NEWPORT PAGNELL TOWN COUNCIL
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN IMPLEMENTATION GROUP MEETING
Minutes of the meeting held on Thursday 21st May 2026 at 11.00 am


Present:  Cllrs Richard Abery, Anne Butler, Danny Cunningham, Euan Henderson (Chair), and Phil Winsor, and to Alan Mills.

ITEM 1 MAY 2026/NPIG:	APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
Apologies for absence were received from Cllr Carman. 

ITEM 2 MAY 2026/NPIG:	MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING
To receive and accept the minutes of the NPIG meeting held on Thursday 19th February 2026. 

ITEM 3 MAY 2026/NPIG: QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC
To receive questions or statements from members of the public.

ITEM 4 MAY 2026/NPIG:	IMPLEMENTATION OF NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN v3. 

4.1	MEETINGS WITH DEVELOPERS

4.1.1 The working group were advised that this item refers to Tickford Field Farm (ref PLN/2026/1670) and not MK East as stated on the agenda. The meeting noted TPEM’s response. 

4.1.2 The meeting received the presentation from Redwood Communications on the first MKE Stakeholders Liaison Group meeting, held on 17th March 2026. Representatives from Redwood and Berkeley’s also attended the previous TPEM meeting and expressed willingness to meet regularly with both the council and TPEM, acknowledging the potential impact on Newport Pagnell.

4.1.3 The working group noted that a meeting had been requested with Bloor Homes to discuss 1) when residents will begin to occupy the homes and 2) the arrangements for handing over the triangle of land and appropriate s106 funding to the Town Council, and for submitting plans for the site.  Action: Deputy Clerk to chase up and arrange.

ITEM 5 MAY 2026/NPIG:	NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – VERSION 4 
 
5.1. Two Wrestlers Garage The working group noted that Historic England are strongly opposed to the demolition of a listed building and will only consider it as a matter of absolute last resort, and only after extensive economical and structural assessments have been carried out. It was agreed that the Clerk and RFO would draft a formal letter to the Conservation Officer at MKCC covering: (a) dissatisfaction with their road safety response and demand for urgent action; (b) requirement for Milton Keynes City Council to either exercise compulsory purchase powers or consider demolition following an economic assessment. It was also agreed that the matter will be placed on the agenda for the upcoming meeting with the Ward members. The working group noted that the owner of the site had been written to requesting a meeting, but no reply had been received.
Action: Clerk together with the RFO to write a formal letter to the Conservation Officer at MKCC.

5.2 Old Police Station site
The Clerk advised the working group that works were progressing and that the build would now take place over one phase, rather than two as initially advised, with completion expected by May next year. The Historical Society has withdrawn from plans to occupy the site. Discussions are ongoing with the Police Museum and the Model Railway.

5.3 Marsh End Rd adjacent to Station Road car park 
The working group noted that the landowner had been advised of the Council’s preference for a mix of residential parking and EV parking at this site. It is to be listed in the neighbourhood plan for a parking mix. The site is now awaiting a planning application. 

5.4 Historical buildings at the old Aston Martin site
The working group noted its previous agreement to include this site in the emerging Plan for residential use and agreed that small housing of up to two bedrooms would be most suitable. The working group agreed to write to Aston Martin to make them aware of the Town Council’s intentions. Action: Deputy Clerk to write to Aston Martin.

5.5  Brownfield Sites

5.5.1 Newport Pagnell Recycling Centre (due to close).
The working group noted Paul Van Geete’s reply regarding MKCC’s long term plans for the site of the recycling centre. Cllr Winsor noted that ward members had previously opposed closure of the tip and suggested the new Lib Dem/Labour administration should be pressed to review waste management proposals, particularly for residents in the north of the borough. It was agreed to add this matter to the agenda for a future meeting with ward members. 

5.5.2 Lovat Meadow Caravan Park (permanently
closed). The committee noted that the existing agreed position of including this site in the emerging plan for cemetery and bio-park usage remains in place and that external parties are already working on a compatible proposal.

5.5.3 Empty, unused paddock on London Road (registered as 
Land lying to the west of London Road).
This site has been identified by the working group as being essential for a landing point for the pedestrian bridge from the MKE development and can now be moved forward to the policy statement stage. 

5.5.4 Cedars School. 
· The working group received the modelling data and forward view from MKCC regarding school provision in Newport Pagnell.  Ousedale School is currently the only secondary phase school in the North Planning area, so the data for this planning area is relevant to the Plan. Followed an extended discussion on the future of Cedar School, the Tickford Field Farm School, and secondary school provision for MK East. Cllr Henderson expressed concern about secondary school provision for MK East, noting Ousedale is near capacity and that planning for a new secondary school takes many years. Discussions around the future use of the Cedars School buildings included repurposing the building into residential flat, while retaining the historic elements of the building. However the working group ultimately agreed to investigate all options for it to remain an educational setting before considering residential development. Action: Deputy Clerk to arrange a meeting with the Academy Trust to discuss the long term future of the school. 



ITEM 6 MAY 2026/NPIG:	MK CITY PLAN 2050
The meeting noted that Milton Keynes City Council submitted the MK City Plan 2050 to the Secretary of State of the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government on 22 April 2026 for independent examination. The Newport Pagnell Neighbourhood Plan will remain valid for its five-year period and will only be overridden where there is a direct conflict with the new City Plan.





Shar Roselman 								14/05/2026
Town Clerk
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