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2026 ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING
FRIDAY 15t MAY 2026 AT 7.30PM - OTTERSHAW VILLAGE HALL
MINUTES

Agenda

Total numbers of attendees— 27
Apologies: None received.
The Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting.

CHAIRMAN’S REPORT — The Steering Committee have been working hard to get
the Neighbourhood Plan finalised and it is soon to go on the updated website. There
will be a minimum 6-week consultation period prior to submission to RBC’s
independent examiner and later, a further 6 week consultation, followed by a
referendum where all residents over 18 are eligible to vote.

Once the draft plan is on the website members will be notified by email to elicit
comments.

Surrey’s move to a Unitary Authority will be a challenge, we will go from 14 to 2
councillors to represent us. Many thanks to our 3 independent Runnymede
councillors who have worked hard on our behalf.

Great Grove Farm — Berkeley Homes have submitted an Independent
Environmental Assessment for houses and a SANG/country park. They have
been sent a copy of our plan for information and comment.

A320 roundabout — The ONF have made many representations and 2 formal
complaints are currently in process with SCC - Bob and Sus were thanked for
keeping up the pressure on SCC.

Ottershaw Highways — Plans put to SCC during 2025 for reduction of local
speed limits. SCC have now approved funding for 26-27, 20 mph limits in some
parts of the village and some traffic calming is the likely outcome with other
upgrades yet to be funded.

Hare Hill SANGS — Clir Mann has been working hard to resolve a disputed
proposed new car parking area. ONF has supported the application for Local
Nature Reserve status.
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Murray House Open Space - The ONF have proposed to allocate a portion of the
Neighbourhood Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) funding for the Murray House
Open Space play area. There has been a consultation with local schools and we
await feedback regarding the way forward from RBC.

FINIANCIAL REPORT — Bob Oliver

Bob informed the meeting that the government have withdrawn funding for
Neighbourhood Forums, as a result the ONF have no regular income. Initially
the ONF had a government funded consultant to assist with making the NP
but early in the process they went out of business and the SC decided to
undertake the work themselves.

Bob’s report for the financial year 1 April 25 to 31 Mar 26 was shown. Whilst
the totals were correct, the income did not include £500 received from Giving
Force.

£5,745.99 is carried forward.

Donations had been received previously from SCC clirs and RBC; The SC will
be discussing future funding streams but for now donations would always be
greatly appreciated.

Councillor Carl Mann suggested we find another venue at less or no cost. He
will speak to the Ottershaw Social Club Committee to see if we could have
meetings there or possibly the Cricket Club. Bob Oliver noted that some
Forums meet monthly, however until now fortnightly meetings were deemed
necessary due to the wider range of activities the SC undertake. It is possible
that the SC can review the frequency of meetings and reduce to monthly now
the Neighbourhood Plan is nearing completion.

ELECTION OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE

All existing members were happy to stand for another year and were duly
elected thus:

Officers:

Julie Last - Chair

Jane Tilley - Deputy Chair

Bob Oliver — Treasurer and Project Lead

Nigel Eastment — Minutes Secretary

Gemma Pickett — Deputy Treasurer

Brian Williams — SC member

All the above were elected unanimously for another 12 month period.



Duncan Grieg who was co-opted onto the SC a few months ago was formally
elected onto the SC. He was nominated by Clir Mann and seconded by CliIr
Mike Cressey.

Cllr Mann also put his name forward to join the SC, he was nominated by
John Gurney and seconded by Louise Bryan.

The Chairman reported that we still have a vacancy for the Forum and
Deputy Secretary. There is a job description on the website for this post and
which shouldn’t involve more than 2 hours input per month. She appealed to
anyone of our members to come forward if they can help.

A320 - Bob Oliver presentation.

History — Otter Farm and workhouse map from 1840. Showing 5 individual
trees. At 300+ years these predate the village and are veterans. We are
pressing Surrey to ensure they are accepted as such.

2021/22 - Official plan approved by the SCC planning Committee. 1 of the
trees is under the new planned route for Murray Road and the remainder have
less than a metre soft surface around the root protection area. They will not
survive if the plans are implemented.

Post Approval as Bob showed on a graphic which SCC had published on
their Commmonplace website. This showed a number of unapproved changes
including 15 less car park spaces, reduced as SCC had also realised they
would also compromise the root systems.

Root Protection. BO next showed a plan of root protection areas, which were
50% undersize. SCC insisted they had been taken into account, but it has
been proven that they are categorically wrong, a view supported by their Chief
Arboricultural Officer.

Highways Proposal. BO finally showed a proposal, commissioned privately,
using highways experts and presented pre-approval, that would allow the
trees and hedgerows to survive. The proposed route has various other
advantages, including queuing and speed reduction. The proposal did not
even get into the case officer’s report of the meeting!

Questions:

RF- why do SCC prefer their own design.

BO, The planning function of SCC does not work independently of the project
function — with the result that it does not hold the project to account where it
should. We are not against the roundabout, only the position of part of one
arm. They also took out screening and woodland that should not have been
taken out. Woodland was also downgraded to ‘shrubs’.

MM- what happens with the demise of SCC?

CM - SCC will not be dissolved until end March 2028. This should be finished
before then.



BO - note they are having the same issues about trees at Holloway Hill, where
trees should have been protected.

Sus Lopez Garcia (SLG) — SCC arboricultural officer missed a tree and
labelled others incorrectly casting their report into doubt. SCC nevertheless
accepted their flawed analysis whilst claiming it was merely a typographic
error. (SLG) said the picture is of the wrong tree. We need to hold SCC to
account. We must not give up, they need to change the design.

Q. SCC cannot use their own resource to confirm their position.
Now recognised as veteran by the Woodland Trust. The ancient tree
inventory can carry more weight than a TPO.

KR — status of the car park. BO, they have paused for an indeterminate
period.

Thomas Gundacker talked about his attempts to get an up to date plan of the
new Ottershaw roundabout.

The initial plan was displayed, with the SECAMB access road that was
‘senseless’. They never admitted to any changes to the map as that might
invalidate the planning approval. TG had asked for a copy of the updated
plan, in the past, but SCC just sent the link to the outdated version on the
Commonplace website.

TG asked the contractor GRAHAM about the plan shown in the back of their
publicity picture. GRAHAM responded that they were suppressed from
sharing the final plan by SCC. TG submitted a Freedom of Information
request (FOI) which was delayed. A complaint followed. They then went on to
say they could not share the final plan as it wouldn’t be final until after the
works were finished! After clarifying that the request was for the CURRENT
version, SCC treated this as a new FOI request which reset all the timelines.
They then created a new plan the day before it was sent which was not tied to
the previous versions of the formal approved plan!

The new plan has no legend, and is showing a yellow line that we do not
know what it is but assume this is hard landscaping which will further impact
our trees.— SCC sidestepped the question for further clarification 3 times.

BO, it is worse than semantics. The Compulsory Purchase Order Plans had
25 differences from the approved plan. The reason they will not share a plan
is because it shows they have "unofficially” changed these plans from the
original approved ones leaving them open to legal challenge.

JL, as you can see a complete fiasco, underhand and devious.
Q. will our local MP Ben Spencer support us?

He is supporting us, but his comments and influence are limited, he will not
get involved in the detail. BS, says he has no power with SCC.



BO, Jonathan Hulley has done the most for us at SCC, he has been cut out of
committees and treated very poorly throughout.

SCC are aware that pushing us down a route that leads to a potentially costly
Judicial Review would suit them.

BO, We have 2 complaints in train. One relating to their constitutional
processes and the other their ‘illegal’ discharging of a planning condition.
SLG, we need to use Social Media to name and shame.

BO, Ottershaw Grapevine is causing issues blocking posts as they only want
their posts to be uplifting.

Q. Email templates are useful, thank you. SLG, yes that worked when we
urged residents to write to Environmental Enforcement. Keep on writing to
legal services.

JG — there are other groups.

Rachal Reeves— we need other means of contacting members and residents.
CM — the way to make an impression is to stand outside the SCC offices in
Reigate. Stand on their doorstep.

DG spoke about crowdfunding a judicial review.

BO — Time is not on our side.

SLG - will draft an email to send in to SCC Enforcement.

JN, Is there a time limit for a judicial review on a planning application.? Yes
there is.

The chair closed the meeting at 20:50

The meeting retired for refreshments.



