Question/Comment

Answer

Action

Possible rethink of building on the
Slipe, maybe put a row of houses in
the arable field alongside.

All options are being considered. Potential sites will be presented at a public
meeting as part of the consultation process.

Steering Group to consider this as
an option and present report to
public meeting.

The aim of the neighbourhood plan
‘first round’ seemed predicated on
keeping growth to a minimum, why
is this?

Keeping it small inhibits creative
plans for real improvement. We
have to be more creative in our
approach.

The questionnaire asked residents how many homes should be built in the Parish
during the 15 year period of the plan. 54% agreed or strongly agreed with the
statement ‘no more than 35 in total’, 40% agreed or strongly agreed with the
statement ‘between 35 and 50°, 17% agreed or strongly agreed with the statement
‘between 51 and 100’ and 14% felt that there should be no limit and that each
application should be viewed on its merits. Milton Keynes Council have supported
the figure of 35 houses and this is considered to be sustainable growth of the
village over the 15year period. Residents stated in the questionnaire that they
wanted to retain the sense of community and that they valued living in a rural
environment.

Where can | get a full copy of the
plan?

All the documents relating to the plan are available on the Parish Council Website
www.northcrawley-pc.gov.uk

Where is the Green Belt in the
village? Does this give any
protection?

Green Belt designation does not apply to small villages, such as North Crawley, it is
designed to prevent urban sprawl around large cities. However, North Crawley
does have a settlement boundary (a map showing the position of this can be found
in the draft Neighbourhood Plan on the Parish Council website), any land outside
the settlement boundary is considered to be open countryside. Plan:MK has some
protection for open countryside in that it states in the policies that “planning
permission within the open countryside will only be granted for development
which is essential for agriculture, forestry, countryside recreation, highway
infrastructure or other development, which is wholly appropriate to a rural area
and cannot be located within a settlement." So, there is some protection but only
if Milton Keynes Council can demonstrate that it has a 5 year land supply for
housing. If that land supply falls below 5 years (and currently a planning inspector
has said that it has 4.4 years of land supply), then developers can apply to build on
open countryside, outside a settlement boundary and there would be little, if any
protection from Milton Keynes’ Plan. With a neighbourhood plan in place then the
rules about land supply change and Milton Keynes Council would only have to
demonstrate a 3 year land supply for the protection for open countryside to apply.
That is why the steering group is working to ensure that the village has a
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neighbourhood plan that the majority of residents are able to support, as soon as
possible.

We need complete transparency
throughout. | voted yes for the plan
but | know people who voted no
because they were panicked by what
they saw as last minute, underhand
changes that no one had been
informed of. It was a great shame.

The steering group has outlined a comprehensive communication strategy that will
ensure that everyone in the village receives some form of communication at least
once a month. Members of the steering group would also encourage all residents
to take opportunities to talk with friends and neighbours about the neighbourhood
plan to ensure that it is in everyone’s minds over the coming months.

Communication strategy outlined
in the November 2019 Update
leaflet

Consider building on the MUGA?
Least people affected by
overlooking, access available via
Kilpin Green and Pound Lane.
Relocate the MUGA.

The recreation ground is a protected green space and as such it is not a designated
space for development. A number of people would be affected by the loss of the
recreation space.

Investigate whether this is a
feasible option.

Thank you for your time, effort and
dedication

Much appreciated and you’re welcome.

Thank you for all your hard work on
our behalf.

Much appreciated and you’re welcome

New pockets of available land/site
options to be shared at the next
monthly meeting or as soon as
possible thereafter. Thank you for
your hard work.

As soon as the steering group has completed the process of re-evaluating sites,
including considering the different options and speaking with landowners to
ascertain whether there are new sites available, the results will be fed back to all
village residents.

Prepare a presentation as soon as
possible to ensure that all sites and
development options are available
for public scrutiny.

The steering group has a distinct
gender imbalance with 9 men and
one woman.

This has been noted. One member of the group has had to withdraw, there is thus
a vacancy if any women from the village would like to join the steering group.

Women of the village to contact
James Sandall on
northcrawleynp@gmail.com

| note from the leaflet recently
distributed that a committee has
been formed and a chair appointed.
Who appointed this committee?
What are their interests/qualification
to drive this process?

You are no doubt aware that one of

It was important to the Parish Council to begin the process of reviewing the
neighbourhood plan very quickly and so a message was put out on Facebook 9
days prior to the date of the first meeting. There are 650 members of the Facebook
community group and so it reaches a significant number of households.

It was not intended to be a cosy meeting in the back room of a pub. The landlord
of the Cock Inn kindly allowed the meeting to take place at no cost and so provided
a free venue for the meeting. Not everyone who attended wanted to be part of a
steering group and some have volunteered their time and/or skills in other ways.

Interested residents to contact
James Sandall on
northcrawleynp@gmail.com
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the criticisms of the previous process
was that there was a lack of
openness and that parts of the plan
appeared to be moulded to suit a
hidden predetermined agenda rather
than a response to the results of an
open process and input from
residents and other parties. Given
this, | was surprised to see that a
new committee had been formed
apparently following a cosy meeting
in the back room of a pub that was
only notified on Facebook a few days
before. Clearly, this was not an open
invitation for all, as most of the
village, including myself were not
aware of it. This does not bode well
for an open process.

The members of the group represent different areas of the village; there are those
who reside on the High Street, Kilpin Green, Orchard Way, East End and Brook End,
they also represent those who voted no in the referendum and those who voted
yes.

It is important for residents to know that the steering group is working with
passion and commitment to safeguard the future of the village and to ensure that
growth over the next 15 years is managed and sustainable. Differences have been
put aside and the members of the group are working in an atmosphere of trust and
mutual respect and are committed to sustaining the village for the future.

While it is vital that the committee does not become too big, if any member of the
village would like to join the steering group, please contact James Sandall,
Chairman, by email at northcrawleynp@gmail.com . The meetings are weekly, on
Thursday evenings, from 7.30pm until late. There is an expectation of full
involvement, including outside of the formal meeting time. There is a need for
more women on the team to ensure that all members of the community are
represented fully.

Before this committee is confirmed
and starts any work | believe each
member should present a personal
manifesto to advise all residents of
the village who the people are that
are going to develop the new plan.
This should include; who you are,
where you live, what skills you bring,
what your personal position is on
future development in North
Crawley?

The members of the group are happy to provide a personal manifesto and this will
be published as soon as possible on the Parish Council website and in the February
issue of the SCAN magazine.

Steering group members to

provide a short paragraph stating:

e whoyou are;

e where you live;

e what skills you bring to the
group;

e what your personal position is
on future development in
North Crawley

What advice has Milton Keynes
Council provided on carrying out and
funding a second Village Plan and

J Sandall and H Beauchamp met with MK senior planners prior to the formation of
the new steering group. MK senior planners are very supportive of the Parish
Council and are providing advice as the steering group moves forward. They agree

The steering group will continue to
liaise with MK planning
department.
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subsequent referendum? Do we
know that it will be supported? and
if passed be included in the Milton
Keynes Development Plan?

with the view of the Parish Council that we do not need to appoint a consultant,
the work done by the previous consultant has resulted in a robust plan that meets
the statutory obligations. We do however need to amend the policies relating to
the sites for development. The plan as it currently stands cannot be re-presented
for referendum until September 2021 and so it is important that we find an
agreeable solution as soon as possible. Amendments to the plan do not have to be
major changes, they must be based on sound planning principles and they must be
able to demonstrate that the views of village residents have been taken into
account. MKC will support a second referendum but it needs to be confident that
the amended plan is acceptable to the majority of residents.

The parish Council has provided £200 of funding for communication purposes. It
has been proposed that the steering group should print off a copy of the
neighbourhood Plan for each household (340 copies) this would be a significant
cost and will need a more creative approach to raising funds — perhaps a village
crowdfunding campaign.

Steering group to setup a
crowdfunding campaign to raise
money to ensure robust and
thorough communication with all
residents/stakeholders.

If the group is to make effective
progress, the steering group needs
to know why people voted against
the plan.

That is why we are holding these meetings. It is vital that the community
communicates with the steering group regularly. As well as asking questions and
making comments at these public meetings, there are slips available if people
would prefer to write them down. There is also the email address
northcrawleynp@gmail.com that will be accessed by the chairman each week. All
guestions will be answered and all comments responded to. If a question cannot
be answered immediately, the steering group will take advice after the meeting
and provide a response that will be published.

How are you ensuring that all
residents within the parish are
receiving communication?

This is the greatest challenge and we recognise that previously too much emphasis
was placed on electronic communication, to which not everyone has access. The
recent leaflet was delivered to all North Crawley addresses by hand, this amounts
to 335 homes within the parish boundary. There will be an article in each issue of
the SCAN magazine, also delivered to all homes in the parish. There are 150
people on the email distribution list, they will receive updates and reminders
directly to their inbox and Facebook will continue to be used but this will not be
the only method of communication.

Residents who want to be
informed by email to contact
Helen Beauchamp on
helen.beauchamp@btinternet.com

Does the neighbourhood plan
include Brook End?

All of the land within the Parish Boundary is included. The map showing the Area
Designation for the neighbourhood plan can be found on the Parish Council
website www.northcrawley-pc.gov.uk

Why did the number of houses on

The plan must pass scrutiny by an independent planning inspector before it goes to
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each site change from ‘up to 15’ to
‘about 15’ in the final document?

referendum. The inspector who assessed the North Crawley plan felt that the
wording in parts of the draft plan did not meet the regulations regarding the
number of houses and changed the phrase “up to 15 houses” to “about 15
houses”. The reason given was that “the policy should not set a ceiling on the
number of dwellings to be developed on a site.” This does not mean that a
developer can interpret this to mean any number of houses but it does allow for
the shape and topography of the site to be taken into account when the developer
is putting together viable plans for the site. The shape of a site may restrict the
size of the houses that will fit into the space and the configuration in which houses
can be built, for example. The neighbourhood plan does not draw up plans for a
site it simply states which sites can be built on during the designated time scale
and the approximate number and type of houses that can be built. Once a
developer puts in a planning application, with the detail for how they propose to
develop the site, this goes to public consultation and if the number and type of
housing goes beyond the expectations of the neighbourhood plan then objections
can be made and the neighbourhood plan policies will be applied.

The size of the village is an important
issue. The previous plan was too
conservative in its approach to the
number of houses required. We
should be considering doubling the
size of the village if it is to be truly
sustainable and able to support a
shop, two pubs and the village
school.

This is not the feedback that was given by the respondents to the questionnaire in
2017. 54% of respondents thought that no more than 35 houses built over 15
years was acceptable. 40% thought that between 36 and 50 houses was
acceptable and 17% thought that between 51 and 100 was acceptable. The advice
from our area councillors was that 10% increase in housing over 15 years was an
acceptable and sustainable level of growth for a rural village, this was agreed by
Milton Keynes Council and by the independent planning inspector.

Steering group will gather views
from residents on this proposition.
The models will take into account
the potential for more housing and
all residents will be able to
comment and provide feedback on
the proposed models.

Should we redo the questionnaire to
see whether residents views have
changed since the last one was
conducted in 2017?

It is debateable whether running the questionnaire again will provide value for
money in terms of adding to the already considerable database of information.
The Steering Group will ensure that views are sought at each stage of the process
and that there are opportunities for public consultation meetings, including the
opportunity to provide feedback on proposed models.

The steering group will consider a
variety of formal and informal
ways in which views can be sought.

The steering group should come up
with a number of different models
for development in the parish and
put them to the village at a public
presentation.

This is a good idea and one that the steering group will work towards.

The steering group will prepare a
range of models for public
consultation.




| voted against the plan because the
size of the sites increased and this
was alarming. | had no concerns
about the position of the original
sites just the final size.

This has been noted and the steering group will consider this along with other
options.

There is a fear that too much will be
built too soon, we don’t want to
become another Cranfield.

That is why we need a neighbourhood plan, so that we can have some control over
the position, the level and the type of development over the next 15 years.

Have other pockets of land become
available since the last call for sites?

A sub committee of the steering group is currently arranging meetings with
landowners to ascertain the current land availability. Once the group has an
accurate picture it can begin to propose potential models.

As there is currently no plan, then
there is no protection from
speculative development. s it true
that any development that is allowed
before a new plan is in place will be
in addition to the 35 that is being
proposed?

It depends to some extent on timescales. If a development is proposed that is
acceptable to the village, it might be possible to incorporate it into the plan. For
example, site H3 already had an outline planning application attached to it and it
was included in the draft neighbourhood plan.

If a large housing development is granted, then this would be in addition to any
housing proposed in the new plan, as we cannot submit a plan with no housing
allocation.

It is important that all residents pay attention to the planning applications that are
coming forward. One has just been rejected because it was within the
conservation area. Another at Brook End, in open countryside, is awaiting a
decision. Please ensure that we act as a village in objecting to speculative
development, it may not affect you directly but if ad hoc development is allowed it
will set a precedent for further building and so we must act as a team in trying to
keep control of development in our village.

All planning applications to be
notified on Facebook and to all on
the email distribution list.

For help in writing a letter of
objection please see previous
objection letters available on the
Milton Keynes Planning portal or
contact the steering group at:
northcrawleynp@gmail.com

Does the steering group have a
timescale?

It is difficult to give a precise timescale. We are hoping to be in a position to hand
it to Milton Keynes Council before September 2020 it then goes through a further
consultation and has to be approved by an independent inspector. The previous
plan went to Milton Keynes Council in November 2018 and the inspector’s report
was not available until July 2019, it then had to wait until September for the
referendum to take place. Potentially, we could be waiting until 2021 for the next
referendum. It is vital that we do not rush the process. Proper consultation must
take place at all stages of the process and we must work hard to keep everyone
engaged until the referendum.
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61% of the village voted in the
referendum. Does it matter how
many people vote for the
referendum result to count?

It does not matter how many vote, the result is decided on the majority view and
more than 50% counts as a majority. However, we want as many residents as
possible to be fully engaged with the process and feel that they have a stake in
determining the future of our village.

The steering group needs to ensure
that the new plan is presented to
everyone in the village before the
referendum, so that people know
what they are voting for.

The steering group is in total agreement with this. It will cost more than we have
in the budget to produce a hard copy for each household and so we may be asking
villagers to make a voluntary contribution to this cost. There seems to be
agreement that this will be acceptable.

Steering group to find out cost of
printing and plan a fundraising
campaign.

There are not many young families
represented at the meeting. Why?

It is difficult to answer that question and the steering group would welcome
feedback from any younger members of the community. It was suggested that the
timing of meetings and childcare and work issues may have an impact. A Sunday
evening meeting was suggested.

Notice on Facebook asking for
feedback from younger parents.

Drop in meetings to be arranged
for weekends, where those who
cannot attend the Thursday
evening meetings can speak with
members of the steering group.

There is a need for affordable
housing in the village, how will the
steering group achieve this?

The steering group is in agreement with this statement and the feedback from the
original questionnaire identified this as a key criterion. It is important to
remember that a developer is under no obligation to provide affordable housing
(housing that is sold or rented at less than the market value of the property) unless
the application is for 11 or more houses. Thus, if we are to offer sites for
development that include affordable housing we must accept that there has to be
at least one site designated for the development of 11 or more houses. The
desired outcome is to have a mix of properties such as: affordable starter homes;
homes for affordable rent; homes for young families moving up the property
ladder and homes that may allow for older residents to downsize.

Clarification: affordable housing
and social housing are different.
We are proposing to incorporate
affordable housing, which is
housing sold at less than the
market price or rented at less than
the market rate.

We are not proposing to
incorporate social housing, which
is rented housing provided and
maintained by the council or
housing associations.

Thank you for the leaflet
regarding our village
neighbourhood plan. However,
I'm a bit confused by some
conflicting information.

North Crawley does NOT currently have a Neighbourhood Plan, because the
proposed Plan that was voted upon in the Referendum on 26th September did not
receive a YES vote from the majority of village residents who voted.

The sentiment we were trying to get across in the first leaflet (although we accept
our terminology was not clear enough) is that a lot of hard work went into the
previous proposed edition of the Neighbourhood Plan, and a lot of that work may




The last sentence in the first
paragraph states that North
Crawley does not have a
neighbourhood plan, but then the
first sentence in the second
paragraph under the heading
"What happens now?" speaks of
"the existing neighbourhood
plan", and this is mentioned again
in the third paragraph.

still prove to be valid in helping us make quick progress with a revised draft Plan.
Equally, there is a substantial database of views from village residents
underpinning what was proposed in the previous edition of the Neighbourhood
Plan, and of course we want that to continue to be a very useful source of baseline
information as we begin our task of working on a new draft Plan.

Vision for the future
development of the village

North Crawley is fortunate in
remaining an almost intact village
community. However, without a
clear vision as to how it should
develop, there is a danger that
inappropriate developments will
change this situation. In this respect,
it is important to understand what
future role the village will play within
the Milton Keynes Council
development area. It is suggested
that in the longer term, the village
should aim to remain a rural
community and serve as a ‘green’
buffer zone between extensive
housing developments in Milton
Keynes and commercial and housing
developments in

Respondents to the questionnaire agree that North Crawley should retain its rural
character and the strong community was seen as an important aspect of the
village; residents would like to maintain this sense of community. This is reflected
in the housing policies contained within the original plan and the steering group
will not lose sight of these important criteria.

The suggestion for developing the village as a visitor attraction and encouraging
rural enterprise will take considerable thought and planning to ensure that itis a
viable option. Policy T3 in the original plan states that “Proposals for employment
development will be considered against the NPPF and Local Plan policies.”, which
does not rule out consideration of these proposals for the village. However, the
timescale for presenting a new plan may be too short to give these ideas proper
consideration. This could form the basis for ongoing discussions about the long
term economic viability of the village, with a view to incorporating an enhanced
Policy T3 into the plan at its first review.




Cranfield/Bedfordshire. However, to
achieve this, the village must
develop a reason for its existence,
rather that becoming a dormitory
village comprising rather expensive
houses. The vision suggested here is
that the village should develop as a
rural visitor attraction as well as
attracting enterprises that are
compatible with a rural environment
and these aims should guide the
development of a revised
Neighbourhood Plan.

Participation in achieving the
objectives of the Neighbourhood
Plan

Development of a revised
Neighbourhood Plan should be
based on the principle that all
sectors of the village community
should contribute to the realisation
of the Neighbourhood Plan as well as
benefitting from its outcome. It is
suggested that in the rejected plan,
proposed housing developments
that significantly affected a small
part of the village with the remaining
parts being unaffected could be
perceived as being unfair.

Noted and acted upon.

Housing

All points noted and acted upon.




It is suggested that the focus of the
housing strategy should be:

Houses predominantly suitable for
young families from within or
outside the village (to sustain the
village school and the vitality of the
village into the future).

Housing developments that confirm
the Church as the centre of the
village, to prevent lop-side sprawl
(especially to the north of the
village).

Areas ear-marked for development
that are distributed more equitably
across the village, rather than
focusing on large developments that
only affect a minority of villagers.

Much more consultation, especially
of those that would be affected by
proposed developments, in an
attempt to achieve a consensus and
avoid contributions that have the
danger of being categorised as
nimbyism.

The steering group is in the process of reassessing the sites against the criteria
developed by the previous steering group and the planning consultant. However,
it has added two criteria: ‘viability of the site for development’ and ‘impact on
neighbours’. To see the original site assessment survey, please go to the PC
website: www.northcrawley-pc.gov.uk

Employment and economic
development

To maintain its status as a rural
community, to avoid inappropriate

Some of these points have been addressed in previous answers, while others, such
as a blue plaque scheme, establishment of a museum and visitor centre are
beyond the remit of the neighbourhood plan. These are for discussion with the
Parish Council and will require considerable investment to ensure that they are
sustainable.
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developments and to serve as a
green buffer zone between Milton
Keynes and developments in the
Cranfield/Bedfordshire area, the
Neighbourhood plan should promote
the development of:

e Attractions for visitors interested
in the countryside and wishing to
visit to a rural community.

o Anplace for the development of
traditional rural industries

e Avisitor destination where
parking is easy and refreshments
(and toilets) are available
throughout the day.

In support of these proposals, the
following developments could be
considered:

e Ablue plague scheme to show
where the village facilities were
located (butcher, baker,
blacksmith) with display boards if
appropriate, supported by a
walk-round village visitor guide.

e Promotion of footpath walks of
various length around the village,
especially if based on a
historic/rural context.

e Development of adequate off-
street parking (to avoid putting
off visitors).




e Considering establishing an
offshoot of the Milton Keynes
Museum focussed on the
practical aspects of rural life.

e Establishing a visitor centre with
adequate off-street parking.

Parking and access to the village

North Crawley is already becoming
choked with parked cars, with High
Street developing into a traffic
hazard. As well as promoting traffic
calming initiatives, the
Neighbourhood Plan should seek
both the development of adequate
off-street parking and encourage
residents to park on their properties
(where possible) not on the public
roads.

The policies within the plan support the provision of off street parking and make
this a requirement for all new development. Traffic calming initiatives are also
referred to as a community project, the independent planning inspector, in her
report stated that “Traffic calming measures may be required as part of planning
applications for other development, however they are usually not matters for
determination through planning policy”

It is believed by some that parking on the high street acts as a traffic calming
measure, as cars have to slow down to allow others to pass. If the highway code is
followed then this does work.

Ensure that all development
includes off street parking for each
property — this should be a
requirement and stated within the
plan policies.

It would be beneficial for future
‘green’ access to the village if North
Crawley was connected to the Milton
Keynes redway network. Adequate
push-chair friendly footpath access
to both Brook End (Wellies) and
Little Crawley should also be a
priority.

This is not within the remit of the neighbourhood plan to recommend this. The
Parish Council would have to raise this with the Highways Department and funding
would have to be sought.

Other issues:

It is suggested that the ‘waste
ground’ is too valuable a space for
use as a car park and should be

It is important to consider the parking needs of current visitors to the village,
whether that be visitors to the pub or for those attending clubs and societies at the
institute and recreation ground. There must be facilities for off street parking.
With regard to a community space, this is not within the remit of the
neighbourhood plan, however, the use and designation of green spaces and




redeveloped as a community space
where refreshments can be served.
Outside spaces adjacent to both the
village shop and the Chequers should
also be considered for the serving of
refreshments. The timing and
economic viability of these
developments clearly depends on
other initiatives that allow the village
to develop as a visitor attraction, and
consideration will need to be made
for the provision of toilet facilities.

Green spaces — careful consideration
should be made for the provision of
green spaces with a clear
justification of their purpose for the
benefit of the entire village.

community spaces can be considered by the Parish Council as a separate project.

The village needs to be balanced.
Building to the north of Orchard Way
would mean that there is one very
big ‘estate’ which is not compatible
with the character of the village.

At present the estate, which was
built in 1970s/1980s, is pleasantly
arranged and balanced around the
central Kilpin Green area of grass
and trees.

The steering group is keen to address the issue of providing balanced development
and is reviewing all of the sites and other, potential sites to see how a more
acceptable balance can be achieved. A map of the village with concentric circles
radiating from the centre of the village (the bus shelter on the high street) was
made available for viewing at the meeting. The steering group is considering this
map as part of the site assessment process.

Make the map available for public
viewing.

Include the map with the minutes
of the public meeting on the parish
Council website
www.northcrawley-pc.gov.uk
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