
North Crawley Parish Neighbourhood Plan 

Minutes of Meeting 

 
  

Meeting Held:   The Village Institute, 27th February 2020 

Present: 
Ruth Ambridge -RA; Helen Beauchamp - HB (minutes); Derek Harpur – DH; Nic Sadeghi – NS 
(Chair); Keith Shaw – KS; Chris Stavrinides – CS; Richard Sykes – RS; Ian Thody – IT; Chris 
Toye – CT 

Apologies: James Sandall 

Public 
Observers: 

26 members of the public 

Distribution: 
All members of the steering group; Parish Council; Parish Council website, Facebook; email 
distribution list 

Meeting No:  3rd Public Meeting 

Agenda item 1 
Chairman’s 
Update 

Introduction 
NS Thanked everyone for attending the third public meeting.  Apologies received from JS.  
NS pointed out 3 maps (i) Parish boundary: the area covered by any future NCNP; (ii) 
settlement boundary: main village surrounded by open countryside; and (iii) conservation 
area: historical heart of village with special planning restrictions.  NS referred to these maps 
during an explanation of the process of identifying potential development sites – the key 
points are: 
1.  Call for sites 
• Neighbourhood Planning normally begins with a call for sites followed by an initial sift.  

The Steering Group (SG) has benefitted from groundwork of previous SG, and existing 
knowledge of land ownership.  SG also pleased to be contacted by two landowners 
following last public meeting. 

• SG have completed an initial sift: sites very far from the settlement boundary have been 
excluded from ongoing consideration. 

• Some areas of land still being considered are very large areas, they may only be suitable 
in (very small) part. 

• Now writing to every landowner in the parish with whom we have not already engaged. 
The process is taking some time as it involves obtaining/verifying a lot of landownership 
data. 

• Even where we have sifted land out of the process: we invite the owners to engage with 
us; landowners have been asked to respond by mid March. 

• If you or someone you know has land, and no letter is received in the next couple of 
weeks: please get in touch with the SG. We are keen to identify new opportunities. 

• This is an ongoing stage of the process. 
 

2. Site selection 
• Next stages are site selection and, after that, policy-making; each site will have its own 

policy. 
• Site selection means identifying preferred sites, based on objective criteria.  This is done 

in consultation with residents and with MKC. 



 • The SG is looking to do this in stages: (i) detailed assessment of suitability: multiple 
factors; (ii) determining appropriate boundaries and numbers of houses; and (iii) 
combining the sites into development models. 

• Need space for 30 to 35 houses, unlikely that they will be on one site.   
• Formal consultation with residents takes place at the end of the process but, again, the 

SG is trying to engage with residents throughout and welcomes feedback at all times. 
• The SG has had discussions around the original nine sites and more recently has discussed 

land adjacent to H9 and north of the Recreation Ground. 
• As well as boundaries and numbers, the SG has focused on issues of viability and impact. 

One aspect has been vehicular access and traffic; seeking advice from MKC on this point. 
• The SG has also looked at how policies could minimise impact: e.g. layout of housing, type 

of housing, green spaces and green buffers. 
• This is an ongoing stage of the process: no site is guaranteed in or out of a future NP, yet. 
• The SG is keen to start presenting sites on a map but we are simply not at that stage yet. 
 
Update on affordable housing 
This was discussed at the previous public meeting, with the undertaking to obtain advice from 
MKC. A response has been received and discussed by the SG. 
• An affordable housing policy in a NP may covenant preferential availability to people with 

a local connection.  However, affordable housing can only be required on major 
residential developments i.e. sites of 10+ units. 

• Plan:MK specifies in its policies that affordable housing is rental/shared ownership: 
anything else (e.g. starter homes) would need a detailed housing needs assessment. The 
SG is mindful of the Independent Examination stage, our Neighbourhood Plan policies 
must comply with those of Plan:MK. 

• A housing needs assessment was carried out by the consultant to the previous SG, it did 
not indicate that there is a need in North Crawley that is different to that in the wider MK 
Borough, thus, the SG concluded that it is more appropriate for the plan policies to 
specify a mix of housing, including 2, 3 and 4 bedroom homes rather than to specify 
affordable housing. 
 

Planning application on Orchard Way 
This was raised at the last public meeting: the application has since been withdrawn. 
The SG is aware of this and the comments received by MKC before it was withdrawn. It is not 
certain why this application was withdrawn, although the SG understands this may have been 
because it was about to be refused due to being in open countryside. 
The application may or may not be re-submitted but the position of the SG (and PC) remains 
the same: Orchard Way is one of many potential sites to be assessed against the same 
criteria. Development should only be in accordance with a made neighbourhood plan 
 

Agenda item 2 
Response to 
Questions and 
Comments 

HB outlined the questions and comments received during February and shared the responses.  
The full text is available in the document entitled 20200227 NCNP Q&A Table 3. This 
document is available on the PC website and on the North Crawley Community Facebook 
page and the North Crawley Neighbourhood Plan Facebook page. 
 
A folder with hard copies of all documents is available to be viewed in the Village Hall.  This 
will be updated at the end of each month. 
 

Agenda   
Item 3  
Questions from 
the Floor 
 

A question was asked about what constituted open countryside.  NS explained that the 
definition was any land outside the settlement boundary.  Thus any application to develop 
outside the settlement boundary, even if it is adjacent to the boundary can be rejected by 
MKC because it is in open countryside.  Plan:MK makes it clear that new developments in 
rural areas must take place within defined settlement boundaries. 



 

The Neighbourhood Plan will eventually identify areas adjacent to the settlement boundary as 
suitable for development and once accepted, the settlement boundary will be redrawn to 
incorporate these sites.  These sites will thus no longer be in open countryside.  NS explained 
the importance of not creating gaps between the existing settlement boundary and potential 
development sites, as all land in between could then be incorporated within the settlement 
boundary and thus available for development. 

Date of Next 
Meeting 

 
Steering Group only on 5th March, 7.30pm, Cock Inn 

 
Next Public Meeting 26th March, 7.30pm in the Village Hall 

 
 


