Tattenham T Preston Residents’ Association

DRAFT

Annual General Meeting held at Tattenham Corner Library Date 23rd March 2023

Persons
Present

Kath Chattelle, Martin Beard, John Smith, John Kemp, Assad Jamil, Jill Bray, Nick
Harrison, Richard Mantle, Bob Harper, Tim Snuggs. There were 34 local residents.

The meeting was opened by Kath Chattelle at 7.30pm. Kath welcomed the residents to the meeting and
explained how we wished the meeting to progress, so all matters could be discussed.

1 Chairs
Report

KC | KC spoke of the work the team does each year, emphasising the planters at
Tattenham Corner and the poppies on the lamp posts for Remembrance Day.

KC mentioned that the committee closely monitors planning applications. Where
appropriate we deliver leaflets to those residents affected by such plans.

The T&PRA supports the Banstead Commons Conservators and the work they do
maintaining Banstead Heath, Banstead Downs, Park Downs and Burgh Heath.

KC stated that the committee and Road Stewards still deliver the newsletter by hand
to nearly 4,500 households three times a year, so we can see for ourselves any issues
that might affect the residents. It also saves money we can use for other matters.

KC praised lan Mockford, the associations web master, and John Kemp, the E-
Newsletter editor, for ensuring both these platforms are accurate and up to date.

KC mentioned the upcoming council elections and finished by emphasising the
Associations aims to retain, enhance and improve the area we live in and asked for
any ideas on what or where things should happen.

2 Previous
Minutes

KC | KC explained that the minutes were not available this evening.

3Treasurers
Report

The Associations finances were as shown on copies available placed on chairs at the
meeting. Income from residents remained good via BACs and envelopes.

The biggest single expenditure was the flagpole and plaque by the Library.

RM stated the Association had a healthy budget as at December 2022.

The accounts were proposed by John Smith and seconded by Leslie Beard

=R

4Election of
Committee

KC | Stated the Committee members had all expressed their willingness to continue as
such. This was proposed by Leslie Beard and seconded by Steve Oakley

5 Adoption of
RA’s

JB | JB introduced Tim Snuggs to the meeting. Already very busy in local affairs Tim, if
elected, would be an excellent addition to the councillors in the association. This

Candidate.for year Jill had intended to step down from her role as Borough councillor after 18

May Election years in the position. However for the next 12 months Tim will shadow Jill in her
role and step in fully next year. Proposed by Steve Oakley and seconded by Steve
Doyle.

6Councillors | JB | Spoke for both herself and NH who was suffering from a sore throat.

Reports

Shawley Way School All Weather Sports Pitches.




Shawley Way
School All
Weather
Pitches.

JB started by stating that the information sheet delivered to houses adjoining the
school was not written by or known of by the committee until one was handed to
Jill.

JB reported on the meeting she and NH had with the school. Having heard the
proposal JB and NH commented on the times and days of use and the lack of
parking. Whilst the school initially stated they would reduce the hours and days of
use, none of the points they raised have been actioned or communicated in the two
months since the meeting.

In her capacity as a committee member JB invited comment;

There was an initial criticism of JB for attending the meeting without consulting the
local residents.

JB explained; It was an exploratory meeting to investigate the proposal so she and
Nick could report to the AGM what the facts were. Nothing had been negotiated or
agreed although JB and NH made comments based on the proposals. The school
apparently accepted them but had not done anything to action them.

The meeting then became quite lively as the following points were made.

Most of the residents attending the meeting stated that the use of the pitches will
mean an unacceptable increase in noise during the evenings, weekends and holidays.

The extra traffic created will exacerbate the already awful parking problems
surrounding the school.

Increase the risk of a child being knocked down because of the extra traffic
especially during the dark evenings, when football and rugby is traditionally played.

The new gate built next to 57 Shawley Way had added to the danger to children.
Parents already stop next to it on the pavement so their children had the shortest
walk into school.

The proposed entrance to the new pitches will be used by both cars and children.

A surveyor raised several matters including flooding in the area, the known issues
around parking, the extra noise and longer periods of extra noise into the evening.
He also emphasised where children and cars will be using the same gate.

One lady stated that bats roosting in the trees adjoining the school will be adversely
affected. It is well known that light and noise on the bats causes them to become
disorientated and unable to feed. She requested a report should be called for
examining the situation of the bats known to be living next to the school.

Unlike all the other playing fields and all weather pitches in the area, and there are
already plenty, this particular site is completely surrounded by residential houses.
This will guarantee the maximum disturbance to nearby residents.

The people living along ShawleyWay reported twice daily blocking of their drives
during school pickup and drop off times. They believe that once the pitches were

built this would increase into the evenings, weekends and holidays.

They also reported many incidents of traffic accidents over the years where the




guilty party more often than not just drove away.

There have already been reports of near misses where a child has almost been hit by
a car. The extra traffic will surely increase the chances of an accident happening.
Also mentioned several times was the worry that the proposal allows those using the
pitches to access parts of the school for changing and toilet facilities. This would
allow many unknown individualsadults included to access parts of the school where
there would be pictures of children.

Residents who lived adjoining the playing fields were very worried about the noise
and late nights affectingtheir homes. This also worried residents who live further
away. Several residents asked who will police the extra use of the school.

The extra traffic will increase the risk of an accident to children further afield as
people travel to or from the school. This is in addition to increased parking issues,
blocking of roads, noise, light pollution and damage to wildlife.

Several more residents stated that these pitches when in use are always noisy and
involved extra traffic especially when used later in the evenings.

There was also the extra mess and dirt that would come into the school when the
facilities were used.

There were comments about lack of supervision at such pitches and increased anti
social behaviour.

One commenter stated that at pitches he had been involved with, the pitch had to be
inspected before children could play on it because of the use of drugs in and around
the grounds.

Over time there will almost certainly be a relaxing of any restrictions imposed on
the times and days of use.

Some residents found it hard to believe the proposers of the development were being
honest, given the way they had ‘consulted’ with local residents.It was felt it needed
to be stopped, because once built it will be impossible to remove it.

There were several comments about the way the consultation by the school was
presented;

Very little warning- the next day

Only residents adjoining the school were notified

No wider notification.

NH only told (by another resident) 30 minutes before the consultation.

No detail in the consultation and no real answers given to questioners.

JB answered a criticism that none of the committee attended this consultation - quite
simply no members were informed - even those who live nearby and would be
affected by the pitches.

JB explained her position in the council and that she would remain open minded.
She pointed out that the Planning Officers will only consider certain matters raised
about development. Anything outside those points cannot be considered by them.

JB recommended checking the RA website and E-Newsletter. She stated she would
advise of all developments on the website and E-News so residents were kept fully




informed.

It was decided to organise a working group of knowledgeable local residents to
discuss the issues and decide what effective and accurate comments could be made.

MB obtained details of three residents and sent them privately to KC, JB and NH.

A short break for drinks and discussion was taken between 8.40pm and 8.55pm.

RavenGarage
Development

JB

JB restarted with a brief history of Raven Housing Trust and how they came to be
managing so much land in the area.

Raven gave their reasons for demolishing the garages. They are in need of expensive
repairs or were in danger of falling down. Many of them are being used for storage,
not car parking. The current garages are too small for modern cars so several cars
were parked in front of the garage.

JB reported that none of the sites met the planning requirements.

She and NH visited all of the sites where Raven are proposing to knock down
garages and build houses. A leaflet explaining what was proposed and what
residents might consider about the proposals was prepared and delivered to houses
immediately around each site.

John Smith raised the issue of many households having more than one car.

A resident stated the garages may be small but his motorcycle fitted and was safe.
Issues raised by residents around these plans were;

The access track in Upland Way designated footpath used by children and vehicles.
All of the sites were too small for the number of houses proposed.

The large waste collection vehicles will not be able to get close to the new houses so
the waste bins will have to be pulled by the residents up to the road. These bins will
then sit beside the road outside existing houses causing an obstruction and an
eyesore.

How will someone with restricted mobility cope with moving full waste bins.

Raven gave some residents a week to empty their garage so they could be rebuilt. A
week later, after vacating, they were told about the development plans.

None of the garage sites have any foul waste removal pipes. How will Raven get rid
of dirty water.

Several residents mentioned that they would not only be seriously overlooked by
these new buildings because of the slope of the land, but also because some of the
new houses would be so close to theirs.

Several people were worried about the lack of fencing and the security of their
property. Once again the slope of the land meant a normal six foot fence would not

provide any privacy.

The councillors’ opinion was that there were too many houses proposed. The




removal of one house from each site would make the proposal less worrying.

However Raven’s reply to this was that removing one house would make the project
not financially viable.

7 Any
Other
Business

KC

Other matters raised were;

Since the removal of the toilets on the Downs people were using the nearby trees,
including the boundary bushes of peoples’ houses. Could new facilities be
considered.

JB responded that various nefarious activities were taking place at the old toilets
which is why they were demolished.

The potholes in Coxdean Road are terrible - can they be repaired please.

Request for a 20mph speed limit in Shawley Way for safety reasons.

JB reported that Chetwode Road will be repaired. The money is available.

A resident reported that there had been a spate of burglaries in the area. Could there
be a Police presence?

JB stated that we can speak with the Reigate North Police Station.

NH reported that he had just seen a regular report from the police although he had
not yet had time to study it in detail.

Date of Next Meeting To be arranged

Meeting Closed by KC at 9.50pm




