Notes of NP Housing Theme Group meeting Thurs. April 30  2015, Youth Centre

1.  Present:  Karen, Jeremy, Judy, Tamara, Andy, Ruth, Nick, Sue, Sheila, (later) Stephen.

Declaration of interest  from Nick because of the response by his brother to the call for sites in respect of Slides Farm, Silver Hill.
2.  Apologies: received from Dale later
Sue took the Chair for this meeting.
3.  Notes of meeting held on April 1: accepted.  Karen would like an addendum to the note of the meeting with David Marlow on March 19, which she will send to Sheila.
4.  Questions for questionnaire:  5 for each theme group, but Sue felt we would also need some separate Housing Needs questions.  The last Housing Needs survey was done in 2008 – discussion whether this was now sufficiently up-to-date, whether it could just be updated, whether it could be summarised and ask people if they have new concerns, etc.  The 2008 one was extremely comprehensive.   It was left that the best way forward was to ask Rother and/or the Inspector whether this would be sufficient – Sue will do this.  If it is not acceptable, Sue and Tamara will construct some new questions.
Sue provided copies of a Housing Requirements sheet for discussion.  Andy suggested approaching the local estate agent about what needs they identify from customers: this has already been done and what is needed is homes for first-time buyers.  There is also a lack of rental property. 
Sue identified three lines of questioning: 
(i) Housing need – type and size of house.  It was reiterated that we need to be clear about the language used when talking about “affordable”. 
Judy raised the question of balance with development sites – could we have equivalence so that if, say, 40% of a development  was affordable housing with a mixture of properties, the other 60% that was not affordable housing must also be a similar mix of properties rather than only large “executive” homes, so that you don't end up in effect with a ghetto of social housing.
(ii)  Site allocation, with comments for each site.
(iii) Phasing:  there was reference to the NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework) and discussion as to whether this would work, e.g. if priority was given to brownfield sites and that developer was not ready to start, would that mean no other development could go ahead.  We need to be clear how it works to make sure questions are framed in the right way.
It was felt there should also be scope for people to say what they would like to see – type, size, style etc.  Sue will look through the Core Strategy to see if there is a useful form of wording for design.  Pictures would be useful.  We should also bear in mind landscaping issues and layout as well as the design of houses.
Sue and Tamara will produce some questions and bring them back for discussion bearing in mind design, mixture of housing, and pictures if possible.
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5.  Responses from landowners:  It was decided that SRNP would be used as our own designation for sites.  Karen will number them and give them a sensible running order which will not in any way imply priority!
Nick questioned how confident we were that we had reached everybody who might have sites of interest.  It was agreed there would need to be a question in the questionnaire.
The colour coding on the map is:
Brown   -   existing development land.






Black     -   sites where people have responded.






Pink       -   Culverwells, which already has permission.






Blue       -   not heard from.
Karen provided a sheet detailing owners and responses for each site.
Stephen has spoken to the owners of the site next to the top school, who have chosen not to respond.
Grove Farm: part of land already allocated in 2006.  Croudace will be pushing to develop the rest as part and parcel of the same operation.
Bishops Lane: Devine Homes aggressively lobbying and have sent Karen a great deal of material detailing all sorts of investigations and assessments they have had done.  Not approved in the SHLAA mainly due to access and also the fact that the site provides a “green corridor” right in the middle of the village.
Mill:  Karen has heard from Kepwick Investments Ltd., Ockham House.  Keen to proceed but must be treated the same as everyone else.
Vicarage site:  have responded and are interested in developing although access is difficult.
Robertsbridge Club: they want housing and new Club premises,  not clear whether on the same site.
Land adjacent to Culverwells:  they haven't answered, possibly because they already have permission.  There is doubt whether it is deliverable as they don't have sufficient road access.
Culverwells have been approached as to future plans.  REG can do the same with the Cricket Bat factory.  Stephen and Tamara will include it in the business questionnaire.
Land at Beech Farm: no response at all.
Telephone exchange: nothing further.
Orchard Flats: keep confidential (see above).
Bracken Hill: no interest at the moment.
6.  Action re non-responses:  It was decided we would accept applications from landowners if they came in after the deadline.
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Andy made further suggestions for sites:
Land at the bottom of Browns Farm, corner of Bishops Lane and Glottenham lane.

Church Lane abutting Coronation Cottages and Rother View.

Land at the top of Bugsells Lane, on the right-hand side as soon as you turn into Bugsells.
Other suggestions: layby at the bottom of Silver Hill, fields between the Mill and Slides Farm.
Stephen will find out what he can from the Land Registry as regards the ownership of these sites.
7.   Action re evaluation of sites:  

Site visits:  Monday May 11 at 6.30 for as many as can make it.  Meet by the gate at the top of Heathfield Gardens/George Hill.
Planning Consultant:  Stephen has had no success at all.  AiRS will only do a complete package, which is not suitable for what we want.  He will pursue with David Webster, Dale, Andy Rowland.
Interviews with landowners/developers:  Village Hall has been booked for Saturday July 4, 2–5 p.m. for the public exhibition so it needs to be before that.  Stephen will circulate possible dates; Karen will write to developers to come and make their presentations when date is fixed.
Date of next meeting:  Thursday May 28, 7.30 in the Youth Centre.
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