Minutes of the Implementation Group held on 16 May 2024

NORTH CRAWLEY Neighbourhood Plan
IMPLEMENTATION GROUP

In
Attendance

Nic Sadeghi (C), Steve Garner (DC), Derek Harpur,

ACTION

Item 1
Apologies

Jan Weatherley

2

The minutes of the IG meeting held on 14th March 2024 were
approved. It was noted that although JW had forwarded these
minutes to the Clerk of the PC on 25th March they did not yet
appear to be available to view on the PC website. SG will query
this with the Clerk.

SG

Update from the Chair:

NS noted that the MKCC planning portal had changed and notices
appear explaining that some comments may not be available to
view. It was hoped this was a temporary blip. DH was able to
view current comments when he logged in.

NS is keeping in contact with the developers of H4 and H5 who
are happy to meet with the 1G should there be any issues to
discuss. He is also in contact with the Architect for H3 who would
like to attend a PC meeting if the H3 site is likely to be discussed
in detail. SG explained that it would probably not be discussed in
detail at a PC meeting unless a member of the Council noted
something that warranted further discussion. As that is currently
not the case it might not be a productive use of the Architects time
to attend.

There were, however, issues that SG wanted to raise (see item 5)
which he will discuss with the PC at their next meeting and
suggest they are included in the PC’s planning response. NS
agreed to raise these with the Architect on behalf of the IG.

NS has also had contact with the Developer of H6 who having
surveys undertaken and is keen to discuss the plans once they are
produced.

SG

NS

Update from NCPC:




SG confirmed that the PC, as requested by the I1G, has formally
revised the number of IG members required to be quorate from 5
to 3.

SG had raised an issue with the PC regarding H5 at the meeting on
7th May. The current layout required future residents in 5 of the
dwellings to walk down to the site entrance before they had to
double back on themselves when walking to the
park/shop/Institute/Church etc. The PC had agreed it would be far
more convenient if a short footpath was constructed which crossed
the Orchard Way verge opposite the dwelling currently identified
as Plot 8. This would improve access to the amenities for the
residents which is in line with Objective 4 and 5 of the NP. The
verge is owned by the PC and a permissive path would be granted.
Naturally it will need to look unobtrusive given the aesthetic value
of the verge to the residents in Orchard Way. It will also need to
have appropriate safety features to prevent cyclists inadvertently
overshooting the footpath into the road on either side. NS agreed
to raise this with the developer of H5 as the PC would anticipate
this footpath being installed and paid for by them.

Status of development proposals for NP sites:

H4 and H5 have revised their planning application in light of the
various comments and objections to their first submission. They
appear to have satisfied the requirements of Highways department
but several other objections remain outstanding. These sites were
discussed in detail by the IG but no specific additional issues arose
from these discussions.

H3 was then discussed in detail. It was noted that the anticipated
area for the main “pond” had been enlarged. It was felt that this
feature had three primary functions - firstly it played a part in
water attenuation for the site, along with the second pond further
to the South of the site. Secondly it has become an important
aesthetic feature with walkways around it and thirdly it was an
area likely to attract and encourage insect and wildlife.

The IG agreed that more detail was required as to how the pond
would be “fed” to avoid the potential of it becoming just a muddy
bowl during the summer months. Also the IG needs to know what
safety measures will be put in place to stop children
falling/entering the pond. Finally the IG would be interested to
know what planting is anticipated around the pond to enhance the
aesthetic value of the feature. NS agreed to raise these issues with
the Architect.

SG then explained some concerns that he intended to raise with
the PC at its next meeting on 3rd June for inclusion in its response
the the planning application for H3.

The 30mph limit contained in the planning application is proposed
to begin shortly before the entrance to the site travelling South on

NS

SG
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Chicheley Rd. At the IG a meeting with the Architect it had been
suggested that the 30mph limit should be moved to the bend in
Chicheley Rd that is slightly West of the Gog Lane entrance into
Little Crawley. This was because this is a dangerous bend which
then leads into a narrowing of Chicheley Rd as it passes the Moat
Farm entrance prior to the proposed entrance into H3.

The street lighting proposed in the H3 application is all on 5m
poles. SG felt this would be obtrusive and inappropriate as it
would produce significant light pollution and be prominent to
residents of Little Crawley. At the IG meeting with the Architect
shorter “bollard” style lighting was discussed which would
provide low level pools of light significantly reducing light
pollution.

SG also raised the issue of whether the developers could or would
consider restricting the sale of properties on the H3 site to buyers
who intended to make the property their primary residence. This
would be aimed at reducing properties being purchased on a buy
to let basis.

NS agreed to raise these points with the Architect. It should be
noted that these are currently issues that SG intends to propose at
the next PC but which may not gain sufficient support to become
part of the PC’s responses to the H3 planning application.

NS
SG

Engagement with residents and developers:

It was felt that as the three sites currently in the planning stage
represent 80% of the entire NP dwellings it was appropriate to
hold a public consultation soon. It was felt this should be late June
or the first half of July on a weekday evening lasting aprox 1hr. It
was agreed the consultation would be “top and tailed” by the 1G
but that the Architect or Developers for the sites should be the
primary presenters to explain their vision for the sites. It would
also be helpful for them to comment on how they can mitigate
disruption in the village during the build phase and how they will
collaborate on the part of the site that joins the 3 developments
together.

AOB: There was no other business.

Meeting ended at 8.30pm.

Date of next meeting:
Thursday 13th June 2024 at 7pm in the Village Hall. SG to book.

SG

For general enquiries

ncnp@northcrawley-pc.gov.uk







