LAKES – NEIGHBOURHOOD T&S GROUP
Minutes and Actions from the meeting held 10th January 2014 @ Spotlight
Apologies received:

Members:
None recorded
Officers:
None recorded
Present:

Members:

(JL) Jan Lloyd (chair)

Independent Friend of the Lakes Estate

(AW) Alan Webb


Milton Keynes Council
(RE) Reg Edwards


Milton Keynes Council

(JM) Jeanette Marling

Lakes Residents Association

(TP) Tracy Pearson


Community Mobiliser, Community Action:MK

(KE) Keith Ely


Bletchley & Fenny Stratford Town Council
Officers:

(JP) Jan Phillips


Regeneration Team, MKC
(MM) Michael Moore

Planning, MKC

(BS) Barbara Sullivan

Regeneration Officer BFSTC

(LS) Lisa Courtney


Parish Clerk BFSTC

(BS) Becky Hahn


Planning, MKC

(CC) Chris Carvell


Public Realm, MKC

(FR) Fran Robinson


David Lock Associates

	1.
	Minutes of Previous Meeting
	

	 The note of the additional consultation event on Saturday 4th January 2014, as requested by Jeanette marling was missing from the minutes. 
	MM

	2
	Matters Arising not on today’s agenda
	

	None recorded
	

	3
	Comments Received from Public Consultation
	

	The date for the closure of Comments was Monday 6th January 2014.  In total 19 comments have been received and each one will be gone through in detail and a recommendation made to the T&S group on whether the comment requires inclusion in the plan.  There were 12 written comments and 7 via the web-site.
The group were disappointed at the numbers of responses, especially as every home had a leaflet on the where the events were and how they could respond.  The events were also listed in the local paper and broadcast on local radio.  JL suggested that residents must be broadly happy with the proposals or a large turnout would have come forward.  It was noted that none of the Town Council representatives from the Lakes Estate had commented, again this might be because residents are broadly happy with the proposals and have not contacted their councillors.  Milton Keynes Councillors observations were included in the delegated decision comments.

A brief resume of the comments were as follows:

3.1
The Core Objectives were not challenged and fitted view of residents’ feedback.

3.2
Most comments were positive in their response

3.3
Areas that were contentious were the Gateway projects and the road through SC these will be finalised in the individual masterplan produced for each site.
3.4
A full breakdown on the comments received and how they have been responded to in the Neighbourhood Plan will be discussed at a future meeting of the T&S Group with FR.


	ALL 
FR

	4
	Key Messages
	

	As part of the Neighbourhood Plan it would be good to have some acknowledgements at the front of the documents.  Suggested comments could come from:
The Lakes Residents Association

Local Community Groups

Schools

Ward Members and Parish Councillors

Local businesses

Individual Residents

Either a sentence or small paragraph would be fine but the message needs to be positive.
	

	5.
	Meeting with MKC
	

	JL explained to the group that they had met with MKC’s regeneration team after what felt like being ’summoned’, this is an unfair reflection as the meeting was chaired by Cllr Edith Bald, Cabinet member with the responsibility for regeneration.  MKC were very clear that they wanted to work with BFSTC and the T&S group on making sure the Neighbourhood Plan is deliverable and reflects the needs of the community and the requirements of MKC with its aspirations on its RegenerationMK programme.  The T&S group need to agree what elements of the Neighbourhood Plan are non-negotiable for a further meeting with MKC to be arranged.
After a discussion the following points were agreed as non-negotiable:
· The Warren No development

· Any dark green areas – no new development

· Could consider additional sites i.e garage sites and possible expanded footprint to make development viable

· To retain the principle of the Radburn layout where feasible

· New properties must be built in advance to decant exiled residents during Serpentine Court works and must be given opportunity to move back to the new development

· Location for Community Facilities re Spotlight / Crosslinks

· Concerns re retails units and how businesses could continue. Explore all avenues to ensure development schedules structured accordingly to restrict impact of development change to the retailers.

· To retain the height restriction as stated in the NP with the exception of Serpentine Court which can be 4 storeys high, Canal gateway which can be 4 storeys height and the triangle land at Phelps Road which could be 4 storeys.

· There could be consideration of 3 storey blocks in specific areas for further discussion.
JL will report back on further developments on the Neighbourhood Plan and the partnership approach with MKC


	

	6.
	Timetable and Programme
	

	The group were concerned that the requirements of MKC could delay the programme and timetable for the Neighbourhood Plan as any significant changes would need to be re-consulted on and this could mean we would not meet the referendum date of 22nd May.  LC and JL re-assured the group that the deadline was clear to both parties and that unless it couldn’t be avoided the aim was still to make the 22nd May the referendum date.  FR said that the timescale was tight but doable. 
The programme will have to change slightly to meet the BFSTC full Council schedule; the final plan will go to the meeting on 25th February and then be submitted to MKC by 28th February. 
	

	7. 
	Appointing the Examiner
	

	MM confirmed that he has agreed and confirmed the process with BFSTC.


	

	8.
	Garages on the Lakes Estate
	

	RE came forward with a proposal on the garage sites on the Lakes Estate to be included in the development options for the estate within the Neighbourhood Plan.  RE made it clear that currently the garages (particularly those in blocks) were in a bad state of repair and had some photos to outline the problem.

JM confirmed that as part of the consultation over the last few years the garages had always been a contentious issue, with some residents wanting them kept and some removed.  Residents had also seen a scheme in Telford where garages had been removed and properties built in their place whilst including additional parking which is a problem across the estate.
It was agreed that a reference to the development opportunities to garage areas would be included in the Neighbourhood Plan.
	


