Comments on Community Owned Land Specification Document

The outstanding items highlighted in red (plus item 41) on the document from FWP were discussed at the
meeting. The outcome of the discussion is summarised below.

Hethel Road along the site
frontage.

and 'The Old Orchard' is
outside of FWP ownership;
Ditch between COL and PF5
footpath is in farmers
ownership and under FWP
maintenance; Ditch between
farmers field and Trevor

Ref | Description FWP Notes for Outcome of COL Working Group
discussion/approval discussion 14 March 2025
3 Breedon gravel Foothpath Rossi Long Breedon gravel Goes against advice on Breedon
construction foothpath build up is Aggregates website: “Weed
different. Advise to agree suppressant membrane if required
civilengineers build up must be installed beneath the MOT
details. Type 1 sub-base and NEVER
between the Breedon gravel and
MOT.”

6 Low-level fence around Pond #1 | Not agreed Believe this may have been in earlier
designs due to query over ownership
of Pond #1. No longer considered an
issue if there is no fence.

13 | Use the excess soil from ditch Not agreed - all excess soil What volume of soil is expected?
clearance and from the new to be used on site We would need to be involved in
build plots for landscaping how the soil is used - design and
within the COL. placement of mounds etc.

2. WPC WG Only sufficient spoil Excess soil over and above the
as is required - remainder to be estimate to be removed.
removed from COL site

16 | New native species hedge to the | WPC WG: would like to see Not necessary to see planting
boundary of the new dwellings. planting species prior to species before signing S106 but

signing S106 requirement involvement/discussion
with landscaper prior to planting.

18 | New native species hedge with 2. Not agreed - FWP will 12- Accepted. Unhealthy trees will be
additional native trees to the month defects period. Any visible before the end of the 12
Southern boundary against the trees that do not take will be | month defect period.
rear gardens of the Church Road | replaced at the end of the
properties, whilst allowing 1Tm 12-month defects period.
maintenance gap for Church
Road properties
2. WPC WG: will the 12month
guarantee be adequate for
trees? Experience by Church
Road residents has shown that
a 24 months period assures tree
quality.

19 | Landscape designer, such as To be discussed No comment
GDC Ltd, to advise on grass
(flower) meadow mix, planting,
and maintenance routine for the
COL.

20 | Clearditches and culverts in Note: Ditch between COL General discussion about clearance

of ditches away from the site but
accepted this is outside of the
Farthings project and should be
raised elsewhere.




Howletts land is in the
farmers ownership and his
maintenance.

21 New ponds with drainage 2. Agreed in principle -The Will the pond expert / ecologist
connections (Swales) to aid the | main objective for the ponds | provide input prior to signing off the
collection and re direction of and swales is to ease the S106.
surface water into the main flooding along Hethel Road. Can COL working group get access
ditches within the site. However, when we prepare to these experts to understand the
2. New ponds - consult expert our landscaping plan to plans?
on the design of the ponds to meet the BnG requirements,
enhance opportunity for flora this will need input from an
and fauna. Ideal deepest part - Ecologist, who will comment
width and depth (not a problem | onthe ponds
to go deeper if required) enhancements. Pond sizes

will need to remain the same
size as shown on Rossi Long
drawing '241025_C-101_P07
[Surface water proposal &
improvements]'

26 | Improved the waterlogged 4. The ditch to the West of No further comment
nature of the Wreningham FP5 - | FP5 - ProW is not within FWP
ProW footpath from Church ownership - path drainage
Road to the COL. will come from the
4. Ditch to West to be reinstated | depression in the ground
/ cleared / regarded to enhance | east of the new Breedon
flow to North Gravel footpath

To be discussed

30 | Legally establish and physically | To discuss - boundary No further comment
define The Farthings boundary — | strategy along FP5 from
especially along the public Church Road
footpath entrance

33 | Provision for 2no. public To discuss No further comment
litter/waste bins at the Hethel
Road and Church Road
entrance

36 | Supply of Pond safety To be discussed - Fence to See item 3. Not seen as anissue if
equipment Pond#1 pond #1 is not fenced
1. Pond#1 to be fenced

37 | FWP to utilise the COL for To discuss - The BnG Seems reasonable. No further
offsetting the Bio diversity Net requirement is to be comment.

Gain requirement within the achieved on site
planning consent of the
development.

38 | The Parish Council to be 3. Noted Can we find out what methods are

responsible for the 30-year BNG | To discuss used for monitoring the BNG uplift?

maintenance requirements.

3. WPC WG: BnG maintenance
has a cost implication for years
11 to 30 inclusive - need to
address this in the commuted
sum. We are aware that to miss
the target means the clock is
rest for a new 30 year period -
this risk is too great to accept
without suitable amerlioration.

Considered a good idea to do our
own monitoring, using the same
method as the inspections. This
way any shortfalls can be identified /
rectified before the routine
inspections are carried out.




41

E/W ditch to be included within
the COL transfer to WPC. Plots

1, 2 and 3 to retain right to drain
into this ditch

What are the legal safeguards in
respect of outlets from the 3
properties draining into this ditch.
E.g. maintenance of drainage
systems

Comments on Contribution to Maintenance Commuted Sum Document

It was noted that the principle of netting off the interest rate against the inflation rate percentages is

mathematically flawed, to the benefit of FWP.

Compromise by FWP on some of the items put forward in February and the subsequent increase in the

commuted sum total was well received.

The individual line items were not reviewed in detail given the statement that the £89,981 is the maximum
amount affordable by FWP. The proposal agreed by the group is to accept this amount rather than risk the
withdrawal of the project as a whole.




