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A similar site map was provided to the PC at the PC Meeting of 5 September 2022. As can
be seen, the effecs of the green space minimises any threat of coalescence and provides
imporiant opportunity for natural habitat and biodiversity. The NP has not considered this
important information and, as a result, overstates the issue of coalescence for the Bury Road

site.

The Bury Road site is bounded to its north by established dwellings and so would feel better
related to and contained by Barrow’s established built form. The site is bounded by existing
development on 4 of its 6 sides as opposed to the NP site which has only 4 of its 10 sides
which are bounded by the village, the rest being onto open countryside. Accordingly, the

Bury Road site would not cause the same degree of ‘urban sprawl’ as the NI’s allocated site.

Notably, the WSC LP site selection has examined the Bury Road site and has allocated it in

the emerging LP. It is irrational for the NP to reject this site on grounds of coalescence.

19. The NP contains factual errors with regards to links to public transport. The NP map
of services & facilitics omits the bus stops at Papeley Meadow and Sharpes Hill. This gives
a false impressions of the Bury Road site having poor connections to public transport. In
fact, the opposite is true since the Bury Road site’s proximity 1o two bus stops compares
very favourably with Barrow Hill which has no bus stops nearby. Such errors and omissions
give the impression that the NP has not been drafted by an independent source (see #20).
20.The NP and supporting Regulation 14 information has been drafted by a biased source
and published without discussion or agreement of the PC. The PC originally used
Planning Direct planning consultants for the NP. The relationship ended when Planning
Direct pointed out problems with the PC’s site selection process and, in particular, issues
relating to the PC’s selection of the Barrow Hill site. Turley’s Cambridge Office was then
selected by the PC to provide similar professional services. Public records suggest that
Turley have carried out 30+ projects for Pigeon Investment Management whose founding
director, William Stanton, is a landowner at Barrow Hill. The projects include the submission

of land at Barrow Hill to WSC’s SHELAA in December 2020 on behalf 1

19
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I i kbl that of the dozens of

UK planning consultants able to carry out the NP work, that the same consultants as used by
the landowners of the NP Site have been chosen by the PC.

The argument put forward by Cllr. Rawlings that Turley are impartial because they also
undertake work for competing developers docs not withstand scrutiny. The work for other
developers is not on a comparable scale and is outside East Anglia, whereas Pigeon is a

significant client for Turley’s Cambridge Office and have previously acted for them and Cllr,

Steer on land at Barrow Hill,
Given the large number of projects that Turley carry out for Pigeon, it is naive and irrational
to believe that Turley’s commitment not to undertake any further work for Pigeen on Barrow
Hill supports their independence Tt would be irrational to believe that Turley do not feel
some commercial pressure to serve the interests of a large customer such as Pigeon aver the
interest of the Barrow parishioners. Turley’s selection indicates a biased approach by the PC.

21.Procedural propriety has not been observed in the use of public meney for NP advisors.
PC Meeting Minutes including those from 5 December 2022 indicate that quotes for
professional services for advice on the NP were only received from 2 sources. Given the
scale of expenditure of public money, some sembiance of a formal procurement process
should be expected — as required by the PC’s Standing Orders. PC documents do not show
any such process and are absent of any reasonable level of analysis. The nett result was that
Turley’s Cambridge Office was chosen, who {as shown in #20) cannot reasonably be
considered as independent

22.The provision of a care home in the NP is not evidence based. Question 28 of the PC’s
Report on Responses to Questionnaire shows that only 7.8% of respondents felt thal a
residential/care home was required. Supporting documents, PC agendas and minutes show
no discussion, analysis, feasibility studies or evidence to support the provision of a
substantially sized care home.
Provision of medical services should be a primary consideration in the establishment of a

residential/care home but I understand that the PC has not consulted Barvow Surgery about

20
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Provision ii should be made clearer but, as worded, secms to encourage development
proposals to seek to provide less parking than is encouraged by Local Plan standards. This
is a totally unacceptable approach in Barrow given its rural character and limited
sustainability. Sce the following extracts from Suffolk Guidance for Parking (2019) -.

‘Foreword - In recent years, the pianning policy of restricting the level of parking provision,
particularly in new residential developments, has tried to promote less reliance on the
motar vehicle and a mave to more sustainable and healthy methods of travel, particularly
for shorter journeys. This approach has had some success in city centres across England
where public transport provision is good, the distance to important community services is

short and plenty of local shopping is available. However, in_inter-urban and rural

communities where _maobility is more reliant on access to o car, many residenticl

developments have suffered from limited parking allocation. The chanue in government

has placed a new emphasis on local decisions and a_move in policy attitude towards

adequate parking provision.’

Provision iv - this is totally unclear. There is no way for developers or decision-makers to
know what is actually being sought here or how accordance might be demonstrated with

this policy.

Thank you in anticipation of your consideration of the above.

35
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Barrow cum Denham Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 14

Consultation
1 message

I s

Dear Mrs Chilton

Please accept this as my response to the Neighbourhoad Plan regulation 14 Consultation.

Reiards

) FBarrow Cum Denham Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Reg 14 1 2.pdf



c S¢S
L ag XLO ¢

IO OC. REF. = NEIGHBOURHOOD_PLAN_REG_14_CONSULTATION_REV_1.0

o L_

Barrow Cum Denham Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Reg 14
Consultation response.

Thank you for the opportunity to reply to the Barrow-cum-Denham Neighbourheood Plan Regulation
14 Consultation.

| wish to object strongly to the visions set out in the draft Neighbourhood Plan (NP) prepared by
Turley Strategic Communication on behalf of Barrow-cum-Denham Parish Council (PC).

Below are key reasons to support what | believe to be strong objections. This is certainly not a
comprehensive list and may be subject to amendments or further additions at future consultations
to be held by West Suffolk Council and the Inspectorate. Each response needs to be considered
independently from the other.

THE MAIN AREAS OF OBJECTION ARE;

A-The process is not evidence led
8-Procedural errors in voting for sites
C-Procedural error in selection of consultants

D-Preferential treatment to one landowner and procedural errors
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| believe the PC have over allocated land allowing developers to build more than the 170 homes
allocated to Barrow from the West Suffolk focal Plan

If all of the three separate sites allocated in the NP were allowed to progress and with average
housing of 30 homes per hectare, this would equate to over 400 houses being able to fit on the
sites. The PC have encouraged the ability of the developers to be able to build additional houses
by this aver allocation of land and by including policy BCD7 within the NP policies

POLICY BCD7 Where land is allocoted for employment use but does not come forward during the
plan period as envisaged, other potential uses may be supported, subject to suitable evidence of the
site having been appropriately marketed for its intended use. Under such circumstances, there will be
a presumption against development for open market residential use, unless alf other sui table
development options have been fully considered, on a cascade basis, justified by appropriate
evidence. ~ within the NP allows this to happen.

It seems extraordinary that PC would even consider allowing this policy to be in the NP regulation
14 consultation, when they are so against over development of the Parish. This is an indication to
me that Turley consuftants are absolutely biased towards their big customer and landowner,
pigeon developments, || EEGTTNGEGEGEGEGEEE < - c 2ttempting to sneak
policies past the PC, who are so worried about timescales they are not reading the documents in
enough detail.

There is already evidence proving that we do not have the demand for office space in the village as
in the past 4 years farm buildings at Green Farm, Barrow Hill, coincidently owned by_
already have planning permission for conversion to offices and despite being marketed heavily by
Merrifields ,Bury St Edmunds during that time for offices, there has obviously been no interest as
they have not been converted and have since been withdrawn from market. This shows no need
for more office space in the village and so makes one wonder at the need for it to even he
allacated into the NP.

M- Lack of'Cohsu:l't'atioh Between Parish Counci! and Local Doctors' Surgery
on Neighbourhood Plan Expansion .

The effective planning and development of a NP should involve a coliaborative effort between
local authorities, community stakeholders, and healthcare providers. A critical component of this
collaberation is ensuring that medical infrastructure, particularly doctors' surgeries, can
adequately serve the growing population. However, in this case a lack of consuitation between the
Parish Council and the local doctors’ surgery regarding the proposed addition of 170 houses and
an additional nursing home to the NP has raised concerns.

The PC has been working on a NP that outlines its vision for future development. This plan aims to
address housing needs, community facilities, and infrastructure. A key part of any successful pian
is the integration of medical services to meet the healthcare demands of an expanding population.

| believe there has been a fack of Medical infrastructure Consultation: One of my primary concerns
in the NP is the lack of consultation between the Parish Councif and the locat doctors’ surgery
regarding the expansion of housing and the addition of a nursing home. The doctors’ surgery, as
the primary healthcare provider in the area, should be a crucial stakeholder in any development
plan that significantly impacts the local population’s health and well-being.
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Barrow Neighbourhood Plan Consultation
1 message

_ e

Dear Ms. Chilton,

Please accept this email as a strong objection to the proposed Barrow-cum-Denham Parish Council

[PC] Neighbourhood Plan [NP].
I do not wish my comments to be publicly atiributable to me.

The NP is irrational; has failed to have due regard for material considerations; is based on procedural

impropriety and a biased approach.
The following list supports this statement. I believe:-

1. The PC gave NP information to the PC Vice-Chair {a landowner) thus providing her with an unfair
advantage over other fandowners.
2. The PC Vice-Chair did not declare her business interests or family connections with other cwners of
the NP’s allocated site. The PC Vice-Chair partnered with other fandowners to promote land at Barrow Hill
in West Suffolk’s recent LP process.
3. The PC Vice-Chair did not dectare a relevant pecuniary interest at some PC Meetings.
4. The PC Vice-Chair took part in PC Meetings where she had a pecuniary interest by taking minutes.
5. The PC’s Standing Orders on Code of Conduct & Dispensations (Section 13) has been breached by the
PC Vice-Chair and another Councillor {who has previously but not consistently declared an interest in the
fand at Barrow Hill) on numerous occasions during the NP process.
6. The NP has not chosen the most sustainable/suitable site and the reasons are irrational and contrary
to the evidence.
7. The PC’s rejection of the Denham Lane site hecause of coalescence is irrational and contrary to
the evidence. The small, elongated site is bounded on 3 of its 4 sides by Barrow’s settiement
boundary. AECOM’s report suggests the site woutd form a ‘defensible barrier’ to the threat of

coalescence,






13.
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option” (Appendix B of Part 3 of WSC’s Regulation 18 Preferred Options 20220). Clearly, the local
planning authority found the harm to landscape to be significant enough to warrant omission
from its fist of preferred sites. Nothing has changed to alter this objective and recent finding.
The NP’s Strategic Environmental Assessment states that development of the NP’s allocated site
would perform most favourably from a landscape character perspective is clearly faulty and
inconsistent with the emerging LP.

AECOM'’s Strategic Environmental Assessment has failed to have due regard to the damaging
impact of the NP’s allocated site on footpaths. The assessment is absent from the analysis.
Impact on footpaths is considered important by parishioners as stated in the 2020 parish

questionnaire.

20. The PC’s grounds to reject the site between Colethorpe Lane and Church Road failed to have due

Best wishes

regard to West Suffolk Policy DM29.
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Objection to the Parish Council's Neighbourhood Plan
1 message

I SR

Dear Ms Chilton,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Parish Council's Neighbourhood Plan. | would like to object to the
preferred site for development in the Neighbourhood Plan (Barrow Hill) on the grounds explained in the attached PDF
document and the very real risk of flooding in existing and new houses built in a small village with inadequate
infrastructure to deal with a large number of new houses.

I would be grateful if this email and the attached could please be submitted along with the other comments on the
Neighbourhood Plan during the public consultation period which ends today. Please ensure these are all made
available to the Inspector, in accordance with due process.

With thanks and kind regards,

@ Drainage and foul systems - NP.pdf
— 4522K
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RE: Response to Reg 14 Barrow Neighbourhood Plan on behalf of Fleur-Hill

1 message

24 October 2023 at 15:18

Dear Sirs,

| write further to my colleague’s email with detailed representations to the draft Neighbourhood Plan consuitation on

behalf of our client, _

To assist with the consideration of our detailed representations, please find attached a summary letter setling out the key
benefits of the our site (Land between Colethorpe Lane and Church Road, Barrow) for consideration in the
Neighbourhood Plan.

I would be grateful if you could acknowledge receipt of this email and its attachments including my emaii of 9 Ociober
2023 (see altached for ease of reference)?

We would also welcome the opportunity to discuss the site and the benefits it can deliver with you in advance of the
Neighbourhood Plan being submitted to West Suffolk Council.

| look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards
[

Connect with us: !
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Dear Sirs,

On behalf of our client, Fleur-Hill, please find attached our response to the Regulation 14 Local Plan. Also attached is
our Vision Document for Land between Colethorpe Lane and Church Road, Barrow. and two notes on education
provigion at the primary school.

| would be grateful if you could acknowledge receipt of this email and its attachments and if you need any further
information, please do et us know.

We would also welcome the opportunity to discuss the site and the benefits it can deliver with you if this would be of
interest.

Kind regards

Connect with us:

*! BNP PARIBAS
l &f’ﬁ_‘éﬁ 2] R ESATE
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This email is confidential and may contain legaliy privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient it may be
unlawful for you to read, copy, distribute, disclose or otherwise make use of the information herein. If you have received
this email in emor please contact us immediately. Strutt & Parker will accept no liability for the mis-transmission,
interference, or intercepltion of any emaii and you are reminded that email is not a secure method of communication.

Strutt & Parker is a trading style of BNP Paribas Real Estate Advisory & Property Management UK Limited, a private
limited company registered in England and Wales (with registered number 4176965} and whose registered officeis at 5
Aldermanbury Square, London EC2V 7BP.

For further details of Strutt & Parker please visit our web site

hitp:/Awww.struttandparker.cor.

Dear NN

I write further to the email of and letter dated 14 June 2023 (below and letter attached for ease of reference), on behalf
of my client, Fleur-Hill, regarding our query on the site selection process for the draft Barrow-cum-Denham
Neighbourhood Plan.

We kindly and respectfully requested for your reply to our letter, and | note that we have not yet received a response.

Please note that, in the interim, we have been in discussions with Officers at West Suffolk District Council (WSDC)
regarding the points raised in our letter. They have confirmed in correspondence that they have not issued any direction
or advice to Barrow Cum Denham Parish Council that wouid prejudice or prevent the Parish Council from considering
any sites (whether deferred in the emerging Local Plan or not) on a legal or policy guidance basis. They have confirmed
that this is a matter and process for the Parish Council to consider. They also agree with our interpretation of the paolicy
guidance that the Parish Council can consider any, site in their selection pracess.

This would therefore appear 1o be contrary to statements made at various Parish Council meetings including on ath
September 2023, where Councillors have stated that they cannot legally consider our site.

At our public exhibition earier this year (29th March 2023), a number of local residents raised concerns with us over the

site selection process for the emerging Neighbourhood Plan. We therefore feel the statement that the site at Colethorpe
Lane cannot be considered for ‘legal’ reasons and that it is based on guidance given by WSDC Officers is misleading to

your parishioners and also a flaw in your site selection process.
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Therefare, for the purposes of transparency, we would be gratefut for your urgent attention on this matter in responding
to our query in light of the current consuitation on the draft Neighbourhood Plan. Please can you confirm your safe
receipt of this email and attached letter, and your timescale for responding to our query on the site selection process?

| look forward o hearing frem you.

Kind regards

Ssociale vlrecior

Strutt & Parker

YH i 1w
Connect with us: ‘ J '.' m
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Dear (N

Please find attached a copy of a self-explanatory letter to Parish Councit sent on behalf our client [l rerared by
my colleague SENE:c sent by me while he is on leave. If you have and questions please feel free to direct them
to me, or Sav who will be back next week.

Kind regards



ﬂ7 el

Senior Associate Director

Direct: 01223 459493 Mobile: 07471 215456

BEYOND THE
WORKPLACE

FIND OUT MORE | '

3 attachments

i 24.10.23 - Letter to Barrow Parish Counciilors.pdf
~ 214K

{_43 2023.06.14 Letter to Parish Council.pdf
577K

D RE: Land west of Church Road and east of Colethorpe Lane, Barrow ~ Fleur-Hill .eml
1027K
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Direct Dial: 07717 512 146

Parish Clerk Email: I
Barrow-cum-Denham Parish Council Our Ref: 220933
24 QOctober 2023

For the attention of all Barrow-cum-Denham Parish Councillors

Dear Councillors,
RE: Fleur-Hill response to the Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 14 Consultation

We write further to the draft Neighbourhood Plan consultation to which we submitted a detailed response on behalf
of our clients e hope that our response will be carefully considered and the benefits of Land between
Colethorpe Lane a urch Road, Barrow, will be recognised.

A significant benefit of our proposal is the provision of fand for the Primary School. We have engaged with EFM
{who specialise in advice and guidance on educational establishments) to fully understand the needs of the school
and the impact new development in the village could have on its capacity. As the Neighbourhood Steering Group
is aware, most year groups at the school are already at capacity and without land to expand, the addition of 170
new homes to the village wilt likely mean that some pupils within the current catchment will no longer be able to
secure a place.

Furthermore, EFM have advised that the current school site is too small to accommodate even its existing needs
and is not operating to the preferred standards set by the Department of Education. The allocation of Land between
Colethorpe Lane and Church Road will not only mean that the school site can be extended to meet existing needs,
but it will also ensure the school can be expanded to meet new development in the village so that children within
the catchment of the school can attend their local school.

importantly, we understand through previous discussions with the school that they wouid be supportive of our
proposals and need io expand at current levels. We trust that you as the Parish Council preparing the
Neighbourhood Plan will have engaged and actively sought the school’s opinion as a stakeholder in the vitlage and
provider of a significant public service. If this has not already been undertaken, we would suggest that this is a
crucial consideration in the preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan.

It is worth noting that whilst other proposals in Parish will likely be required to provide a financial contribution to
primary education as part of any $106 Agreement, this will not overcome the issue of capacity at Barrow School
or the fact that if is too small to accommodate its existing needs. Furthermore, there is the possibility that any
financial contributions made could go towards other schools in the District rather than Barrow Primary school itself.
As set out in our full response, Fieur-Hill held a public exhibition in the village hall on March 2023 at which our

(&\‘ R'CS Regulated by RICS

Strult & Parker is a Irading style of BNP Paribas Real Estate Advisory & Property Managemeat UK timited, a private limited company registered in England and Wales (with registered
number 4176985) and whose registered office address is at 5 Aldermanbury Square, London EC2V 7BP
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proposals were presented to the local community. The response was overwhelmingly positive with many residents
expressing a preference for the development of this site over Land to the East of Barrow Hill that has been identified
as a draft allocation in the Local Plan. Of particular note we found:

» 90% of respondents considered the Colethorpe Lane Development as being within their preferred
‘development zone’ within the village;

e 92% of respondents outlined their preference as the Colethorpe Lane site over the Barrow Hill and
Bury Road site;

» 81% of respondents considered that the extra land being offered to the school was important for the
village.

The findings from the public exhibition were echoed in the Neighbourhood Plan Consultation Questionnaire that
also concluded that the preference of most residents is for new development to be located in the north westem
sector of the village. A significant benefit of this focation is that less traffic will need to travel through the village,
something that was highlighted as a key attribute by locals at the exhibition.

In reviewing the evidence base prepared in support of the Plan, we have noticed some inconsistencies with how
potential sites have been assessed with preferential treatment appearing to have been given to the Land east of
Barrow Hill. Our concerns are discussed in further detail in our response (and our letter of 14 June 2023), however,
it worth noting again that there is no legal requirement for the Neighbourhood Plan to comply with the emerging
Local Plan, nor is there any requirement (legal or otherwise) for the Neighbourhood Plan to allocate Land East of
Barrow Hill because this has been identified as a potential allocation in the emerging West Suffolk Local Plan. The
purpose of the Neighbourhood Plan, remember, is to give communities the power to shape development and
growth in their area.

We do hope therefore the Steering Group will carefully review our response and recognise the important and
tangible benefits Land between Colethorpe Road and Church Road can deliver to be village. If you require any
further information or wouild like to set up a meeting to discuss our response in further detail, please do not hesitate
to get in contact.

Yours faithfully,
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Barrow cum Denham Neighbourhood Plan
1 message

Dear Neighbourhood Plan Working Group,

Thank you for submitting your Regulation 14 Neighbourhood Pian to West Suffolk Council, I attach this
council’s comments,

If you have any queries / would like to discuss our comments, please do let us know.

Congratulations on achieving this significant milestone in the plan’s preparation.

With best wishes,

i I
I i

i

'

f

Principal Planning Officer

www.westsuffolk.gov.uk
West Suffolk Council
#TeamWestSuffolk

West Suffalk Council supports our staff to work flexibly and we respect the fact that you
may also be working at different times to suit you and your organisation's needs. Please
do not action or respond to this message outside of your own working hours.

Report, pay and apply online 24 hours a day
Find my nearest for information about your area
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To Neighbourhood Planning Group

Barrow cum Denham
Contact: Planning Policy
Emait:
Tel: 01284 757368

Date: 24 October 2023

Dear Sir/Madam

West Suffolk Council officer response to the Barrow cum Denham pre-
submission neighbourhood plan

Thank you for consulting West Suffolk Council on the Pre-Submission Draft Barrow
cum Denham Neighbourhood Plan. Overall, the plan is comprehensive, clear, and
logical.

Assessment of the Plan Proposals

Please find attached a response on behalf of the Local Planning Authority (LPA). The
strategic planning policy comments focus on the content and wording of the
proposed policies and propose amendments or raise issues that we suggest need
further consideration before Submission.

In addition, the Pre-Submission Plan policies were considered in relation to the 'Basic
Conditions’ required of a Neighbourhood Plan, which include:

« Having regard to national policies and advice contained in guidance issued by
the Secretary of State.
¢ Contribute to achieving sustainable development.

« Be in general conformity with the strategic policies of the development plan;
and

» Be compatible with European Union and European Convention on Human
Rights obligations.

abi equ s Assessment - ning and A opriate Assessme
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA).

The HRA produced by Aecom screened in likely significant effects on European Sites
due to urbanisation, recreational pressure, air quality, water quality, habitat
fragmentation and hydrological changes (including water abstraction). Where
matters could not then be screened out in the Appropriate Assessment, Aecom
provided the following recommendations to address the likely significant effects.

1






N

°M PCS9

proposals for a neighbourhood plan” had been publicised in accordance with
Regulation 14, if entirely new proposals have been inserted, or the Plan proposals

have been significantly altered from those publicised.

If you have any queries about the council’'s comments which are outlined in the table
attached to this letter, please do not hesitate to coentact Ann-Marie Howell who is the
principal planning policy contact for this neighbourhood plan.

Yours faithfully

Strategic Planning Service Manager
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Objections to the Barrow cum Denham Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 14 -
24/10/23

1 message

To the Parish Council
Please accept the attached objections to the proposed Barrow-cum-Denham Parish Council’s

Neighbourhood Plan, Regulation 14. It may be subject to amendments or further additions at any
future consultations held by West Suffolk Council and the Inspectorate.

Kind regards

?3 Objections 24 Oct 2023 - final summary doc.pdf
~— 144K
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Barrow-cum-Denham Neighbourhood Plan
Regulation 14 Pre-Consultation

Introduction

This representation has been prepared by Stantec on behalf of Bloor Homes in respect of the
Regulation 14 Pre-Consultation of the draft Barrow-cum-Denham Neighbourhood Plan. This
representation is intended to assist the Neighbourhood Plan team in the production of the
Neighbourhood Plan and reflects discussions that have been undertaken between Bloor
Homes and the Parish Council as well as the outcomes of Public Engagement undertaken by
Bloor Homes with residents of Barrow.

Barrow is located approximately 7 miles west of Bury St Edmunds, and south of the A14.
Within the emerging West Suffolk Local Plan (WSLP) (Reg 18) the village is categorised as a
Key Service Centre, which is designated to take 170 dwellings over the plan period to 2036 on
two sites: Land off Bury Road (Site 3.01a) for 150 dwellings, and land south of Denham Lane
(Site 3.01b) for 20 dwellings.

Bloor Homes site, Land off Bury Road, Barrow is located to the north-eastern edge of the
village, adjacent to the existing settlement boundary for Barrow and to the west of Burthorpe.
It should be noted that as part of the allocation in the emerging WSLP, (3.1. Barrow) the
settlement boundary is due to be extended to encompass the Bury Road site. Please see draft
site allocation in Appendix 1.

In light of the above it should be noted that the Neighbourhood Plan is inconsistent with the
emerging Local Plan and does not allocate the Bury Road site.

Bloor Homes object to the Neighbourhood Plan based on the inadequacies of the evidence
base, the Neighbourhood Plan process and inconsistency with the evidence base and
emerging Local Plan in terms of site allocation. Furthermore, Bloor Homes object to the
allocation of Barrow Hill. Bloor Homes would be happy to discuss any of the content of this
response with the Neighbourhood Plan team in order to allow the Plan to move forward in a
coherent and effective manner.

This representation is structured as follows:

e Section 2: Will establish that the evidence base clearly demonstrates that the Bury
Road site is the preferred option for allocation and development as opposed to the
Barrow Hill site.

e Section 3: Demonstrates the flawed nature of the Neighbourhood Plan preparation
process. The representation also draws attention on how the Barrow Hill site proposal
has changed and the flawed judgment of its assessment and allocation, as well as its
inaccurate representation in terms of capacity.

e Section 4: Finally, the representation sets out Bloor Homes continued engagement
process with the local residents and that the feedback received from this identifies the
Bury Road site as the preferred option for allocation.
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Evidence Base

In this section each of the Neighbourhood Plan evidence base documents have been
assessed. Based on this assessment it is demonstrated that the Land off Bury Road is
considered to be a more sustainable, deliverable and appropriate allocation compared to the
Barrow Hill site currently allocated by draft Policy BCD2 in the Neighbourhood Plan.

For ease of reference the table summarises the different Site references throughout the
evidence base documents.

Site Name Neighbourhood Plan West Suffolk Issues and Options
Call for Sites Site Submission Review 2021

Land east of Barrow BD6 WSO010 (A)

Hill

Land south of BD8 Part of WS228A

Barrow Forge

Land west of Barrow BD12 WS1078 & part of WS228(A)

Hill

Land south of Bury BD13 WS011

Road

(Land either side of BD11 WS228(A)

Barrow Hill)

For completeness we note that the allocated Barrow Hill site is formed of the combination of
sites BD6, BD8 and BD12.

Site Options and Assessment Report (September 2021 - AECOM)

A Neighbourhood Plan Call for Sites was undertaken in October 2020 which identified thirteen
sites for development consideration in the Neighbourhood Plan to meet housing need. The
Site Options and Assessment Report (‘SOAR’) was prepared by AECOM in 2021 and
provides an assessment of all sites for development, taking into account Local Plan policy and
national planning criteria to establish which, if any, of the sites are suitable for development.
The assessment of sites was informed by a review of their policy constraints, the evidence
base and site visits. The key findings of the assessment is summarised below.

Accessibility
The SOAR concluded that the Bury Road site (BD13) is ‘favourably’ located to village
services and facilities, whilst each parcel of the Barrow Hill site (BD6, BD8 and BD12) were

considered to be only ‘moderately’ located.

Barrow Hill site (Bd6, BD8 and BD12)

From BD8 there is currently no footpath linking the site to the village and its facilities.
Similarly, BD12 is not connected to the village by footpath and consultation with the
Highways Authority is required to assess potential to link the site by footpath to the village.
BD6 also not connected to the village by existing footpath.



Barrow-cum-Denham Neighbourhood Plan
Regulation 14 Pre-Consultation

224

225

2.2.6

227

2.2.8

229

2.210

2211

33313367900 / A5 / Response Letter / Final / October 2023

Bury Road site (BD13)

In comparison our client’s site, Bury Road site (BD13), has the benefit of an existing footpath
along the northern side of Bury Road which the development can easily connect with and has
the potential to link the site through multiple access points to the village centre including
by footpath to The Weeping Willow Pub which backs onto the site and Lion Green.

Summary
In conclusion, in terms of accessibility the Bury Road site (BD13) performs much better than
the draft allocated Barrow Hill site, as it already has existing footpath to the village centre

along Bury Road as well as the potential for multiple points where it could connect to the
village via Lion Green and the Weeping Willow Pub.

Relation to the village

Barrow Hill site (BD6, BD8 and BD12)

BD6 was considered to be well related to the built form and settlement pattern of the village,
however, development of the site would require a defensible boundary to the east, and further
assessment would be required to understand other environmental issues such as
archaeological finding and recreational pressure.

With regards to site BD8 the SOAR concluded that development of the site has potential to
place recreational pressures on the County Wildlife Site, and due to the existing small size of
the settlement ‘major growth has the potential to create a ribbon of development away
from the existing centre’. It should be also noted that the St. Edmundsbury LDF
Opportunities and Constraints (2012) document identifies approximately the whole extent of
the site (BD8) as part of a landscape buffer to prevent further growth to the south of
Barrow.

Furthermore, development of the site (BD8) would elongate the village to the south, and it
would require open space and screening to the east to mitigate against recreational pressures
on the nearby County Wildlife Site.

Although development of the BD12 site has potential to continue the built form and settlement
pattern, the development would elongate the village to the south ‘potentially creating
ribbon development away from the centre, whereby development should be sited as
close as possible to the existing facilities within the settlement’ (as identified in the
Opportunities and Constraints Rural Vision 2031 supporting document (St. Edmundsbury LDF
Opportunities and Constraints (2012)). Whilst the site is potentially suitable for allocation it
should only be considered if no other more sustainable sites be found suitable.

Bury Road site (BD13)

It is acknowledged that growth of Barrow ‘is restricted by the potential threat from coalescence
with Burthorpe’ and therefore a distinctive break in development should be retained. To avoid
further coalescence between Barrow and Burnthorpe, the SOAR notes that there is potential
to reduce the BD13 site area to the western half of the site in line with the built form of the
Dale Tree Road residential area to the north, and the site is potentially suitable for allocation
consideration on a reduced site area. Furthermore, ClIr Kronbergs ‘disagreed that
coalescence with Burthorpe would be an issue as there are houses further down Bury Road
already, past Burthorpe.’ during the Parish meeting held on 25 August 2022 (Appendix 3).

Bloor Homes design team has taken this on board and prepared a masterplan layout which
sets back proposed development from the eastern part of the boundary with Bury Road and
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provide a Community Nature Park with multi-purpose landscaped SuDS. As such, the
proposed layout retains the visual separation between Barrow and Burnthorpe and avoids any
coalescence between the two settlements.

Summary

In summary, BD8 and BD12 has the potential to elongate the settlement and ‘create a ribbon
of development away from the existing centre’; and BD6 requires further assessment to
understand environmental issues such as archaeological findings and recreational
pressure.

Whilst the close vicinity of Burnthorpe to the Bury Road site (BD13) is potentially restricting,
the proposed layout addresses the concerns raised and with not proposing built up from in the
northeast part of the site, sufficient separation is achieved.

SOAR Summary

The SOAR summary shows that Sites BD6, BD8, BD12 and part of BD13 were found to be
potentially suitable for allocation in the Neighbourhood Plan subject to issues such as access,
landscape buffer, open space mitigation, screening and risk of coalescence being addressed.

Bloor Homes have demonstrated that the masterplan for BD13 has addressed the
coalescence risk and therefore the site is clearly suitable for allocation, and presents a better,
more logical, well located and deliverable site than BD6, BD8, or BD12.

Strategic Environmental Assessment for the Barrow cum Denham
Neighbourhood Plan (June 2022 - AECOM)

The Strategic Environmental Assessment for the Barrow cum Denham Neighbourhood Plan
(June 2022) (SEA22) was prepared by AECOM reflecting that the housing requirement for
Barrow cum Denham as 170 new dwellings to support the choice of a development strategy
for the Neighbourhood Plan.

SEA22 has assessed a number of spatial strategy options as reasonable alternatives. These
spatial strategy options comprise packages of the sites identified in SOAR, which are
summarised below:

(We note that B13 in the SEA22 considered the reduced area, however as demonstrated
above this is not required, as appropriate measures were included in the Bloor Homes
proposed masterplan; and sufficient separation from Burnthorpe is achieved.)

= Option A: Delivery of new housing through an allocation at Site BD12.
= Option B: Delivery of new housing through an allocation at Site BD13. (Bury Road Site)

= Option C: Delivery of new housing through allocations at Site BD6, Site BD8 and Site
BD12. Specifically, the sections of the sites which, when combined, create a
neat edge to the southern part of the village. (Barrow Hill Site — as allocated in
the Reg. 14 Neighbourhood Plan)

= Option D: Delivery of new housing through allocations at Site BD6, Site BD8, Site BD9
and Site BD12. All four sites are identified as having direct access to the
existing road network.
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= Option E: Delivery of new housing through allocations at Site BD9 and Site BD13. These
sites are identified as the preferred site options within the West Suffolk
Local Plan Preferred Options consultation document.

The table below summarises the rankings of the options with regards to their relative
performance in the SEA22 in relation to each SEA Theme. As it is evident Option B (BD13)
and Option E (BD9 and BD13) clearly outperform the other alternative options. For
completeness, we provide review and response to theme areas where Option B and Option E
were not the best options.

Landscape

Whilst SEA22 considers Option C to perform most favourably in relation to the landscape, the
argument for Option B was that the development of the site would be less in keeping with the
existing built form and development patterns, but the design of the new development could
link with the existing housing to the north and west.

It is our position that Bloor Homes proposed masterplan has addressed the above point and
would link the new development well with the existing housing in the adjacent sites. The
proposal resembles the street line and built character of Barrow cum Denham. It is proposed
that the development would provide a broad mix of new homes and tenures, providing high
quality accommodation for both families and smaller households. It would also deliver a high-
quality landscaped scheme to integrate and reflect the landscape setting of the site. The
proposed masterplan of the Site ensures that the existing residential amenities of residents to
the north and west are suitably protected.

It is therefore our opinion that the masterplan addresses the minor concerns raised by the
SEA22 and therefore would be an appropriate option in terms of Landscape.
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Historic Environment

SEA22 notes that consultation with Historic England is encouraged to ensure that
development proposals at Site BD13 seek to implement sensitive design which respects and
enhances the setting of nearby heritage assets (Barrow House and Carriage Gateway; and
The Weeping Willow Public House).

We consider that the proposed development can appropriately address the historic
surrounding of the site. We would also note that views from the mentioned ‘Barrow House and
Carriage Gateway’ to the east are partially obscured by existing mature and tall tree lines
along the site boundary as well as within the garden of the ‘Barrow House’.

With regard to impact on ‘The Weeping Willow Public House’, the proposed masterplan
includes extensive tree planting along the site boundary and especially to the northwest
corner. This will minimise any visual impact on the heritage asset. Furthermore, it is
considered that any detailed design work will address the location of the heritage asset and
will protect its setting.

Land, Soil, and Water Resources

SEAZ22 notes that all the proposed site allocations comprise areas of greenfield land, all
options have the potential to result in the permanent loss of productive agricultural land which
cannot be mitigated. The only reason why Option C and Option D (Site BD6) are slightly more
favourable in this respect, is that a small area in the northeastern section of the site is
previously developed land. It should be noted that the developed area within BD6 is
approximately 1.02ha.

We would like to highlight that the cumulative site area for Barrow Hill site (BD6, BD8, BD12)
is equates to 13.51ha (based on site areas included in the SOAR); in comparison Bury Road
site (BD13) only 10ha in area.

Following the logic of the SEA22 assessment the loss of overall agricultural land (even with
the already developed land discounted of 1.02ha from Barrow Hill site) would be less if the
Bury Road site (BD13) is allocated, rather than the Barrow Hill site which would result in a
loss of 12.49ha of agricultural land; opposed to the 10ha loss from developing Bury Road site
(BD13).

In terms of water resources and soil conditions all sites are considered to have the same
characteristics.

Based on the above we consider that in terms of Land, Soil, and Water Resources the Option
B, Bury Road site (BD13) would have the least impact and as such should be considered as
favourable.

SEA22 Summary

As it is evident from the summary table from SEA22 above; Option B (Bury Road site -
BD13) is the most favourable option for allocation with scoring best in 5 (out of 8)
categories; opposed to Option C (Barrow Hill site - BD6, BD8, BD12) with scoring best in only
3 (out of 8) categories.
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Strategic Environmental Assessment for the Barrow cum Denham
Neighbourhood Plan (September 2023) AECOM

Along with the Neighbourhood Plan Reg 14 consultation an alternative Strategic
Environmental Assessment (‘SEA23’) was published.

We note that the SEA23 is significantly less detailed or informative than the SEA22.
SEAZ23 after summarising the SEA22 goes on to briefly notes that:

“Since the completion of the reasonable alternatives assessment (June 2022) (SEA22), further
discussions between the neighbourhood group, the Parish Council, and site promoters have
taken place with respect to the design of the preferred site allocation.”

We emphasise that no further information, evidence base, or meeting minutes of the
extraordinary meeting on 17th October 2022 (where Barrow Hill site was allocated) are
available which would demonstrate that the Barrow Hill site is a better, more sustainable,
preferred or appropriate location for allocation.

The lack of evidence provided for concluding and allocating the Barrow Hill site over the Bury
Road site, which is supported by sufficient evidence base, is considered to be untransparent
and flawed in legibility. This is particularly the case given the fact that the Barrow Hill
proposals that were presented to the Parish are now fundamentally different to those that are
now being proposed through the Neighbourhood Plan with the community and sports benefits
substantially reduced (see Section 4 below).

Therefore, we are of the opinion that the SEA23 lacks any credible evidence and does not
provide any significant or concrete information on how the previous evidence base was
disregarded and a site which ranked as the 3™ option out of 5 gained allocation.

The site has been ranked third best in both the WSLP and AECOM research for the
Neighbourhood Plan; however, the Parish felt that to allocate the alternative site, and their
local connection with the landowners would better their chances of receiving the community
benefits. This is not an evidence based, planning reason to allocate the site and does not bear
scrutiny, especially given the substantial changes to the Barrow Hill proposals (see Section 4).
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Neighbourhood Plan Process

The Parish Council have reluctantly accepted the figure of 170 homes, and based on the
evidence base there are two potential sites for meeting this need, these being the Bury Road
site and the Land off Barrow Hill.

Bloor Homes have continued communication with the Parish Council, to present a draft
scheme to the Parish Council as part of a ‘site comparison exercise’ run by the
Neighbourhood Planning Group. Bloor Homes was offered a 20-minute slot at short notice to
present the scheme in an open public meeting, including details of potential community
benefits (meeting minutes included in Appendix 4). The alternative scheme at land off Barrow
Hill was also presented. It is emphasised that this site on Barrow Hill, is unfavourably ranked
in the emerging evidence base for the both the Local and Neighbourhood Plan when
compared to the Bloor site at Bury Road.

A further meeting was held with three members of the Neighbourhood Planning Group, of
whom all sit on the Parish Council. Both Bloor Homes site and opposing sites were offered
private meetings. The meeting sought to understand the proposed community benefits of the
schemes, and to discuss issues and questions held by the Neighbourhood Plan Group.

Subsequent emails were exchanged regarding a proposed list of community benefits. This
was accompanied with an offer by Bloor Homes to maintain communication and engagement
with the Local Parish/Parishioners, to develop a sustainable community ‘led’ scheme.

A further meeting with both sites was requested by the Parish Council to ‘iron out’ final issues,
and gather further clarity on the community benefits. Bloor Homes would have been very
happy to engage in this discussion and indeed would have welcomed the opportunity,
however, these meetings were called off at short notice with limited explanation.

A public, extraordinary meeting was called for the 17th October 2022, where the Parish
explored the benefits of both sites. The Parish resolved to allocate the alternative site on Land
off Barrow Hill. We like to draw attention to the fact that the Minutes of the Extraordinary
Meeting called 17th October 2022 have not been made available as shown on the extract
in Appendix 2.

The Barrow Hill site has been ranked third best in both the WSLP and AECOM research for
the Neighbourhood Plan. The Parish felt that to allocate the alternative site, and their local
connection with the landowners would better their chances of receiving the community
benefits. This is an entirely inappropriate and flawed approach as any contribution would be
secured by a S106 agreement which is a legal contract and therefore any personal
relationship/connection would be irrelevant.

Bloor Homes have carried out public engagement with the residents of Barrow to understand
what community benefits would be sought by residents. Bloor Homes can confirm that having
reviewed the results of the public consultation the following community benefits could form
part of the Bury Road proposals: enhancing the current village hall, subsidies for bus services
for 20 years, expansion of the school, expansion of the doctors/larger site, upgrading sports
facilities or upgrading footpaths. Bloor Homes offered that the S106 agreement would be
drawn up after consultation with the Parish Council. This position is as evidenced in the Parish
Meeting Minutes from 05.09.2023 in Appendix 4.

Therefore, we would like to reiterate that any contribution would be subject to S106 agreement
and there is no difference between having an agreement with someone whom with the parish
council has a connection with (e.g Barrow Hill) or not (e.g. Bury Road).
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Most importantly, as demonstrated in detail in the following section, the initial proposal of
Barrow Hill site has significantly changed, and the proposed public benefits and facilities have
been removed from the scheme.

The main reasons for the Barrow Hill site being favoured were the provision of such facilities
and benefits. Given that these have been omitted over time/evolution of the masterplan it is

questionable why the Parish still included it as allocation in the Reg 14 draft Neighbourhood
Plan.

Furthermore, the allocation of the site is for 170 dwellings; however, we would like to draw

attention to the fact that by simply calculating the site capacity with the location appropriate
density (30d/ha), the Barrow Hill site has approximately 217.8 dwellings capacity, which is

47.8 more than the presented 170 dwellings capacity.

This figure is calculated as below:

Site Site area (ha) from SOAR

BD6 (Land east of Barrow Hill) 8.6
BD8 (Land south of Barrow Forge) | 1.41
BD12 (Land west of Barrow Hill) 3.5
BD13 (Land south of Bury Road) 10

I Based on the SOAR data the Barrow Hill allocation site is 13.51ha (8.6+1.41.3.5).
BD8 area is indicated as ‘Employment’ on the Barrow Hill allocation masterplan.

I. The remaining area for residential development is 12.1ha (13.51-1.41). Following the
SOAR data calculation approach (Paragraph 4.4 SOAR) and applying 40% of site
area for infrastructure and landscaping the remaining developable area of Barrow Hill
site is 7.26ha (12.1%0.6).

II. Using the SOAR approach (Paragraph 4.4 SOAR) of 30 dwellings/ha the yield for the
Barrow Hill site is 217.8 dwellings (7.26*30).

In comparison the Bury Road site has the following capacity: (following the same calculation
as above):

1) Full area: 10ha
2) Remaining area after 40% set aside for infrastructure and landscaping: 6ha (10*0.6)
3) Yield for the Bury Road site is 180 dwellings (0.6*30)

Based on the above it is evident that the capacity of the Barrow Hill site is significantly greater,
(48 units more) than 170 dwelling. Whilst the Bury Road site sits much closer to the 170
dwellings requirement.

Therefore, we are of the view that the representation of the allocated Barrow Hill site
capacity is misrepresented and misleading.

Moreover, the Barrow Hill allocation only provides for 30% affordable housing, whilst the Bury
Road development will be proposing 40% affordable which is in line with the WSLP draft
Policy NSP29 requirements.

Therefore, we are of the opinion that the Parish Council, despite all the evidence and
feedback has allocated the Barrow Hill site based on community benefits that no longer exist
and because of a connection to the land and landowners; not taking into account the
professional evidence base or the local residents preferences.
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Barrow Hill Allocation Proposal Changes

We would like to draw attention to the fact that the Barrow Hill site proposals have significantly
changed since its initial master plan proposal as presented to the Parish Council and
residents. These stages are set out below, demonstrating that the public benefits that the site
promoters have promised and on which the Parish Councillors made the decision that the
Barrow Hill site was preferable to the Bury Road proposal have fallen away over time.

First Version

The original Barrow Hill proposal promised extensive community benefits such as new
community building, playing and sports pitches, formal recreation ground of 5 hectares, and
the protection and expansion of Willsummer Wood (shown below).

We would note that, even though the initial proposal included good public benefits it would still
relocate those facilities to the south of the village away from the centre which is a more
unsustainable location. It is also evident that the facilities would not be conveniently and
equally accessible for locals around the village, and mainly would benefit the people who
would have moved into the new development. From the public engagement events
undertaken by Bloor Homes this was also a view shared by the residents of Barrow.

Figure 1 - Extract of original Barrow Hill proposal
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4.3 Revised Version

4.3.1 The scheme has now changed substantially and been reduced in size, removing the playing
fields, reducing the open space and community grounds and benefits; only retaining the
indicative for community building and assisted living.

4.3.2 We would note that, even though the revised version has retained the indicative community
building, it would result in the location of such facility away from the village centre in a more
unsustainable location; which is in our opinion would not be utilised as much as the existing
Village Hall which is preferred by residents and which Bloor Homes are proposing to commit

funds to for its restoration through S106 contributions in consultation with the Parish Council.

Figure 2 - Extract of Revised Barrow Hill proposal (available on the Parish website)
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Allocated Version

Lastly, as it is visible in the Reg 14. Draft Neighbourhood Plan, the Barrow Hill allocation by
draft policy BCD2 was further reduced, and public benefits, such as new Community Facility
and sports facilities/ open space, have been fully omitted.

Whilst draft Policy BCD2 point (iv) notes that provision of a suitably located new Care Home
should be provided by the proposal the wording of point (iv) allows instead of a Care Home to
deliver ‘other identified forms of assisted living accommodation and/or general provision for
later living needs, including new bungalows.’

Given the wording of draft Policy BCD2 provides flexibility to potentially not provide the Care
Home and only provide general bungalows we are of the view that even the minimal remaining
public benefit of the site has the potential to fall away. Meaning that the development would
not provide any public benefits and would extend the village to the south with very limited
sustainability/accessibility credentials as it stands.

Furthermore, the draft Policy BCD2 (i) only requires 30% affordable homes provision, whilst
the WSLP draft Policy NSP29 requires 40% affordable provision on greenfield sites of 10 or
more dwellings or 0.5 hectares or more. Therefore, it is clear that the allocation of Barrow Hill
site would not comply with WSLP.

Figure 3 - Barrow Hill site allocation in the Reg. 14 Draft Neighbourhood Plan (extract)
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4.5 Summary

451 Over time the Barrow Hill site proposals have significantly changed and the public benefits
that were originally proposed and on which the Parish Councillors decided that the Barrow Hill
site was preferred to the Bury Road proposal has fallen away, leaving an allocation proposal
which provides close-to-none public benefits. Therefore, its allocation has no clear logic,
evidence or benefits that might outweigh the clearly evidenced preference and suitability of the
Bury Road site.
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5.2.2

5.2.3

5.2.4

5.2.5

5.2.6

Bury Road Public Consultations

Bloor Homes have maintained continued communication with the local residents of Barrow
alongside discussions with Parish Council and the Neighbourhood Planning Group since
2021.

Summary of Public Consultation

February 2023

Initially, a community workshop session was held at the Barrow Village Hall, The Street,
Barrow, on Wednesday 7 February 2023, between 4pm and 8pm. To inform locals a flyer was
sent to 1,002 addresses in Barrow and Denham End, to notify them of the community
workshop; as well as the Parish Council was notified before the flyer was sent, out of courtesy,
and members of the team visited the Parish Council meeting the Monday before the session
to field questions and provide further information.

The community workshop session followed a consistent and focussed engagement with the
Parish Council, local residents and District Council through presentations, representations to
the plan making process and individual enquiries since 2021.

A total of 120 stakeholders attended the workshop, including nearly all Barrow Parish
Councillors; their Neighbourhood Plan Working Group; and prominent members of a local
campaign group, Barrow Ducks. The format of the event corresponded with its central
objective: hands on planning to understand local ambitions for growth and community benefits
in the context of the required level of new homes being brought forward.

The feedback from the workshop was in general support of the proposed development of the
Bury Road site, and it was communicated during the event that the proposal is preferred for
development to the Barrow Hill proposal.

As part of the consultation event, the main issues within Barrow were identified as:

Flooding and drainage issues in the village

Provision of quality landscaping and public open space in the village is limited

No community benefits have arisen since new development has taken place previously
Doctor/healthcare capacity

Lack of housing for elderly or single people

Whilst the following ideas were proffered by locals:

Greater healthcare/GP service provision

Energy efficient new homes

Changing facilities for the local football club

Allotments and a village orchard

Refurbish the village hall

Widen the footpath and road along Bury Road and Repair pavements
Improve drainage solutions in the village

No footpath through Dale Tree Road

Bungalows built next to the existing bungalows on Dale Tree Road
Crossing on Bury Road
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Figure 4 - Initial Bury Road Proposal (Public Consultation Feb. 2023)

5.2.7 Following the consultation event, a ‘Consultation event report’ was prepared summarising the
comments received which was provided for the Paris Council for transparency. Bloor Homes
took the comments received on board and incorporated them into the masterplan. Examples
of this included the removal of the connection to Dale Tree Road, positioned bungalows next
to Dale Tree Road, incorporated significant public open space in the form of multifunctional
SUDs feature, also to demonstrate initiative for sustainability the site will be 100% air source
heat pumps.

5.2.8 Furthermore, Bloor Homes confirmed that S106 legal contributions will be made towards:

The refurbishment of the Village Hall

Provision of changing facilities for the local football club

Contribution towards allotments and a village orchard

Improvement works to footpath and road along Bury Road and Repair pavements; as well
as include crossing on Bury Road.

= Improve drainage solutions in the village.

April 2023

5.2.9 With regards to the flooding and drainage issues a follow-up near neighbour event was held in
April 2023.

5.2.10 The flooding issue is the result of a lack of an adequate highway drainage system. To address
the issue further drainage assessment with proposed works along Bury Road took place to
help mitigate localised flooding.

5.2.11 The Bury Road proposals provide a real opportunity in terms of local flood risk prevention and

reduction. This can be achieved through installing a new highway drainage system along the
entire site frontage.
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5.2.12

5.2.13

5.2.14

5.2.15

In the aim of mitigate the identified flooding issue, the updated initial proposals include a
combined kerb/drainage system with a positive outfall to the ditch south of Bury Road which
would remove water from the road surface (stopping the road acting as a river). Whilst the
development of the site itself, will drain through the site rainwater drainage to the proposed
large water attenuation basins which will also help reduce the water being directed towards
Bury Road.

Therefore, it is considered that the proposal will result in significant benefits for locals and the
environment.

October 2023

In addition to the previous two public consultation events, an additional public consultation
event was held on 17t October 2023 to present the updated scheme to local residents and
demonstrate how Bloor Homes have listened to their concerns and recommendations and
how these been implemented in the updated masterplan.

Following the previous consultation event Bloor Homes has revised the masterplan in line with
comments received. Such as:

Proposing to remove the connection to Dale Tree Road

Positioned bungalows next to Dale Tree Road

Significant public open space in the form of multifunctional SUDs feature
The site will be 100% air source heat pumps.

Secure Park and benches located in the middle of the site for public.

Figure 5 - Updated Bury Road Proposal (Public Consultation Oct. 2023)
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5.2.16

5.2.17

5.2.18

5.3

5.3.1

5.3.2

533

45 people came to the event, this included key stakeholders such as some councillors from
the Parish Council.

Most of the feedback forms received were supportive of the proposals and stated in their
feedback that they preferred the land south of Bury Road site to Barrow Hill. A few residents
stated that they do not want any development to come forward, but felt the site had listened to
concerns and comments that were given in February 2023 and that if development should
come forward, it needs to be the best scheme possible.

The feedback showed that the residents acknowledged and welcomed the inclusion of their
previous comments and feedbacks in the scheme. Overall, the public opinion was that the
proposed development and Bloor Homes demonstrated a positive collaborative approach and
the scheme continued to be the preferred option for the Neighbourhood Plan opposed to the
Barrow Hill site.

Summary

Bloor Homes have committed to an ongoing, active and continued communication with local
residents and the Parish Council. They have demonstrably responded to the feedback
received, addressed concerns and progressed the scheme positive and transparently. Since
2021 Bloor Homes have maintained consistent positive refinements to their proposals on the
site contrary to the approach of the Barrow Hill proposal as demonstrated in Section 4 of this
representation.

Furthermore, throughout the number of public consultation events it was continuously
confirmed that the local residents are in support of the Bury Road site as opposed to
development and allocation at the Barrow Hill site.

Therefore, we are of the strong opinion that the Parish Councillors, albite all the evidence and
feedback has allocated the Barrow Hill site purely of personal interest and connection to the
land and landowners; not taking into account the professional evidence base suggestion or
the local residents preference.
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6

6.1.1

Conclusion

Bloor Homes object to the Neighbourhood Plan based on insufficient evidence as well as
inconsistency with the Neighbourhood Plans own evidence base and emerging Local Plan in
terms of site allocation.

Bloor Homes emphasise that the Neighbourhood Plan making process has significantly flawed
and lacks credibility, viability and transparency; and the selection of an allocation of the
Barrow Hill site lacks of any reliable/trustworthy evidence base.

Bloor Homes object to the allocation of Barrow Hill and note that the stated capacity of 170
dwellings on site is much lower than the actual capacity, 217.8 dwellings, calculated with the
location appropriate density (30d/ha) provided by SOAR; therefore the representation of the
Barrow Hill site is misleading.

Bloor Homes emphasise the fact that the amendments to the Barrow Hill site allocation lacks
any significant public benefit which was the main reason why the Parish Council considered it
to be a better site than the Bury Road site.

Bloor Homes demonstrated continuous and transparent engagement with the local residents
and addressed their concerns, comments and suggestions.

Bloor Homes would be happy to discuss any of the content of this response with the
Neighbourhood Plan team in order to allow the Plan to move forward in a coherent and
effective manner.
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BARROW cum DENHAM PARISH COUNCIL

MINUTES OF NEIGHBOURHOOD SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING HELD IN THE COMMITTEE

ROOM OF BARROW VILLAGE HALL ON THURSDAY 25t AUGUST 2022

Present:
Clir Kronbergs Clir R Rawlings Clir Ford
Clerk in attendance: Kat Bowe

Minute Action
Ref

Clir Kronbergs was elected to chair the meeting. All Clirs in agreement.
6150 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

None
6151 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST AND DISPENSATIONS

None
6152 PUBLIC FORUM

There were seven members of the public present.

Clir Kronbergs explained the purpose of the meeting:
1. To provide a recommendation to the Parish Council of the number of

new homes for basing the Neighbourhood Plan (NHP) on

2. To provide a recommendation to the Parish Councilon the preferred
sites.

A representative of the landowner of site BD6 spoke first. He stated that the
site was submitted to the WSC call for sites. He believes that development
on this site would help to round off the village. The same landowner owns
land to the East which could be put forward for biodiversity projects or sports
pitches etc. This could prevent further development in that direction. He
confirmed the landowner would be happy to enter into a discussion with the
Parish Council about potential amenities. He stated that site BD9 would be
a tricky site for 20 houses due to how narrow it is and raised concerns about
coalescence with Denham. He also raised concerns that site BD13 could be
too close to Burthorpe. WSC had expressed concerns about ecology and
landscape in relation to site BD6. Since then, a report on the ecology of the
site stated that there would be no impact on Wilsummer Wood.

There was some confusion over the purpose of the meeting. Clir Kronbergs
restated what the purpose of the meeting was and gave an overview on
housing numbers.

One resident stated that they live on Bury Road and they hoped that site
BD13 would not be chosen.

Clir R Rawlings gave some background on the NHP process and stated that

the purpose of the meeting was to agree on a recommendation for the
number of houses to be included in the NHP and to put forward a




recommendation for the site/sites to be selected for inclusion in the NHP.
He confirmed that West Suffolk Council (WSC) are hoping to complete their
local plan by July 2024 and that the Parish Council are hoping to complete
the NHP well before that. If this happens, WSC must incorporate the NHP
into their local plan.

Clir R Rawlings expressed how important it is for the community to support
the plan and stated that if the plan is rejected it will not stop development
and could result in additional development.

Concerns were raised that if a site/s different from WSC's preferred sites is/
are put forward, there could be a danger that all sites would be developed.
Clir Kronbergs stated that if the NHP is approved by the Planning
Inspectorate and passes the referendum prior to the local plan being
completed then the NHP will take precedence over the local plan. WSC’s
main objective is for 170 houses.

WSC was to empower communities and therefore providing the sites put
forward are backed with evidence and have community support then WSC
will consider these sites.

Clir Kronbergs closed the public forum by stating that if the Parish

Council persevered with the number of 77 houses WSC have said that
could leave the village open to the 77 plus the 170.

6153

To agree a recommendation to the Parish Council relating to housing
numbers and preferred sites for the Neighbourhood Plan

Housing numbers

Clir Kronbergs explained the PC has two choices, to continue working on
the 77 dwellings which the NHP has been based on to date or to accept
West Suffolk Council’s number of 170. Having attended many meetings with
WSC and taken advice from consultants it is clear there was no realistic
option to reduce the number of houses allocated by WSC.

Clir Kronbergs confirmed than once sites are approved in the local plan

there is no mechanism in place to slow down the development and
developers/landowners can come forward with their planning applications.

'0 continue with the 77 houses would be met with opposition from WSC and be

rejected by the planning inspectorate.

It was proposed by Clir Kronbergs that the recommendation to the full
council would be to progress the NHP with a housing number of 170. This
was seconded by ClIr R Rawlings. ClIr Ford was also in agreement with the
recommendation.




Site Selection

@ BD3
BD2

SPA 1km CELL LIMIT Q‘” BD6
{

e

WSC has chosen sites BD9 for 20 houses and BD13 for 150 (see map
above).

Our own consultants have looked at the proposed sites and RAG rated
them. Red, meaning not viable; amber, minor constraints; and green no
constraints. The two sites given green status were BD9 and BD10. There
is already a planning application for one dwelling on BD10. BD9 was
downgraded to amber due to coalescence with Denham. Based on the RAG
ratings the preferred site for 77 houses was the reduced, western part of
BD13.

The Parish Council asked AECOM to examine five possible options for
delivery of the 170 houses proposed by WSC. The options were:

a) Allocation on BD12 only

b) Allocation on BD13 only

c) Allocations between sites BD6, BD8 and BD12

d) Allocations between sites BD6, BD8, BD9 and BD12

e) Allocations between sites BD9 and BD13

These options were tested against five criteria — biodiversity and
geodiversity; climate change; landscape; historic environment and land, soil
and water resources. .A scoring system was put in place and points were
allocated.

The scores were as follows:
Option A: 22.5
Option B: 28.5
Option C: 23.0
Option D: 20.0




Option E: 26.0

Based on the above results, option B and option E scored highest. The
NHP sub-committee is opposed to siting anything on BD9 due to
coalescence and therefore does not favour option E.

Discussions in the working party narrowed the choices down to either option
B or option C.

Clir R Rawlings stated that he preferred option C due to too many
constraints on option B. He raised concerns over the impact this option
would have on Dale Tree Road and concerns over the access points on
Bury Road and the proximity to Burthorpe. He pointed out that the distance
into the village isn’t much different from Bury Road or Barrow Hill. Clir R
Rawlings believed that option C offered the best site access and would have
less of an impact on residents as a whole. Option C came first in
landscape, historic environment, and land, soil and water resources.

Clir Ford agreed that he favoured splitting the development and agreed with
the points that Clir Rawling raised.

Clir Kronbergs stated that his preferred option would be option B. This
option scored highly in most areas with the exception of historic
environment. ClIr Kronbergs disagreed that coalescence with Burthorpe
would be an issue as there are houses further down Bury Road already,
past Burthorpe.

If the Parish Council chose an option that the consultants put third a good
case would need to be put forward with supporting evidence for the decision.

By having all the houses on one site there could be more scope for a
variety of housing/amenities.

Option B is closer to the centre of the village.

Clir Kronbergs stated that he had been in favour of the previous Parish
Council's proposal for development further south on Barrow Hill and made
reference to the misinformation involved in the campaign against it.

In summary, ClIr Kronbergs stated that option C is good but in his opinion
option B is better.

Clir Kronbergs proposed that both option B and option C be put forward to
the full Parish Council to vote on.

Clir R Rawlings seconded this proposal stating that it would widen the
debate. He also mentioned that a previous report had made reference to
coalescence between Barrow and Burthorpe, which could strengthen the
case to support option C. ClIr Ford agreed that both options should be
considered by the full Parish Council.

6154

Date of next Parish Council meeting
Monday 5" September 2022, in the Committee Room of Barrow Village Hall
at 7:15pm




The meeting was closed at 7:45pm

SIgNEA: L. (Chairman) date............cccoovviiiiiiiennnnn.
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BARROW cum DENHAM PARISH COUNCIL

MINUTES OF MEETING HELD IN THE COMMITTEE ROOM OF BARROW VILLAGE HALL ON
Monday 5t September 2022

Present:
Clir Pearson Clir Kronbergs Clir Wesley
Clir R Rawlings Clir Cousins
Clir T Bragg Clir Ford Clerk in attendance: Kat Bowe
Minute Action
Ref

6155 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
Clir Steer, ClIr Holmes, Clir K Rawlings

6156 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST AND DISPENSATIONS
None

6157 PUBLIC FORUM
There were 26 members of the public present.

One resident raised concerns about the size of the trees outside the Town
Estate Room. The trees have grown around the electric cables and could PW
pose a risk during a storm. The Parish Council confirmed quotes would be
obtained. ClIr Bragg stated that all the trees along the street need to be
looked at.

A resident asked about progress with WSC regarding the number of
dwellings required. ClIr Kronbergs confirmed the recommendation of the
NHP subcommittee was to accept the figure of 170 new dwellings. The
committee has come to the conclusion that there is no feasible way to
reduce this number. The consultants advised that the plan would be
rejected.

WSC have changed their approach, WSC need X number of new homes in
the district, these homes are then allocated out. There has been an
increase of number of homes to be allocated to the local area.

The policy to move away from villages has not yet fed through to local
councils. With the change in government everything is currently up in the
air.

One resident stated that the Barrow Protest Group has succeeded in
delaying development. Had the protest group have not got involved the
houses could have been under development by now and the village would
be 160 homes ahead of where it is now.

Clir Pearson drew attention to the site selection process and stated that
councillors will have to vote on site selection, the NHP will have to go to
referendum. He reminded residents that the NHP will not stop development.
If the NHP is voted down the village will be totally exposed.




IT was confirmed that Barrow Ducks supported the NHP.
The NHP is an enormous piece of work which residents will get to vote on.
The WSC local plan was due to be adopted in December 2023 but this has

been delayed to June 2024. The Parish Council aim to have the NHP
adopted ahead of the local plan.

6158

Minutes of the last meeting

The minutes from the Parish Council meeting on 4% July 2022 were
circulated prior to the meeting. The minutes were proposed by Clir R
Rawlings and seconded by ClIr Kronbergs with all Councillors in agreement.

The minutes from the NHP committee meeting on 25" August 2022 were
proposed by Clir R Rawlings and seconded by Clir Ford with all Councillors
in agreement.

6159

COUNTY COUNCIL REPORT
Clir Soons gave an overview of her report (available on the website). She
encouraged residents to contact her if they have any issues.

Clir Soons was asked about the road between Barrow and Bury. She
confirmed the road would be reinstated. The County Council had been paid
an enormous sum of money to grant a licence for the works. She is hopeful
the County Council will limit any future closures. The plan is to restart the
work in a more organised manor. Clir Pearson asked if Barrow could
receive something as compensation for the disruption as many residents
have been financially affected by the closures.

Clerk to email Clir Soons for update on work on pavement opposite the
Doctors.

Clerk

6160

Presentation from Representative(s) of BD13 (Land off Bury Road)6

A representative from Bloor gave an overview of the company and
acknowledged that development is an emotive issue. The land off Bury
Road has been identified in the local plan as a preferred site for 150 new
homes. Bloor have made representations to WSC who confirmed there were
no significant constraints. The Parish Council were given a brochure

containing a concept plan (this is available to view, contact the Parish Clerk).

Bloor expressed they are keen to engage with the local community.

Existing trees and hedge rows will be retained, and additional trees will be
planted. Bloor are happy to discuss community facilities, cycle paths,
pedestrian links and wish to work with the parish council and incorporate the
design guide.

A concept master plan is underway which includes enhancing the landscape
buffer to avoid coalescence with Burthorpe Green.

Houses will have air source heat pumps and electric charging points. The
planned density is 32 houses per hectare. There is a plan to include pocket
parks within the new development.




Clir Kronbergs asked if access from Bury Road was viable. It was confirmed
that the consultants from Highways had no concerns regarding access from
Bury Road.

Concerns were raised about green spaces. In previous developments the
spaces have been unkept. The parish council was assured that nothing is
fixed yet, the concept plan is up for discussion and alteration. The
landscape would form part of the planning process.

It as stated that the Parish Council has been criticised in the past for
received very little in community benefits from previous developments.

Bloor responded by confirming they had looked at the results of the last
consultation and could consider enhancing that current village hall, subsidies
for bus services for 20 years, expansion of the school, expansion of the
doctors/larger site, upgrading sports facilities or upgrading footpaths. The
S106 agreement would be drawn up after consultation with the Parish
Council.

6161

Presentation from Representative(s) of BD6, BD8 and BD12 (Land to
the East and West of Barrow Hill)

The representative of the landowners (of the above parcels of land) stated
that these landowners have come together to deliver a high quality
community focused scheme. A handout was given to the Parish Councillors
(this is available to view, contact the clerk).

The benefits of the site include employment opportunities, which the Parish
Council would be invited to be a trustee of, giving the Parish Council direct
involvement ensuring sustainability, community facilities — land for a new
community building, formal recreation ground of 5 hectares, the equivalent
of 4 football pitches.

The proposal includes 170 homes (density 30 homes per hectare) with a mix
of affordable housing. The homes will be sustainable and carbon zero. The
Parish Council will be invited to be on the design panel. Rights or way and
connectivity are very important. Opportunity to improve cycle paths and
pedestrian footpaths. Contribution towards bus routes providing viability.

Wildlife/ecology and habitat are at the forefront of the proposal. Areas of
information green space will be ecology focused. There will be formal areas
for recreation.

It was stated that this could be a once in a generation opportunity to deliver
community benefits to the village as there are three willing local landowners.

The Parish Council and residents will be able to have their say on the plans.

There will be a mix of homes, affordable/bungalows/opportunities for self
builds and a mixed-use scheme for employment including care home and
space for start-ups.

Willsummer Wood will be protected and expanded. Denham and Burthorpe
will retain their character and identity. The proposal includes two access
roads of Barrow Hill.




The representative was asked if he was confident, they could deliver the
houses plus space for amenities and open space. The proposal is for 100
houses to the east and 70 houses to the west. The land allocated for
housing meets the needs of 170 homes without encroaching on employment
land.

Local landowners want any S106 monies ringfenced for the village.

6162

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Given the information received regarding the two sites, site selection will be
made at a meeting at a later date. The site selection will be made on the
merit of the site itself. Clir Kronbergs proposed holding an extraordinary
meeting next Monday with the full council in attendance. Clerk to check
councillors’ availability.

It is important that a decision on the number of houses and the preferred
sites is made soon as without this the policies can not be finalised. Once the
draft NHP has been completed a Regulation 14 consultation will take place.
Once this consultation has been taken on board the NHP is submitted to the
Planning Inspectorate. If it is approved the final stage, is the referendum.
Everyone on the electoral roll is eligible to vote.

The sub committee is recommending the housing number remains at 170.

Clerk

6163

Highways

a) Roadworks - between Westley & Saxham - CR 365755
The work on the gas main from Bury to Saxham will resume but will be more
adequately resourced. ClIr Pearson proposed that we request a freedom of
information request to find out how much money Suffolk Highways was paid
for the work. This was seconded by Clir Wesley.

Clerk

6164

DISTRICT COUNCIL REPORT
Clir Houlder confirmed the importance of a NHP. It is an important tool to
get points across to WSC and to steer the village for the future.

Clir Houlder raised concerns about the cost-of-living crisis and questioned
what the government could do to help.

The District Council is being very careful with its budget, the impact of the
cost of COVID has been huge. There is very little spare money.

Clir Pearson raised concerns about home working. Offices are sitting
empty. The clerk raised concerns about the service received, especially
from the planning department. Two weeks to reply to emails and phones
going straight to voicemail.

6165

To receive the Community Police Report
See Appendix one for the police report.

6166

Your Police Your Say - public meeting dates announced for 2022
For information — dates are on the noticeboard




6167

Community infrastructure
a) Painted Rocks bench

This is ongoing, awaiting the engineer’s proposal. JP
b) Papeley Meadow Bus Shelter JP
Clir Pearson to replace pain of glass, cost authorised up to £100 this was
proposed by Clir Wesley and seconded by ClIr Kronbergs
c) Fly tipping
A report of fly tipping in the village car park. This has been cleared.
d) Parking on the Green
The Parish Council received a complaint about parking on The Green. JP
Permission had been given for a gravelled area to be used as a turning Clerk
point. This is now being used regularly for parking cars. Clir Pearson to
speak to the resident. Clerk to re-agenda for October meeting.
e) Footpaths — Dog mess
There have been increasing reports of dog mess on footpaths. Clerk to Clerk
order signs. This was proposed by ClIr Ford and seconded by Clir Wesley.
f) 20mph speed limit request
There has been a request to introduce a 20mph speed limit in the village.
Clir Pearson did not think Barrow would qualify or fit the criteria. Clerk to
email Cllr Soons. Concerns were raised about the attitude of people and Clerk
policing a change in speed limit.
6168 Sports changing facility — S106 Monies
The Parish Council are seeking competitive quotes for power. Clir Wesley PW
to contact Network Power.
6169 Simpson Way Open Space
The Clerk contacted WSC to arrange a meeting regarding the Grove Park
open space. After several phone calls it was established that the open
space should be treated as a floral lawn and not a wildflower meadow,
meaning it should be cut every six weeks not once a year. The Green has
now been cut and will be on a six weekly cutting rota.
6170 Dalham/Denham Confirmation order
After a long running dispute, the footpath has been reinstated.
Clerk to find out when the new signage will be in place and when it will Clerk
appear on OS maps.
6171 Phase Two discretionary Council Tax Rebate Grant
For information
6172 Suffolk Wildlife Trust - Consideration of the Natural Environment and
Biodiversity in Neighbourhood Plans
This is a paid for service, in order for the Parish Council to use it, it would be | ZK

necessary to find a grant to cover the cost. Clir Kronbergs to look into it.




6173

Suffolk Climate Action Community Match Fund

Clerk to speak to Village Hall Management Committee to see if they are Clerk
interested in matched funding for solar panels/charging points.
6174 West Suffolk Council - Community Chest funding round for 2023-24 is
now open
An opportunity for community groups to apply for funding for a one-off Clerk
project. Clerk to ask if the changing facility on the playing field would be
considered.
6175 SALC
a) SALC ebulletins
For information
b) SALC area forums - September 2022
15t September at 7pm, Clir Kronbergs to attend.
6176 Financial Matters

a) To receive the council’s current financial statement
Adoption of the Accounts was proposed by Clir Ford seconded by Clir R
Rawlings with all Councillors in agreement.

b) To confirm payments

2022/2023 Accounts

EXPENDITURE

Date Payee Amount | Notes

BACS — Verse £340.00 Mewslink Printing
18072022

BACS — Mr T Austin £132.00 [ June wages
130712022

oo - Wave £52.18 Allotment water
23712022

BACS — Kat Bowe £565.00 | July wages
290712022

BACS — Mr T Austin £152.00 | July wages
01/05/2022

BACS — HMRC £35.00 July PAYEIMI
D308/2022

BACS — RH Landscapes £705.00 | June grass cufling
09/08/2022

BACS — Kat Bowe £157.60 Expenzes
09/D8/2022

BACS — RH Landscapes £7953.00 | July grass cutting
2410812022

BACS — McGregor Services £462.00 | July grass cutting
24/03/2022

BACS — RH Landscapes £703.00 May grass cuiting (rec’d invoice
241082022 late)

BACS — McGregor Services £570.00 | June grass cutting
2410812022

BACS — Kat Bowe £5632.00 | August wages
30082022

RECEIPTS

Date Rec’d from Amount | Notes
01/038/2022 Salvation Army £7699 Recycling credit
05/08/2022 £154.00 | Burial plot??
24/08,2022 F Harris — Fair rent £100.00 Fair rent




The payments were proposed by Clir Wesley and seconded by Clir Cousins
c) To approve invoices

McGregor Services £380
Hammond Ford £297.50

The above invoices were approved. They were proposed by Clir Cousins
and seconded by ClIr Wesley

6177 PLANNING
Ref Location Application Details
DC/22/0757/HH Highfields 9 Mill Lane Barrow Suffolk IP29 5BS
Householder planning application - part two storey, part single
storey rear extensions (following demolition of conservatory)
No Objection
DC/22/1348/HH 3 Stoney Lane Barrow Suffolk P29 5DD
Householder planning application - a. installation of one window
to ground floor front elevation b. single storey rear extension c. first
floor rear extension above dining room. d. first floor rear extension over
utility
No Objection
DC/22/1390/LB The Gables 19 Bury Road Barrow I[P29 5AE
Application for listed building consent - single storey side
extension with weatherboarding cladding to match existing dwelling
No Objection
6178 To note the following planning determinations
DC/21/2279/FUL  Land Adjacent 16 The Green Barrow Suffolk  Planning
application - a. two dwellings; b. creation of windows within boundary walls;
c. widening of existing access and d. associated parking (following
demolition of outbuilding and swimming pool - Approved
DC/21/2280/LB Land Adjacent 16 The Green Barrow Suffolk
Application for listed building consent - a. two dwellings (following demolition
of outbuilding and swimming pool); b. creation of windows within boundary
walls — Approved
6179 Planning application circulated during August; no objections received

from councillors

DC/22/1159/HH 16 Simpson Way Barrow Suffolk IP29 5EA
Householder planning application - single storey rear extension

For information




6180 DATE OF NEXT MEETING
3 October 2022 in the Committee Room of Barrow Village Hall at 7:15pm.

The meeting was closed 9:20pm

SIgNEA: ... (Chairman) date..............ccoiiiiinan,



APPENDIX ONE

COMMUNITY POLICE REPORT - SEPTEMBER 22

MESSAGES

There were no messages from the Police to cascade this month.
REPORTED CRIME FOR THE MONTH OF MAY ‘22 — Total number =3

Violence & Sexual =1

Anti - Social Behaviour =1

Other Theft = 1

CATEGORY

LOCATION

TIMELINE/ACTION

Other Theft

On or near Poplar Close

Under Investigation

Anti — Social Behaviour

On or near Johnson Rd

No crime line data

Violence & Sexual

On or Near Cedar Road

Unable to prosecute
suspect

REPORTED CRIME FOR THE MONTH OF JUNE ‘22 —

Total number=5

CATEGORY

LOCATION

TIMELINE/ACTION

Criminal Damage/Arson

On or near Cedar Road

Under investigation

Violence & Sexual

On or near Cedar Road

Under investigation

Public Order Offence

On or near Cedar Road

Under investigation

Other theft

On or near Premier Store

Under Investigation

Violence & Sexual

On or near Barrow Hill

Under investigation

Figures for July 2022 — not yet published

Speeding Bury Road - | have received complaints from residents of speeding down Bury Road
(before/after Papley Meadow where Community Speed Watch normally conduct their checks). A
request was made for a Police Speed check be conducted. | have contacted our Community

Police Officer and am awaiting a response.

In addition, it was reported that motor cyclists are speeding up and down the road late at night. As
there are no details have suggested that dates and times should be recorded and then reported as

ASB. | have mentioned this to the Community Police Officer.

Ralph Rawlings
4t September 2022
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Benefits to the community

- Provision of land for extensive recreational facilities including
sports pitches and informal open space as well as expansion
capacity for further facilities as required;

- Provision oflandforanew Community Building and associated
narking to replace the existing Village Hall;

- Recreation ground donated on a long leasehold basis along
with financial contributions to facilities;

. Gettable housing / new homes of mixed tenure, type and
smaller sizes, including affordable homes, self/custom build
and a Care Home / Assisted Living, to meet local needs, within
a high-quality landscape setting;

- An opportunity to explore the Parish Council’s direct
involvement in the delivery of Gettable / Affordable Housing
to the village;

- Substantial landscaping including provision of woodland
belts to sustain the identity of the village and to enhance the
biodiversity of the area;

Along with the list of benefits
highlighted below, experience from
the recent exhibition and responses
provided have outlined an ambition
to principally see the delivery of:

Sports facilities including
contemporary community
accommodation;

Improvements to the Primary
School;

Genuinely affordable housing;

A mix of new homes for all
generations;

Self-build opportunities;

Improvement to footpath linkage to
village; and

A mix of employment uses,

including a Care Home, to provide
sustainable working opportunities
for Barrow.

- Provision of a cycleway to the village;

- Provide a high-quality entrance to the village;

- Provision of a Care Home / Assisted Living to meet the needs

of an aging population;

- Employment (mixed-use) land tofacilitate sustainable working

options within the village;

. Contributions to improved health facilities;

- An increased customer base for existing shops, services and

community facilities;

- Provision of Sustainable Urban Drainage (SUDS) to manage

surface water from the proposed scheme;

- Improvements to the village primary school by way of a

financial contribution from the proposed scheme (ring fenced
to Barrow Primary School); and

- Potential traffic calming measures by way of a financial

contribution from the proposed scheme.






