Neighbourhood Plan Group Progress Report — October 2025

Call For Sites Report

This has now been finalised and all constraints to its publication resolved. It has been submitted to
TCC for endorsement prior to it being posted on the TTC website and published to the NPG.

We hereby request that endorsement via a vote. The document was distributed to all Councillors and
now is a good time to ask questions.

The delay was due to three potential sites, which were on the previous LAA and were reassessed as
potentially suitable if a smaller sub-area was brought forward. Since these were understood to be in
common ownership, the supposed owner was contacted in case they wished to consider an informal
engagement. The response was that the sites are in the same family but that they had been
submitted via the concurrent BDC CFS process, which was announced without warning and closed in
September. The owner was informed that the Tuxford CFS would be the one for Tuxford area and the
BDC one would not apply (per BDC comment). However, no response was received.

Overall Ambition Questionnaire

As a reminder, this was carried out on the recommendation of BDC Planning (Will Wilson) to
determine whether Tuxford residents wanted to allocated only sufficient sites in the NP for the
remaining 63 units allocated in BDC’s current Local Plan, or assign potential sites for more than this,
to ensure that when in 2027/8 the new Unitary body (which will then have a net shortfall of
allocated residential sites) cancels that, our NP will still be current as any increased allocation would
still be envisaged in the Neighbourhood Plan.

The survey was posted on the TTC noticeboards, and promoted three times on Tuxford Chat, the last
time, the administrator kindly keeping it pinned at the top for a week. The content was viewed 803
times, and in the end 181 people filled in the questionnaire. Of these, 21 either provided no
postcode or their postcode was outside Tuxford’s NP area. Once these were eliminated, the results
were:

71 voted for "Meet the Need"
79 voted for "Go beyond the Need".

The response is therefore a close one but the majority result is to "go beyond the need". We
therefore, suggest, given the strong show for "Meet the need" we should fashion some wording that
makes this clear and that states we shall meet the need as it currently is but are willing to go beyond
it, should the requirements change as a result of re-organization or an update to the BDC plan,
provided the additional units are located within the list of potentially suitable sites (with all
qualifications met). In any case, all future development will be considered only when the need for
appropriate additional infrastructure has been met or forms part of a $106/CIL funding plan.

Projects Funded Under Levelling Up Funding

A further follow-up email was sent to BDC (Cockrell/Tarburton) on 9™ October requesting once again
the list of projects that will be funded under the LUF so that the list of projects for the
Neighbourhood Plan document can be compiled. This request has been ongoing since the proposed
list was submitted in March, May and again in August. As before, no response has been forthcoming.
As this is now a material delay on the NP process, a FOI request will be submitted to force disclosure.



$106 Infrastructure on Ashvale Road Estate.

As is well known, there are three main elements to the S106 contract (as updated) which were a
Planning Obligation for the development of this site. They are:

a. Provision of four pieces of playing equipment for the LEAP (play area) on the estate

b. Provision of £36,000 for 12 years’ maintenance on (a) above

c. Provision of a cycle/footpath oriented towards Tuxford Academy and the Gilbert Ave Playing
Field and two “smart” covered bus-stops.

So far, none of these have been provided, despite the fact they should have been completed with the
development. Items (a) and (b) are under the control of BDC, who has ignored our multiple emails on
the topic. We understand that there was a claimed issue of title to the LEAP but as the S106 does not
mention title, this is irrelevant. We shall continue to chase this, however no progress to report.

Item c) is under the control of Notts Highways. They have had the funds since 2021 and therefore will
have to return them if unspent in 2026. We have proposed that the route started at the eastern end
of the estate, oriented towards Gilbert Ave Playing Field and Tuxford Academy, should be continued.
Notts Highways argue that the envisaged route goes half way up Ashvale Road and then stops with
no destination.

On the basis that TTC should become the long term leaseholders of GAPF, and that funding was
voted for a gate at the western end of the public footpath across its top, there are now no obstacles
to this being done. Also, observation of the two bus-stops today strongly suggests that whilst the
northbound is a “departure” point —i.e. people wait for busses so a cover and smart bus arrival is
useful, the southbound is effectively a destination —i.e. people alight only and therefore do not wait.

We have therefore written again and suggested the southbound covered bus stop be abandoned,
thus leaving sufficient money for the northbound to be upgraded and for the combined
cycle/footpath from the eastern end of the estate up along the western edge of GAPF be installed
properly. Note that this is already an informal, much-used path so the need is unquestionable.

County ClIr Limber has been included in the emails and his active support and engagement
requested. However, no response so far.

Keith Rutherford and Robin Walker



