North Crawley Parish Neighbourhood Plan

Minutes of Meeting
Meeting Held: The Cock Inn, 20" February 2020
Present: Ruth Ambridge -RA; Helen Beauchamp - HB (minutes); Derek Harpur — DH; Nic Sadeghi — NS
’ (Chair); Keith Shaw — KS; Chris Stavrinides — CS; lan Thody — IT; Chris Toye — CT
Apologies: James Sandall —JS; Richard Sykes - RS
Public
N/A
Observers: /
Distribution: All members of the steering group; Parish Council; Parish Council website, Facebook

Meeting No:

13

Agenda item 1
Minutes and
Matters Arising

Minutes of 13t Feb were accepted

e NS contacted MKC this week: existing Highways contact currently on leave.
e Discussion about withdrawal of Orchard Way application — not sure of reason for

withdrawal. Likely to have been rejected for being in open countryside. It was noted
that an ecological survey was being carried out within the previous week.

e Response from D Blandamer (MKC Planning department) clarified that affordable

housing can only be required on major residential development (sites of 10+ units). The
North Crawley Neighbourhood Plan would have to be compliant with MKC policy on
affordable housing and so we could not specify starter homes (80% below market price)
as affordable housing because MKC does not consider these to be affordable. D
Blandamer advised that a detailed local housing need assessment for the neighbourhood
plan area would need to be carried out to demonstrate if there is a need for these
models of housing provision and why a policy which seeks a different mix of affordable
housing tenure from that in Plan:MK would be acceptable. The steering group has
concluded that the housing needs assessment carried out by the consultant does not
indicate that there is a need in North Crawley that is different to that in the wider MK
Borough thus it would be 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.

e With regard to compelling landowners of adjacent development sites to collaborate with

each other on an amalgamated development, D Blandamer advised that the means to
achieve an amalgamated development would be to allocate the entirety of both sites as
one allocation, for an indicative capacity and include criteria within the site specific
policy which outlines that there is a need for the site to be master planned as one site.
Further criteria could be added to the policy to further ensure this as well, for example
relating to access, connectivity between the two sites. Both parcels of land will however
need to be available so as they can be allocated and deemed developable/deliverable
within the plan period; otherwise the allocation would not be deemed sound.

Agenda item 2
Agree final
letters to
landowners

HB asked for clarification of 2 sites for landowner letters — clarification given, HB will deliver
the appropriate letter




Agenda

Item 3

Prepare for
Public Meeting

Discussed what was appropriate to share, as not all landowners have been contacted.
Agreed to show 3 maps (whole parish; settlement boundary and conservation area) and give
a broad explanation of the process so far. NS will lead the meeting.

Agendaitem 4
AOB

RS has emailed various maps.
3 questions received in the suggestion box and a further question via email. HB will compile
responses

Actions

e HBtoinform RS re Thursday’s meeting

e HB to complete letter distribution to remaining landowners and contact some by email
e HBtoproduce Q & ATable 3

e NS to draft notes and distribute to SG for comment

Date of Next
Meeting

Public Meeting 27" Feb 7.30pm in the Village Hall




