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This is the second Parish Plan for Ridgmont and is the result of work undertaken by members of the Steering Group 
and other helpers since September 2008. 

The opening of the Ridgmont Bypass in July 2008 - after decades of campaigning by villagers and the Parish Council 
- has set a new context for this Plan as well as new opportunities and concerns for the village.  

The Plan is based on extensive consultation with villagers of all ages to establish their concerns and priorities for the 
next five years.  It is the contribution of residents, village groups and others that have shaped the proposals in this 
Plan which will provide a framework for future improvements to village life. The Plan will provide a sound basis for 
the village’s response to issues that affect us, including local and regional development, traffic and transport and 
social and environmental issues. 

The ‘Planning for Real’ Open Evening held in November 2008, the visit of the ‘Rave Bus’ in January and the 
Environmental Walk in February laid the foundations for the residents’ questionnaire sent out in March.  The results 
of the questionnaires are the main basis for the proposals and action plan you will find here. (Full details of all results 
of the consultation can be found in the ‘long’ report which is available from the Parish Council or by e-mailing 
ridgmontonline@yahoo.co.uk.) 

The Parish Council have welcomed and endorsed the plan and will use it to guide their work and priorities in the 
coming years. The Parish Plan Steering Group will now hand over to a Parish Action Group (of residents and Parish 
Councillors) who will support and monitor its implementation over the next five years. 

We would like to thank all those who have contributed in different ways, to the development of this Parish Plan. 
 
Chris Davies     Susan Hilton 
Chair Ridgmont Parish Council  Chair Steering Group  
 

      
 
A working copy of the Definitive Footpath map of our area will be available on the Central Bedfordshire Council website late 
in 2009. It shows, in good detail, field boundaries and other landscape features to enable the user to follow a right of way.  
 



 
Ridgmont - A little history and background 
 
Ridgmont is a mid-Bedfordshire village with a population of just under 400 people living in about 165 dwellings. The 
village is located to the west of Ampthill, near junction 13 of the M1 motorway. It is situated on the Greensands 
Ridge within the South Bedfordshire Green Belt. The main village is designated as a Conservation Area. 
 
Ridgmont is typical of villages in the area around the Duke of Bedford’s Woburn Estate with its large number of 
gabled red brick houses and its rich network of public footpaths crossing the surrounding countryside, including the 
Green Sand Ridge Walk and John Bunyan Trail. Woburn Abbey lies four km south of the village; Woburn Park lies 

partly within the Parish.                                                                                                     

Ridgmont has a fine Victorian church designed by Sir George Gilbert Scott and 
built by the then Duke of Bedford in 1854. The beautiful church spire dominates 
the landscape for miles around. The Old Vicarage, situated opposite the church, 
was the birthplace of the Countess of Strathmore, grandmother of Queen 
Elizabeth II. 

To the east of the village are the remains of the original eleventh century village 
church at Segenhoe, which, while now roofless and a ruin, is still a picturesque 
part of the village. The graveyard here is still in use. The old church has been 
scheduled as an ancient monument. Nearby is the eighteenth century Segenhoe 
Manor with its rich history. Over the last decade the manor house and gardens 
have been fully restored by its 
present owners.                             

Today there are many external 
pressures on the village and the surrounding area. Bedfordshire as a 
whole is a focus for regional growth in housing and jobs. The traffic 
on the MI and the A421 is increasing. The eastward expansion of 
Milton Keynes and proposed development in Marston Vale may 
have environmental and traffic implications for Ridgmont. Whilst 
the opening of the new by-pass has alleviated traffic within the 
village, the dualling of the A421 as a major east west route may 
increase the urbanisation of the area. Plans for a new a holiday 
village near Ridgmont is just one more of these pressures.  

The village is currently designated as a village ‘washed over by the green belt’ and as such, only limited new housing 
will be permitted. The balance between the preservation of the village’s existing rural character and village 
sustainability is therefore an important current issue for Ridgmont’s residents. 

Against this background some of Ridgmont’s key amenities are 
under threat. In the past ten years the Village hall, the Garage, the 
Post Office and one pub (the Red Lion) have already closed. The 
Church, the village school, the pub and the village shop are 
vulnerable.   

For more information about Ridgmont’s history, see ‘Ridgmont: 
An Edwardian Cameo’, published by Ampthill and District 
Society, 1991, ISBN 0 9517887 0 1. This book contains a unique 
collection of photographs of Ridgmont taken between 1899 and 
1912. Today the village retains much of the character and 
buildings captured in this book.  

Also, visit: 
www.bedfordshire.gov.uk/communityandliving/archivesandrecordoffice/   
www.neighbourhood.statistics.gov.uk/dissemination 
http://clutch.open.ac.uk/schools/ridgmont01 



Why have a Parish Plan?                                                                                                           
 
A Plan for Ridgmont, based on the views of residents, can help to 
make a difference to the future of the village. It sets out villagers’ 
priorities and concerns for the next five years. In particular, it will 
democratically inform the Parish Council and other bodies about 
residents’ wishes so that decisions can be made, based on reliable 
information. The Plan will assist them in the setting of budgets, 
choosing projects to support and responding to consultations by 
outside bodies such as Central Bedfordshire and National 
Government. It is known that grant applications for village 
improvements will have a far greater chance of success in winning 
funding when supported by a Parish Plan. Ridgmont’s Parish Plan 
is an Action Plan for the village. 

How this Plan was developed.  
A Steering Group of volunteers from within the village was set up in September 2008. Bedfordshire Rural 
Communities Charity gave this group help, support and advice at all stages. We looked at plans drawn up by other 
villages in Bedfordshire. Grants were obtained from Rural Action East’s ITV Community Planning Grant, Mid Beds 
District Council and Ridgmont Parish Council to cover expenses such as printing and room hire. A series of 
consultation exercises were held through the autumn and winter including leafleting the village, holding an Open 
Evening, a visit from the Bedfordshire ‘RAVE’ bus for young people, and an Environmental Walk around the village. 

These activities helped us to devise and pilot two questionnaires - one 
for young people and one for people over 16 years old - reflecting the 
concerns of villagers. Feed-back from the pilot exercise was then used 
to prepare the final version of the two questionnaires, which were sent 
to every household at the end of February 2009. Of the 164 distributed, 
107 completed questionnaires were returned. From the analysed results, 
proposals were drafted for the action plan. The Parish Council was 
asked to comment on these draft proposals and they were also 
presented, for comment, to a village open meeting.  The final report 
was presented to and adopted by the Parish Council in May 2009 and it 
will inform their priorities over the next five years. 

What Happens now? 
Copies of this Action Plan have been sent to all households in the village as well as to the Parish Council, to Central 
Bedfordshire Council and to other agencies. The implementation will be monitored by the successor to the Parish Plan 
Steering Group - the Parish Plan Action Group - who will make an annual progress report to the village. Whilst the 
Parish Council will play a key role in implementing the plan, other groups such as the Village Hall Management 
Committee will also be able to use it in support of their work. Some projects will be funded by the Parish Council, 
others will need funding from sources such as local authorities, grant giving bodies and local fund raising. Some 
projects will need little or no funding. 

     
 
 



 
Ridgmont’s previous Parish Plan - what has happened in the last five years? 
The previous Parish Plan for Ridgmont was published in December 2004. At that time, the village was blighted by 
heavy traffic passing through the village on the A507. A major focus of the 2004 Parish Plan was the traffic problems 
of the village and the need for action to deal with them. 
 

• After some 25 years of campaigning, the Ridgmont bypass was opened in the summer 2008. The benefits 
to the village were felt immediately. 

 
Some other achievements from the previous Plan include:  
 
• The introduction of a weight restriction through the village. 
• The regular maintenance of the Segenhoe Church burial ground. 
• The regular maintenance of the All Saints church grounds. 
• The provision of a footpath alongside the Eversholt Road to provide a circular walk to Segenhoe from the main 

village. 
• Some improved street lighting in some parts of the village. 
• Social events such as bar-b-q’s, a bypass celebration, the establishment of a village walking group, joint bazaars 

with the Church and School. 
• The establishment of a new Village Hall Committee and a village decision taken to close the ‘old’ village hall at 

Warren Farm. 
 
 
 
                                                        

 



 

 

The Proposals and Action Plan                                                                                          
 
Introduction and explanation of the data collected and used 
This Action Plan and the proposals in it reflect the issues of particular concern to our residents. These issues emerged 
from the consultation exercises which took place in Ridgmont between November 2008 and March 2009. In February 
2009, 164 questionnaires were sent to households and 107 (63%) completed questionnaires were returned. 
 
See below ‘Calculation of data from Adult Questionnaire’ for an explanation of how percentage was calculated. Full 
data is available in the Ridgmont Parish Plan - Full Report which is available from the Ridgmont Parish Council or 
by contacting Ridgmontonline@yahoo.co.uk. 

Calculation of data from the adult questionnaire 
Some questions sought responses from individual adults in the household, other questions sought the view of the 
whole household. 
Not all questions were answered by, or were relevant to, all the households. 
For all questions where there could be a household response, 107, the number of returned questionnaires, was taken 
to be the denominator for the expression of percentage responses. 
 
The greatest number of responses to a particular question by adults was 187 - 106 out of 107 questionnaires had 
entries for this question. The number of adults in the household that skipped this question is not known and is 
assumed to be one, giving a maximum response of 188. Therefore, for all question where there could be individual 
responses from household adults, 188 was taken to be the denominator for the expression of percentage responses. 

Respondents Profile  
Age: This question was answered in 106/107 questionnaires. 52% (97/188) respondents were 36-59 years old, 31% 
(59/188) were 60 years and 8% (15/188) were 17-21 years old.  
Employment: This question was answered in 106/107 questionnaires. 63% (118/188) respondents were in full or part 
time employment, 20% (37/188) were retired. 
Car Ownership: This question was answered in 105/107 questionnaires. 89% (95/107) respondent households have 
one or more cars/vans, 53% (57/107) had two or more.  
Use of public transport: This question was answered in 102/107 questionnaires. 84% (157/188) respondents do not 
use the public service buses and 86% (162/188) respondents do not use the train service from Ridgmont.  
Shopping habits: This question was answered in 106/107 questionnaires. For food items: 49% (52/107) go to Milton 
Keynes (including Kingston) and 33% (35/107) to Flitwick. For non-food items: 72% (77/107) go to Milton Keynes 
(including Kingston). For Post Office items: 39% (42/107) go to Woburn Sands, 23% (25/107) to Woburn. 

Acknowledgements 
We would like to thank all those who have contributed in different ways, to the development of this Parish Plan. In 
particular, we would like to acknowledge: 
 

• The contribution of Bedfordshire Rural Communities Charity, in particular Zoe Ashby for her continued 
advice, support and patience.  

• The funding provided by Rural Action East’s ITV Community Planning Grant and Mid Beds District 
Council. 

• Ridgmont Parish Council for their encouragement and financial contribution. 
• Members of the Parish Plan Steering Group who have worked so hard: Peggy Akerman, Sam Bell, Chris 

Davies, Peter Garratt, Sue Hilton, Heather Jowitt, Maureen Leach, John Muir, Peter Phillips and Deb 
Whiting. 

• Sue Gresham for editing the text and designing the final layout. 
 

And, most of all,  to the residents of Ridgmont who gave us their views at our open evenings, completed the 
pilot exercise and the final questionnaires and have made this plan a true reflection of the village’s concerns 
and priorities for the future.  
 
Abbreviations used in the Proposals and Action Plan 
RPC  -  Ridgmont Parish Council 
VHMC -  Ridgmont Village Hall Management Committee  
PPAG - Parish Plan Action Group 
CBC  - Central Bedfordshire Council 
P3  - Ridgmont P3 Group ( Bedfordshire supports‘People, Projects, Partnerships’(P3) groups. Their aim is to 

encourage parish based community groups to get into, enjoy, improve and understand their local 
countryside.   



The Proposals and Action Plan                                                                                                                                                

1.  Traffic and Transport                                                                                                                                                                                 
Traffic speeds, the nature of the traffic and parking problems are major concerns for villagers.                                                                                                             

(a) Speeding and Traffic Calming                                                                                                                      
Two relevant questions were asked, firstly about traffic calming and secondly on speeding. There were answers in 105/107 and 100/107 
questionnaires respectively. 71% said that traffic calming measures are needed and - 59% in High Street East, 54% in High Street West and 
42% in Eversholt Road said that traffic speed is a problem.  

Proposal 1   
That suitable traffic calming measures for Ridgmont are 
introduced as a matter of urgency (see full report for 
details of resident’s preferences). 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC - initiate, monitor and lobby for 
this 
Highways Authority - implementation 

Importance: 
 
High 

Significant 
progress by:
End 2009 

Completion 
by: 
End 2011 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Highways authority- additional 
grants to be investigated by RPC 

 
(b) Parking 
This question was answered in 96/107 questionnaires: 37% said that parking is a problem at the Church Street/High Street junction, 34% said that parking is a problem at the 
Eversholt Road/ High Street junction, 16% said that parking is a problem in Station Road.  It may be that parking is a problem to people living in or using particular parts of the 
village rather than to residents as a whole. 

Proposal 2   
That the street parking situation in Ridgmont is reviewed 
by the relevant authorities and in consultation with 
residents and an action plan to introduce parking 
restrictions in selected parts of the village is drawn up. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC - initiate, monitor and lobby for 
this 
Highways Authority - implementation

Importance: 
 
Medium  

Significant 
progress by: 
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
End 2011 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Highways authority- additional 
grants to be investigated by RPC 

 
2.  Village Environment                                                                                                                                                                          
Concerns about and suggestions for improving the village environment were important issues for a large number of residents. Whilst there was 
a wide range of concerns and suggestions expressed, the results suggest that there is a need to take a coherent approach to our environment, 
especially since, with the opening of the by-pass, Ridgmont is no longer a village dominated by a main road and heavy traffic.                                                 

(a) Overarching Proposal for Environmental Concerns 
Proposal 3   
That RPC seek the assistance of the Local authority and 
other environmental groups such as P3 to conduct an 
environmental assessment of the village, which draws on 
the results of this survey- so as to produce and 
implement a coherent action plan for environmental 
enhancement in Ridgmont, including traffic and other 
issues outlined below. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC - initiate and involve other 
relevant groups 

Importance: 
 
Medium 

Significant 
progress by:
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
End 2011 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
To be investigated 



 
 
(b) Environmental Improvements and Developments                                                                                                                     
(i) Hard Surface Parking near Segenhoe Churchyard 
This question was answered in 102/107 questionnaires. 67% believe that a hard standing area for 2-3 cars should be provided. 

Proposal 4   
That a suitable area for the provision of hard surfaced 
car parking for 2-3 cars is provided near the entrance to 
the Churchyard at Segenhoe. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC  

Importance: 
 
Medium  

Significant 
progress by: 
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
End 2011 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
RPC/Highways Authority 

 
(ii) Village Green and Tree Planting 
This question was answered in 98/107 questionnaires. 62% said they would like to see more tree planting especially at the village approaches and 57% said they would like to 
see the creation of a village green. 

Proposal 5   
That a range of environmental improvements within the 
village are instigated, in particular more tree planting, the 
provision of a village green, more public seating, planting 
to encourage wildlife, and a community 
garden/allotments.  

Responsibility for action/partners 
RPC - seeking the input of the PPAG, 
a P3 group and others, such as 
residents groups 

Importance: 
 
Medium 

Significant 
progress by:
End 2009 

Completion 
by: 
End 2014 

Funding or Financial 
Implications:  
Various (Grants/Highways 
funding/RPC) 

 
 
 
(iii) Footpaths and Bridleways                                                                                                                                                                                                               
Use of footpaths: this question was answered in 103/107 questionnaires. 34% said they used the footpaths around Ridgmont most days. 
Improvements to Footpaths: This question was answered in 82/107 questionnaires. 50% said they believed that the improvement of country 
footpaths would increase their use. 

Proposal 6   
That country footpaths and bridleways around Ridgmont 
are improved, including better maintenance and the 
introduction of more local circular walks. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC - seeking the input of CBC, the 
PPAG, a P3 group and others, such as 
residents groups 

Importance: 
 
Medium  

Significant 
progress by: 
2010 

Completion 
by:  
End 2012 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Various: RPC funding, Grants (to 
be investigated and secured by 
RPC), Highways Authority 

 
(iv) Renewable Energy 
This question was answered in 98/107 questionnaires. 53% said that they believed that the Parish and District Councils should be encouraged to pursue initiatives on renewable 
energy. 

Proposal 7   
That the village be made aware of and the RPC pursue 
initiatives on renewable energy. 
 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC - seeking the input of the PPAG, 
a P3 group and others, such as 
residents groups 

Importance: 
 
Medium/Low 

Significant 
progress by: 
2010 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Various (including grants and 
CBC and RPC funds) 

 



(v) Working Together to Improve the Environment 
This question was answered in 82/107 questionnaires. 40% -42% of respondents said that they would join in with organised sessions for at least one of tree planting, tidying up 
the Church sites and litter picking. 
 

Proposal 8   
That sessions are organised for residents to work together 
to tackle environmental improvements in Ridgmont, 
including tree planting and litter picking. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC seeking the input of the PPAG, a 
P3 group and others, such as residents 
groups 

Importance:
 
Medium  

Significant 
progress by:  
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Limited funds needed from 
various sources (eg grants and RC 
funds) 

 
(vi) Setting Up a Bedfordshire P3 Group 
This question was answered in 82/107 questionnaires.  40% - 42% of respondents said that they would join in with organised sessions for at least one each of tree planting, 
tidying up the Church sites and litter picking. 

Proposal 9   
That a P3 group of residents is set up to undertake 
environmental work for Ridgmont including securing 
grants for environmental improvements. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC to initiate with support from the 
PPAG and interested residents 

Importance: 
 
Medium/Low 

Significant 
progress by: 
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Limited funds needed from 
various sources (eg grants and 
RPC funds) 

 
(c) Measures to Address Existing Environmental Problems                                                                                                                                                           
(i) Pavements in Ridgmont 
The state of pavements in the village is a cause of concern for a substantial number of residents. Comments indicate that this is a 
particular problem along the High Street and on routes to school, where the width of the pavement causes problems to those with 
buggies and necessitates walking in single file. 

Issues relating to pavements were addressed in 71/107 questionnaires within the traffic and transport section and in 104/107 in 
questionnaires within the environment section. 43% considered narrow roadside pavements to be a problem. 36% considered roadside 
pavements with overgrowing bushes to be a problem. 33% considered broken road or roadside pavements to be a problem. 47% 
believe that their use of roadside pavements would be increased by cutting back overhanging trees/hedges/shrubs. 41% believe that 
their use of roadside pavements would be increased by wider roadside pavement suitable for pushchairs and persons with disabilities. 
36% believe that their use of roadside pavement would be increased by better maintenance. 

Proposal 10(a)   
That the Parish Council work with the Highways 
Authority to review the state of the pavements in 
Ridgmont taking into consideration their width, their 
condition and access for pushchairs and people with 
mobility difficulties. To draw up an action plan to 
improve the pavements throughout the village. 
Proposal 10(b)  
That residents are reminded that overhanging trees and 
bushes constitute a nuisance or hazard. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
(a)   RPC to instigate and the 
 Highways authority to implement 
 an action plan 
(b)  RPC to monitor. 

Importance: 
 
Medium  

Significant 
progress by: 
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
End 2011 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Various (Highways 
funding/Parish Council) 

 



(ii) Street Lighting 
Opinions are varied regarding street lighting but results indicate that there are some localised areas where street lighting is an issue. This question was answered in 102/107 
questionnaires. With regard to lamp post character, adequacy of lighting and light pollution, opposing views were relatively evenly balanced. 
 
 

Proposal 11   
That a comprehensive review is undertaken with residents 
to ascertain where there are issues about street lighting 
and a coherent plan drawn up to address the problems. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC   

Importance: 
 
Medium/Low 

Significant 
progress by: 
2010 

Completion 
by:  
2014 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Funds needed from various 
sources including RPC and grants 
from other sources 

 
(iii) Bus Stops and Shelters for school and public buses 
The question on  the condition and location of the  bus shelter, outside 38/40 High Street, was answered in 101/107 questionnaires. 59% said it should be renovated; 12% that it 
should be removed. The question on whether there should be bus shelters for all our bus stops, public and school, was answered in 105/107 questionnaires; 74% said that there 
should be bus shelters for public buses; 59% said there should be shelters for school buses. The responses indicated that the number and location of public and school bus stops 
was adequate. 

Proposal 12   
That the need for bus shelters is reviewed with the local 
authority as is the condition of the existing bus shelter 
and consequent improvements carried out.   

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC to initiate and monitor. 
CBC in partnership with the Service 
providers 

Importance: 
 
Medium  

Significant 
progress by: 
2010 

Completion 
by:  
2014 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
RPC, CBC 

 
(iv) Other Environmental Problems 
This question was answered in 76/107 questionnaires.  43% said dog fouling is a problem within the village. 36% said litter is a problem within the village. 27% said vermin is 
a problem within the village. 26% said traffic noise, including MI, is a problem within the village. 

Proposal 13(a)   
That the village contact the local authority’s 
environmental health department for help and advice with 
dealing with vermin and dog fouling.  
Proposal 13(b)   
That biannual litter picks are organised for residents to 
help tackle the litter problem themselves (see proposal 8) 
Proposal 13(c)   
That the Highways authority is lobbied about the problem 
of traffic noise from the M1. 

Responsibility for action/Partners:  
(a) RPC. 
(b)  RPC and the PPAG 
(c)  RPC 

Importance: 
 
Medium /Low 

Significant 
progress by: 
(a)  End 2009
(b)  End 2009 
(c)  2010 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
(a)  Limited 
(b) None 
(c)  Investigation needed 

 

3.  Housing                                                                                                                                                                                             
Census data indicates that Ridgmont has unusual house occupation patterns with about 50% of the housing stock being rental homes - 
much higher than the national average and probably due to the village’s historical relationship with the Bedford Estates. Views about new 
housing in Ridgmont were split quite evenly, with about half indicating that consideration should be given to some limited new housing 
and half saying that there should be no new housing because of either its impact on the village character or because of a likely increase in 
traffic.  When asked about future housing need there was little expected need from current residents’ families. Responses to the open 
question 12 demonstrated a strong desire to protect the existing rural character of the village.  



The question 'should consideration be given to new housing' was answered in 87/107 questionnaires. 59% said yes; 33% of respondents said infill only and 28% would like to 
see 10-24 additional dwellings over a 5 year period.  When asked if their families would need housing in Ridgmont in the next 5 years; 69-81% said no (depending on housing 
type); 42% said that if new housing is permitted it should be a balance of rented, ‘affordable’ sheltered and owner occupied; 60% considered that it should be for small family 
homes. In question 12 there was a substantial call for the rural character and size of the village to be protected. (See long report for details). 

Proposal 14   
That the RPC continues to support the local authority’s 
policy of limiting the extent of any new housing to ensure 
that the existing size and character of the village are 
protected. That Ridgmont’s current status of a ‘village 
washed over by the green belt’ is maintained by CBC. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC and CBC 

Importance: 
 
Ongoing  

Significant 
progress by: 
Ongoing  

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing  

Funding or financial 
implications:  

None 

 
4.  Village Sustainability - Social Facilities and a Village Hall for Ridgmont                                                                                                                    
The question of a village hall for Ridgmont has been a controversial issue within the village for many years. The ‘old’ hall at 
Warren Farm was closed in 2005 and the village has been without a hall since then. In June 2008, the village voted to close 
the old hall and a new VHMC was established to manage the hall charity and to consider options for a possible new 
hall/community centre. It should be noted in this context that both the social fabric of the village and facilities for young 
people are evidently important themes for the village and that the provision of a community facility should go some way to 
address this. 

(a) Future of a Village Hall  
The question on the use of the proceeds of sale was answered in 100/107 questionnaires; on the outdoor facilities at a 
community centre in 87/107 questionnaires, and on the location of a community centre in 86/107 questionnaires. 70% said 
that the proceeds of the sale should be used to fund a new community centre in the village; 52% said that the priority should 
be a playground for young children and 48% said that it should be located near an existing village facility and 26% that it 
should be within the existing built up area. 

Proposal 15   
That subject to the sale of the old hall and further research 
into the site choice, viability and the need for a new hall, 
the  matter of a village hall or community facility for 
Ridgmont is expedited with urgency. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
VHMC with support from RPC 

Importance: 
 
High    

Significant 
progress by: 
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
2013 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Proceeds of sale/grants from 
various sources to be sought by 
VHMC/RPC (financial support 
for VHMC)/fund raising events 

 
 (b) Social Facilities  
This question was answered in 57/107 questionnaires and 48% said that if a suitable venue were available in Ridgmont they would be interested in social or cultural or sporting 
activities. 

Proposal 16   
That the VHMC take into account the level and nature of 
demand from both adults and young people for social 
facilities and groups within the village when considering 
options for a possible new Community Centre. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
VHMC 

Importance: 
 
Medium /Low 

Significant 
progress by: 
Ongoing 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Local authority/grants/ Youth 
Service/fund raising events 

 



5.  Village Sustainability - the Church, Pub, Shop and School                                                                                                                                            
A high level of concern was expressed that the village’s facilities are vulnerable to closure and that Ridgmont continues to be served by a 
Church, a pub, a school and a shop. 
 
Church:  This question was answered in 106/107 questionnaires. 53% want the church to stay open for religious services and be used for compatible 
 activities. 44% supported the suggestion that a community centre on land near the church could help to sustain it. 
Pub: This question was answered by 104/107 questionnaires. 50% use the pub at least occasionally. 
Shop:  This question was answered by 103/107 questionnaires. 61% use the shop at least occasionally. 
School: This question was answered by 105/107 questionnaires. 91% believe that it is important for village sustainability that the primary school 

remains open. 

Proposal 17   
That the RPC works in partnership with the managers of 
all the village facilities to lobby for support, including 
making them aware of grants, policies and other local 
initiatives which might contribute to their continued 
presence in the village. 
 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC in partnership with CBC and the 
managers of each of the facilities, and 
other appropriate bodies such as the 
Church Commissioners, English 
Heritage and the VHMC. Ridgmont 
residents to make use of these 
facilities whenever possible to help 
their viability. 

Importance: 
 
Ongoing    

Significant 
progress by: 
Ongoing 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Grants and business incentives  

  

6.  Young People in Ridgmont                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Young People (aged 16 and under) were asked their views in a separate questionnaire about the village so that they could have a direct 
input into the Parish Action Plan. A total of 23 youth questionnaires were returned and approximately 35 young people contributed to 
them. Of these 11 said they attend lower school, 13 middle school and 10 upper school. A significant number take part in out of school 
activities - in particular sports - these activities take place in Woburn Sands, Aspley Guise, Bedford and Milton Keynes. Answers to the 
open questions indicated that there is a serious issue in Ridgmont about lack of things for young people to do in the village and also that 
access to facilities outside the village is a problem for some. However, most also said that they enjoy living in the peace of the 
countryside.  

Of the questionnaire returned, 13/35 said they would join a junior youth club if provided in Ridgmont and 10 a holiday club. Activities 
young people would like in Ridgmont include:  a bike track (63%), a sports field (57%), a kick around area (51%), basket ball hoops 
(49%), an adventure playground for under 10s (46%), a skate area (31%), a play area for over 10s (29%) and a youth shelter (26%). 

Proposal 18   
That the provision of facilities for young people is 
prioritised, in particular that the following should be 
investigated: a junior youth club, a bike track, an outdoor 
play/sports area, an adventure play area for the under 10s 
and basket ball hoops. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC - initiation and grant seeking 
Youth Service, Education and 
Children's services, VHMC 

Importance: 
 
High    

Significant 
progress by: 
End 2009 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Various: RPC, CBC and grants 
from various sources  

 
 



7.  Play facilities and the area in front of the school 
The provision and state of play facilities in Ridgmont were of concern to a substantial proportion of adult respondents as is the future 
use of the area in front of the school. This was an issue in the last village plan but the complexity of the issue, including the number of 
agencies involved, has meant that little progress has been made. It is likely that the long term future of this site is linked to decisions 
about the provision of outdoor facilities associated with a new village hall or community centre. 

(a)  The future use of the area in front of the school 
This question was answered in 89/107 questionnaires; 34% would like to see the future use of the area in front of the school to be used 
as a village green/pond and 32% as a quiet area with seating. 

Proposal 19   
That a long term plan and integrated project for the future 
of the area is drawn up with a view to building a village 
green/quiet area, with village pond and young children’s 
play area, to be presented to the community for discussion 
and consultation prior to implementation. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC, Ridgmont School, Bedford 
Estates and the VHMC together with 
a P3 group, and CBC 

Importance: 
 
Medium    

Significant 
progress by: 
2010 

Completion 
by:  
2014 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
CBC, RPC and other partners 
Grants to be sought by RPC 

 
 
 
(b) The young Children’s playground 
This question was answered by 97/107 questionnaires; 63% believe that the area should be improved. The question on what facilities should 
be provided in the playground was answered in 77/107 questionnaires; 64% wanted equipment for 5 to 9 year olds. 

Proposal 20(a)   
That the area and equipment be improved in the short 
term following consultation with potential users.  
Proposal 20(b)   
In the medium term the site is considered as outlined in 
7(a) above. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
(a )  RPC 
(b)  RPC, Ridgmont School and the 
 VHMC together with a P3 group 
 and CBC 

Importance: 
 
(a) High 
(b) High    

Significant 
progress by: 
(a) 2010 
(b) 2010 

Completion 
by:  
(a) 2010) 
(b) 2014 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
(a)  RPC funds and grants 
(b) RPC, Ridgmont School, CBC 
 and grants 

 
(c) The Hard Standing Area in front of the school (used as a kick about area in particular by older children) 
The area is regarded by many as unsightly and the school have expressed the concern that its appearance is detrimental to the school’s image.  
The question on whether the hard standing area should be improved was answered by 97/107 questionnaires; 52% said that the area should be improved.  
The question on what facilities should be provided in the hard standing area was answered by 79/107 questionnaires; 51% said a kick around area and 46% basketball hoops. 

Proposal 21(a)   
That the area, fencing  and equipment be improved in the 
short term  and  
Proposal 21(b)   
In the medium term the site is considered as outlined in 
7(a) above and another site is found for the older children 
to use for kick-about and other outdoor activities. 

Responsibility for Action/Partners:  
(a)  RPC 
(b)  RPC, Ridgmont School and the 
 VHMC, together with CBC 

 Importance:
 
(a) High 
(b) High    

Significant 
progress by: 
(a) 2009 
(b) 2010 

Completion 
by:  
(a) 2010 
(b) 2014 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
(a)  RPC 
(b)  RPC, Ridgmont School, CBC, 
 grants to be sought by RPC 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8.  Public Safety 
Levels of concern about public safety are mixed in Ridgmont.  It may be that fear of crime is higher than crime itself. The ‘no cold calling scheme’ is very popular.  
Of the 57/107 questionnaires which responded to the question about crime; 28% were concerned about antisocial behaviour, 24% were concerned about burglary and 9% had 
been subject to antisocial behaviour. Of the 104/107 questionnaire which responded to the question about the police; 28% rated the service as poor and 25% as acceptable.  
Of the 89/107 responding to the need for crime measures; 54% wanted a more regular police presence and 36% a neighbourhood watch scheme. Of 105/107 respondents to the 
question about the cold calling scheme; 94% wanted it to continue. 

Proposal 22   
That the police are asked to provide a more regular 
presence in the village and that the No Cold Calling 
scheme is continued and ‘refreshed’. That the level of 
demand for a neighbourhood watch scheme is 
investigated. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC 
Bedfordshire Police 

Importance:
Medium/High

Significant 
progress by: 
2009 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
None specific needed 

 
9.  Communication 
This question was answered in 103/107 questionnaires;  77% of respondents felt that information is best communicated to them by newsletter/leaflet; 21% by e-mail and 18% 
from a website. Newsletter; 60%, 42% and 50% feel that its content, frequency and format, respectively, are good. 
 

Proposal 23(a)   
That the Village newsletter continues to be published, 
that an editorial group of residents is formed to produce 
the newsletter and that its production is on a more 
regular basis. 
Proposal 23(b)   
That an official Village Website, owned by the Parish 
Council, is set up and regularly updated so that villagers 
can obtain information electronically. 

Responsibility for action/Partners: 
RPC to initiate and support both 

Importance: 
 
High    

Significant 
progress by: 
2009 

Completion 
by:  
Ongoing 

Funding or financial 
implications:  
Annual cost of newsletter about 
£1000.00 Funding from RPC 

 



 
10.  What do residents say they want?                                                                                                                                                                    
Finally, residents were given the opportunity in two ‘open’ questions to say in their own words what  
they would not want changed in Ridgmont and also what they want or want improved in Ridgmont.   

The largest numbers said that: 

• They do not want the rural character of the village changed or too many houses built here 
• They do not want to lose the pub, the school and the church. 

There were large numbers in favour of: 
• A range of things which improve the social fabric of the village 
• Having a community centre 
• Addressing the speeding traffic 
• Improvements to the play area 
• A wide range of ‘small’ or local environmental improvements. 

 
Last but not least - young people said that they need more facilities within the village. 
 

Proposal 24 That Ridgmont Parish Council and other groups active in the village respect and take account of these views, in all aspects of their work, 
as a matter of priority. 

 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
          

Full details of all the data on which this action plan and these proposals are based can be found in 
the Ridgmont Parish Plan Full Report, which is available from Ridgmont Parish Council or by 

emailing Ridgmontonline@yahoo.co.uk. 

Resident’s quote........ 
I would like a village centre with 
seating and an infant play area. 
A separate play area for older 
children. 

Young People’s quote........ 
....... there’s nothing to do!  Resident’s quote........

... remove the ugly high metal 
fencing in front of the school, do 
planting around the war 
memorial – put in benches and 
f t l t d t

Resident’s quote........ 
Clean up the village by sweeping the 
paths in the high street, especially 
between the church and the school, 
clean the street signs. 

Young People’s quote........
I like my family and house, being 
in the countryside, the church 
services and fete and feeling 
safe.... 

Resident’s quote........
A few affordable or starter homes 
would be more likely to help sustain the 
school, shop etc. More than that would 
encroach on our beautiful countryside 
and walks. 

Resident’s quote........ 
...don’t want to change the feeling 
of a village atmosphere. 
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