
North Crawley Parish Neighbourhood Plan 

Minutes of Meeting 
 

Meeting Held:   The Village Hall, 30th January 2020 

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

Apologies: None 

Public 
Observers: 

44 members of the public 

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

Meeting No:  2nd Public Meeting 

Agenda item 1  
Chairman’s 
Update 

JS explained that Andy Gresty has stepped down from the steering group, owing to personal 
reasons.  The group is sorry to see Andy go, as he has been a valuable member of the group.  
However, we are delighted to welcome Ruth Ambridge as a new member of the group. Ruth 
grew up in North Crawley and after a few years of living in Cranfield she has now returned to 
live in the village. 
JS summarised the work of the steering group since the last public meeting.  The group has 
begun to reassess all the plots of land within the parish boundary using the criteria devised 
by the previous steering group with the support of the planning consultant (The original site 
assessment survey report, which includes the original criteria can be viewed on the Parish 
Council website).  To the original criteria has been added 2 further criteria, namely ‘impact 
on neighbours’ and ‘viability of the site for development’.   Once the assessment criteria 
have been finalised and viable plots have been identified, all of this will be available for 
public scrutiny and comment at an open meeting. 
  

Agenda item 2 
Plan:MK and 
The National 
Planning Policy 
Framework 
 

The group has been getting to grips with planning law and the framework within which 
neighbourhood plans are written.  Milton Keynes planning team have been very helpful.  NS 
has been tasked with asking for advice, to ensure that the group is compliant with the 
regulations.  NS summarised the responses that the group has had so far from MK planning 
team regarding the importance of the settlement boundary and the issue of affordable 
housing. 
Settlement boundary: 

1. Important aspect of identifying potential sites. 

2. Boundary is determined by MKC: last review was 2017, can be amended. 

3. Boundary adheres reasonably tightly to the edge of main village only (not Parish 

boundary). 

4. Plan:MK defines everything outside settlement boundary as open countryside. 

5. So, to build multiple houses it is inevitable that the boundary must move and 

building must take place on what is currently defined as open countryside. 

6. The question is where, according to policy and feedback, is it preferable to develop? 

7. The steering group is actively avoiding creating gaps of open countryside, which has  

  



 implications for how far the settlement boundary can be allowed to move. 

8. The whole process is a balancing exercise between maintaining the sense of 

community and protecting the open countryside. 

9. MKC states: “If a site that was not adjacent to the settlement was allocated, you 

would have to question why the land in between the site and the settlement was 

not allocated.  Also, there would potentially be future development pressure to infill 

the gap…” 

10. The Steering Group is considering many different sites, including some not adjacent 

to boundary. 

 

Affordable Housing: 
1. Questionnaire results showed 52% agreed/strongly agreed with including Affordable 

Housing. 

2. Affordable housing is defined by law: FOUR different kinds. 

3. Plan:MK contains policy requiring affordable housing in certain circumstances. 

4. Arguably, can only require landowner to build affordable housing if this policy is 

engaged. 

5. However, there is also the National Planning Policy Framework, which is broader in 

scope. 

6. Plan:MK says: for sites of 11+ houses, 31% must be affordable = (25% rent + 6% 

shared occupancy). 

7. Two main concerns: 

8. Steering Group view: based on comments made on the feedback form, most 

questionnaire respondents likely meant starter/discount homes rather than rented 

or shared ownership (a show of hands in the room indicated that this was the case 

for attendees at the meeting) 

9. Meanwhile, may have to focus a comparatively large number of houses on one site. 

10. The Steering Group is engaging with MKC RE: policy flexibility: smaller sites, other 

types of affordable housing. 

11. Other considerations associated with providing affordable housing are how do we 

ensure through the Neighbourhood Plan that affordable housing remains affordable 

in perpetuity and can we offer affordable housing to those with a local connection? 

 

Agenda item 3 
Response to 
public 
comments 

HB summarised responses to the latest questions/comments either submitted to the email 
inbox or via the suggestion box that was placed in the shop during December.  These are 
available as a separate document entitled 20200130 NCNP Q&A Table 2 and can be found 
on the PC website and on facebook.  This document will also be emailed to addresses on the 
email distribution list.  HB emphasised that all published responses are anonymised. 
The suggestion box will remain in the village shop until Friday 14th February. 

Agenda item 4 
Questions from 
the Floor 

Members of the public were invited to ask questions or write questions/comments on the 
slips and place them in the suggestion box for a response at the next meeting. 

Date of Next 
Meeting 

Steering Group only, Thursday 6th February, 7.30pm in the Cock Inn 
 

Next Public Meeting on Thursday 27th February, 7.30pm in the Village Hall 

 
 


