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Place The Ralli Room, Ashtead Peace Memorial Hall 10.00  - 12.00 am 

Present  Daphne Burnett (DB), Ray Cane (RC), Mary Cooper (MC), Mark Everett, 
Roy Guy (RG), Paula Hancock, Paul Hancock, David Harper (DH) David 
Hawksworth (PDH), Kate Henderson (KH), Nigel Herbert (NH), John 
Longstaff (JL), James Millar Craig, John Morgan (JM), Allan Mornement, 
Glynis Peterkin (GP), Marie Pigden, Sue Stansfield, Di Stirling (DS), Chris 
Townsend (CT), Tony Tuley (TT), Pam Ventham-Smith, Sofia Welsby 
(SW) and Patricia Wiltshire (PW) 

In attendance Jane Smith (JS) MVDC 

Apologies Jean Bradley (JB), Bob Cane, Gordon Chilton, Tony Cooper, Andy Ellis 
(AE), and Peter Smith. 

Non 
attendees 

Mary Chandler, Bryan Davis, Glynis Gatenby, Zoe Green, Elizabeth 
Hrywniak, Alex Tombs (AT), Jackie Quinn  

 

Topic Action 

1 & 2 Introduction and Minutes of the Last Meeting  

 The apologies were read out. 

 The minutes of the February meeting were agreed and signed and it was 
confirmed that all the action points had been addressed.  

 

3. Housing Report  

GP gave a short introduction to the Draft Housing Policies as circulated prior to 
the discussion.  

NH asked what influence the policies could have and was the Forum limited in 
what it could achieve. JS replied that if the policies go into the NDP they will 
then become part of MVDC’s policy.  

 DH raised his concern that Policies 1 and 2 in particular were too prescriptive 
and this led to a lengthy discussion which covered the following topics: 

 It was suggested that rather than state the ideal percentage of 
bedrooms in relation to the proposed total number of dwellings to be 
built, the percentage should be based on the size of the plot. This would 
render it more difficult for developers making efforts to sidestep the 
requirements. 

 The use of the age range and predicted age range of the residents of 
Ashtead as stated in the 2011 census was queried because of its 
seeming lack of accuracy. It was pointed out the influx of younger 
families with children which is leading to the need for more infant and 
junior school places has happened since the census.  PW, who has links 
with the surgeries, offered to try to ascertain the current age profile of 
patients. 

 PW raised her concern that the statistics used by ACV were not 
undertaken scientifically. A proper survey of the village needed to be 
done and an appropriate mix needed to be obtained. TT replied that the 
previous survey had been obtained by requesting feedback from every 
household through the newsletter, press articles and a public meeting. 
However, TT said that ACV would endeavour to obtain more data to 
verify the assumed age profiles used  in the housing report.   
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 It was pointed out that there was no reference for the need to provide 
housing for the elderly.  Housing Policy 3 simply stated that “dwellings 
within 400 meters of the centre points of the shopping areas must meet 
the needs of the elderly”. The use of a specific distance was also 
queried and it was suggested that proximity to a bus stop would be of 
more use. 

 The topic of houses being built to Lifetimes Homes Standards was 
raised but JS reported that it was no longer a government policy. 

 Concern was expressed by DH that proposed accommodation for the 
elderly was not being assigned sufficient parking spaces.  It was pointed 
out that there is a MVDC policy for the number of parking spaces 
allowed which in turn was challenged as being too low.  Adequate 
parking should be allowed not just for the residents but also for visitors 
some of which might be providing essential professional services.   

 SW suggested that larger houses could allow for three generations to 
live together to the benefit of all.  To this was added the suggestion that 
it could also allow for residents to work from home which could help with 
the problem of commuting by car.  

 GP asked JS if there was a way to overcome the impact on the 
infrastructure of the steady accumulation of small site developments 
being allowed through by the Inspector. JS suggested that the 
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) that is to be introduced should be 
able to be used in this context.  

 RC asked why there was nothing in the policy regarding bungalows. JS 
offered to research whether other NDPs had successfully included 
policies favouring bungalows  

 Throughout the discussion members stressed the need to maintain the 
mix of housing as it stands in the village.  It was also put forward that the 
Inspector should also be made aware of this mix and of each of the 
areas of Ashtead as surveyed by MVDC.   Despite it being MVDC policy 
to retain the mixed character CT said that it should also be stated in the 
wording of Policy No 6.  JM suggested that this mix should also be 
referenced in the policy not so much in terms of numbers but in the 
context of individual streets. 

 RG asked what was meant by “suitable for the elderly”. AE is to be 
asked to specify criteria to fully explain the term.  

 JS said that during this discussion she was picking up two very different 
arguments and the Forum will need to decide whether it is to support 
large houses or small houses.  

 JM requested that the Housing Policy made closer reference to the 
Vision in that it was trying to turn the Vision into fact. 

 The Forum then voted on the wording of each of the draft policies.  
Policies No 1and 2 were rejected and Nos 3 – 6 were accepted. 
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4. The Plan to NDP 

TT ran through the possible timetable to the point when the NDP could be 
offered to the village in a referendum.  Being realistic the NDP will not be ready 
for the 2016 election. Therefore, the decision to be made is, should it wait until 
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the 2017 election or be offered as soon as it is ready which could be the autumn 
of 2016.  JS explained that money would be available for it to be undertaken 
outside of an election if the Forum wished. JMC advised a wait until the election 
of 2017 for a guaranteed higher turnout.  The final decision is to be made when 
the passage of the NDP is clearer. 

 As part of this discussion the need to gather more evidence was raised 
once again at which it was pointed out that this would add to the time to 
be take to complete the NDP. DB suggested that school fairs were a 
good way to contact the younger members of the village.  

 

 

 

 

6, 7 and 8 The Transport, Environment and Economy Reports. 

With very limited time left it was agreed that the summaries of each of these 
would be looked at followed by a quick discussion.  This was achieved and it 
was further agreed that any comments members wish to make on any of the 
reports should be sent to DS. These will then be collated and sent out together 
with the reports before the next meeting when they will be discussed in full.  The 
deadline for comments is Tuesday 16th June. 

 

 

ALL 

 

9. AOB 

DS announced that Andy Ellis would like to hear from any members of the 
Forum who as yet do not deliver leaflets but would like to do so or who would 
like to do more. 

 

 

ALL 

10. Dates for meetings at APMH in 2015 are as follows: 

Saturday 12th September and Saturday 14th November. 

 

 

 


