
CHART SUTTON NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

MINUTES OF STEERING GROUP HELD AT CHART SUTTON  

VILLAGE HALL ON 22/6/26 

 

Present Robert Sagrott (Chair) 

  Chris Webb 

Steven Waring (part of meeting) 

Wendy Gatward 

Kerry Dreger 

Alison Eardley (Planning Consultant) 

 

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the comments received from both statutory 

consultees and residents resulting from the formal Regulation 14 consultation process 

which concluded on 12 June. 

AE had collated all such comments and responses, whether received by letter, e-mail, 

completed survey forms or via the website (Survey Monkey), and produced a 

spreadsheet, structured by the policies, in order to facilitate discussion. The basic task 

for the SG was to decide which comments should be taken on board ie reflected in the 

next (Regulation 16) version of the Plan. Over 100 comments were tabulated. 

The main points discussed were 

1. Policy CS1 (Location of development) received the support of 57.5% of 

respondents (Strongly Agree and Agree) versus 36.3% against (Disagree and 

Strongly Disagree). 

2. Similarly, there was strong support for Policy CS2 (66.6% versus 33.4%) 

3. All other policies received strong support which is not surprising as they evolved 

from the village meetings where the needs of Chart Sutton were discussed. 

4. Substantial comments had been received from MBC, principally relating to the 

35 houses allocation and the creation of a Settlement Boundary. A meeting 

needs to be held with MBC to talk through their comments and reach agreement 

and to discuss the Regulation 16 timetable (this subsequently took place on 24 

June). 

5. B.Yond  raised multiple points, effectively culminating in a request to be a joint 

preferred site. This was not felt to be appropriate given a) the lack of support 

within the village for their proposed development and b) the lack of appetite of 

residents for development above the 35 allocated. 

6. DHA, as agent for the site south of Amber Lane, raised a couple of relatively 

minor points under CS2 which can probably be agreed but discussion will be 

needed. RS is to arrange a meeting which will also cover site access 

arrangements and progress to date with their application. 



7. Policy CS9 (Horticulture) received a high level of comments, driven no doubt 

by the recent planning applications for a substantial acreage of polytunnels in 

an area of beauty. Banning of polytunnels is not feasible (or legal) but it should 

be possible to strengthen the proposed policy based on the ideas submitted. 

RS to revisit the policy and circulate for comments 

8. The owner of the garage has objected to the area being defined as a Non-

Designated Heritage Asset (comment 63). The issue centres on how ownership 

of the green is actually split between the garage and the Parish Council and 

this is to be investigated 

9. Comment 78 related to two possible additional Locally Significant views but 

these are probably outside the parish 

10. All comments are captured in the spreadsheet/table, along with, where 

appropriate, the action to be taken. It will be published as part of the Regulation 

16 documents. 

 

The timing of the next Steering Group Meeting depends on the discussions with the 

parties mentioned above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


