remaining in 
Eggington Parish made the most sense, and that there were no significant benefits to joining Leighton-
Linslade.  There were also some comments about the council tax in Eggington being cheaper than 
Leighton-Linslade.  Some respondents were open to the possibility of creating their own parish council, but 
they felt they needed more information – and that it was not the right time to make any changes. 

 

The consultation response received from Eggington Parish Council identified that they felt the consultation 
was premature, as the Clipstone Park development is not yet finished. 

 

 



 

29 

 

Leighton-Linslade residents 

Leighton-Linslade respondents were most likely to prefer that the Leighton Linslade Parish boundary 
should be extended (76% of respondents).  The main reason for this, is that they felt that those 
using/accessing the town’s facilities should pay towards them (through council tax).  A large number of 
respondents also felt that Clipstone Park is a natural extension of Leighton-Linslade as it joins up with other 
housing developments which are already part of Leighton-Linslade. 

 

Other respondents 

Other respondents were most likely to prefer that the Eggington Parish boundary remains unchanged (70% 
of respondents).  They felt that those accessing/using Leighton-Linslade’s facilities should pay towards 
them (through council tax) 

 

Overall comments 

Respondents identified issues with the infrastructure in and around Leighton-Linslade as a result of 
increased population due to house building.  Comments also reiterated the respondents preferred options, 
as well as questioning why this is being raised now – should it have been discussed at the planning stage?  
A number of comments were also received about the information provided by Leighton-Linslade Town 
Council and how they conducted themselves during the consultation period. 

 

Demographics 

The male/female split is broadly representative of the Central Bedfordshire population, as is the ethnicity 
split. 

Those with disabilities are under-represented compared to the wider Central Bedfordshire population. 

The split of ages shows that those aged 30-44 are over-represented – this may be due to the large number 
of new build properties in the Clipstone area which often attract young families 
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Appendix 1 

At Eggington Parish Council, we respect that the current consultation should be for all parishioners to 
respond based on their personal views. As such, we have been cautious to not specifically “lobby 
residents” based on the personal opinions of the Parish Council.  

It has been felt though that Leighton – Linslade Town Council (LLTC) have been so vocal and active in their 
views, many of which we think are not fully representative of the facts, that we have been left with no 
option but to inform all residents of our formal position as a point of balance. 

Through discussion at the most recent Parish meeting (3rd November 2021), our combined view, including 
the new councillors from the Clipstone development, was that the timing of this review/consultation is 
premature. 

• The new Clipstone development is not yet proportionately represented, i.e., approx. 600 residents 
providing a view for the future of more than 3000 residents. 

• The new Clipstone development is not yet completed; with less than half the development built, there 
are many S106 funded services still missing that in the future could change the views of residents. 

• The recent Ward changes are confusing the issue for residents who do not understand that ‘as is now’ 
is not necessarily how things need to remain in the future. 

 

In general, we feel this premature Community Governance Review is a direct result of a formal request 
from LLTC with no thought or concern to the broader situation regarding representation or immediate 
needs of all residents of Eggington, including the Clipstone development. 

This premature drive to force a boundary change has been further impacted by an LLTC targeted campaign 
of what we feel is factual misinformation, with apparent attempts through differing versions of leaflets to 
create discontent between the residents of the Clipstone development, existing residents of Leighton-
Linslade and current residents of the Eggington Village.  

It deliberately combines LLTC and CBC services to create further confusion and highlight non-
representative needs such as cemeteries and allotments. The various versions of the leaflets further state 
that only by moving the boundary would the new residents form part of their community and contribute 
financially to LLTC.  

As a Parish Council, we have always felt that it should be a decision of the residents, but that needs to be 
based on fact. While we can confirm that Eggington Parish Council deliberately has no defined stance on 
the outcome of the consultation, we do recognise that: 

• Existing Eggington Village residents are expressing concerns that if the boundary is not changed, they 
may lose their identity as a village and possibly their control over how their views and precept monies 
are used to benefit the village residents. 

• Residents of the new development are expressing a wish not to be part of LLTC due to wanting a 
greater voice in the current challenges and immediate services needed on the development that could 
become lost in an LLTC structure. They now have two councillors on the Parish Council to support this. 
Some are also positive to a lower precept needs of a new development, and some have voiced 
concerns over the divisive LLTC approach to the Governance Review. 
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Our formal view remains that Eggington Parish Council welcomes the voice of ALL the residents of 
Eggington Parish being listened to and restate our position that this review is poorly judged, timed and 
unduly influenced by the specific actions of LLTC. 
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Find us online: www.centralbedfordshire.gov.uk/consultations 

Email: consultations@centralbedfordshire.gov.uk 
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