Hanslope Parish Council
Public Meeting, Wednesday 22" January 2025, 7pm, Hanslope Community Hall.

Meeting Notes
Present:

Hanslope Parish Council: D Courtman (Chair), R Simpkins, R Wallond, G Merry (recording)
Thames Valley Police: PC C Pennicott, PCSO T Skippen
MKCC: J Williamson, Monitoring & Implementation Team Leader (Planning Obligations)

Chairman’s welcome: DC opened the meeting and welcomed guests from Thames Valley Police and
MK City Council.

Local Thames Valley Police Q&A: CP stated she is one of the officers for Newport Pagnell and the rural
areas, introduced PCSO Skippen and invited questions:

Q: What is being done to address anti-social behaviour and drug taking?

A: Patrols are happening but in unmarked cars, so not obvious to the public. TVP can only act on
reports made and often this is led by volume. All were encouraged to report everything on 101 or via
the TVP website. There are specific teams addressing drug dealing. Calling 101 is anonymous.

Q: What is being done about parking congestion in the village?
A: The police only have power to address parking issues if this is blocking the highway or if it is
dangerous. The local council has powers of enforcement.

Q: What can be done about parking on pavements?
A: Has it been reported to the council? GM responded that it had but there was a lack of enforcement.
CP will engage with the council on this matter.

Q: Could parking enforcement officers come out unannounced?
A: CP will ask them and will also look into publishing more advice?

Q: There is not enough parking in the village and there needs to be more enforcement and fines.

Q: The BT phone exchange on Gold Street should be opened up for parking. DC stated the land had
been sold on by BT.

Q: The June-Sept crime statistics for Hanslope (published) showed an alarming increase in assaults
and thefts — why is this and could the reports have more detail?

A: CP stated that crimes are recorded as originally reported, although in due course they often turn
out to differ in classification. TS will look into refining her statistics/reporting and give better detail.
DC advised using Faraday boxes for storing car keys.

Members of PC S106 Group: introduction

DC introduced members of the PC’'s S106 working group and stated Ward Clir Andrews is also a
member but attending a meeting at the Civic Centre, on behalf of the village. Another member, Clir
Flatley had also sent apologies as he is working. RW outlined that the 3 ‘new’ large developments in
Hanslope had resulted in significant amounts of Section 106 money (money from developers) which
is now coming in to MKCC. This is to be spent on projects for the village e.g. for leisure and recreation,
as well as some to go into district-wide services e.g. highways and education. A working group had
been formed to look at what is available and the group were keen to hear from residents re. any




projects they would like to see. RS outlined the following projects completed in recent years, using
$106 money:
e The Muti-Use Games Area and associated drainage work to the football pitch.
e Refurbishment of the community hall (former scout hall), to install disabled toilet, new ceiling,
heating and lighting.
e Qutdoor gym equipment
e Improvement to the allotments — toilet, fencing.

A plan is in progress to install 2 cricket nets on the Rec. and in due course, remodelling of the
pavilion/hall/changing rooms into a multi-use building with upgraded facilities for the community. RS
invited guests to view the shortlisted architects’ plans on display. He advised that neither the working
group nor the PC have powers to address issues with the Dr’s surgery. As frustrating as this is, it a
private business and it is incumbent on them to apply for funding.

Representative from MKCC (JW): what is S106 money, legalities etc:

JW thanked the PC and stated he is interested to hear what works for local people for their community.
He explained what planning obligations are and outlined the early process of developers negotiating
with MKCC, as to what is written into legal agreements and for what projects. Occasionally, $106 will
be spent outside of the parish defined in the agreement, if it will still benefit those living in the parish
e.g. a secondary school attended by children in the parish. The money still belongs to the developer,
even when paid to MKCC. They hold it on behalf of the developer and administrate the process.
Monies are released according to clauses in the agreements, usually associated with reaching defined
levels of occupancy. Unused S106 must be returned to the developer, usually after 10 years has
elapsed.

Open Forum/Q&A
Q: Does the money earn interest?
A: Yes it does and this can be spent on projects

Q: If the original landowner signed the S106 agreement, should they not be paying the money?
A: No because the obligations within the agreement get passed on to the developer if the land has
been bought by that developer.

Q: When does payment begin?

A: There are various ‘trigger points’ but usually once occupancy starts. MKCC then ensures the money
is received and is disseminated according to need. However, MKCC do not deliver health services or
run medical practices and the money can only be for capital improvement, not for hiring or staff costs.
MKCC have negotiated with the Integrated Care Board (for Hanslope, based in Northants) and
although they are interested in improvement, this is another layer of approval required.

Q: Can money be moved to a different category if in due course, no need is proven in the original
category?

A: Itis rare but it can happen. The original signatories to the agreement must agree to the change and
this can be complicated. JW works with parish councils to check legal compliance and ensure
applications meet criteria. Some funding is very specific e.g. Highways funding for specified sections
of highway. It also does not cover long-term maintence so applicants must demonstrate they have
resources for this.

Q: If the categories are quite specified, how flexible can you be?
A: There is some room for interpretation e.g. ‘District Parks’ may be used for recreation grounds etc.
In the case of Hanslope, the 3 recent developments followed on from each other quite rapidly and this



meant that clauses specified in the earlier agreements were overtaken by subsequent need. This may
mean that funding could be moved from one site to another.

Q: Could there be funding for the Community Orchard?
A: There isn’t a category for Community Orchards as such but JW’s team can try to be flexible e.g. it
may be considered part of the village hall offer.

Q: Can S106 be used to buy a piece of land, e.g. the Watt’s Arms garden?

JW: Necessity and public benefit would need to be demonstrated but yes in principle.
Q: The Watts arms could be converted to a community space.

A: Pubs in other parishes have done similar.

Q: Hanslope will struggle to spend the amounts set aside for ‘Public Art’ for example. How prescriptive
is this?
A: Public Art may be interpreted quite broadly.

Q: How are decisions made?
JW stated that the parish will come up with ideas for projects and the PC approaches MKCC. The parish
council acts as the conduit for the residents. RW asked for people to write in with suggestions.

Q: Re. cycle routes to surrounding villages and into the city itself, can S106 be used to improve
connectivity?

A: It would have to be on a major scale with Highway’s involvement. $106 tends to be for more
localised projects, as it is almost impossible to deliver large-scale projects.

Q: If a project meets the criteria, can the developer express an opinion on how money is spent?
A: Not really. MKCC are the ‘gatekeeper’ although a developer could challenge MKCC's interpretation
of legal wording.

Q: Can the parish council buy the Watt’s Arms garden and develop it as a community area.
A: This was appreciated but the planning permission for 2 houses is already in progress. The parish
council have objected and will monitor the outcome.

Q: Where can the information be found re. available funds?

A: GM responded that the MKCC website has a publicly accessed section - Exacom:
https://pfm.exacom.co.uk/miltonkeynes/. RW will also publish a spreadsheet he has created for
Hanslope funds only.

Q: Is there time pressure on any funds?
A: JW stated the ones in danger of expiring have been dealt with and funds allocated, so none were
currently time pressured.

RW advised everyone to submit their ideas using the QR code (distributed on the night, available on
the flyers for the meeting, available on P19 of the Hanslope Herald), or email to
section106@hanslopeparishcouncil.gov.uk. Physical forms were given out and will be available from
The Cock. He invited members of the public with any specialised knowledge to join the working group.
A member of the school governors asked to be more involved and will speak with RW. RW also asked
for volunteers with experience of fund-raising from other sources. RW stated the working group will
keep residents updated. Once ideas are submitted, these will be collated and a plan will be devised.
He asked for ideas within 6 weeks. JW offered to meet with the group.
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DC thanked everyone for attending and closed the meeting at 8.20pm.

GM
23/1/25



