Curtins

Minutes

Present: Dan Spencer (DS) — Team Lead — Strategic, Lancashire County Council
lain Crossland — Team Leader — Principal Planning Officer, Chorley Council
Kevin Foster — Head of Planning & Enforcement, Chorley Council
Martin Nugent — Head of Land and Planning (North West), Story Homes
Siobhan Sweeney — Senior Land Manager (North West), Story Homes
Adam Galleymore — Operations Director (North West), Story Homes
Georgina Blackburn (GB) — Associate, Asteer Planning

Carl Peers (CP) — Business Unit Director — Transport Planning North, Curtins

Apologies: Jon Suckley (JS) — Managing Partner, Asteer Planning
Project: Camelot, Chorley
Job No: 086409
Date: 5" November 2025
Distribution: All attendees, plus apologies
Notes

Curtins shared the following information with LCC Highways in advance of the meeting:

e Issued 19t September 2025:
o Document: Camelot Post-Application Proposals P05 — Table of Development Proposals,
Sustainable Transport Strategy Proposals, and Mitigation Measures
o Document: Summary Table of Highway Features P05 — Access Road to Park Hall Hotel,
Commercial Units, and Residential Development (Parcel B)
e Issued 22" September 2025:
o Minutes: Post-Application Meeting 4 with LCC Highways
e Issued 29t September 2025:
o Plan: Marked-up Parameter Plan to clarify the internal access proposals
e Issued 20" October 2025:
o Document: 086409-CUR-XX-XX-T-TP-00005-P04 — Curtins formal post-application response
to LCC (with supporting appendices)

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the key residual issues raised by LCC Highways in their interim
and additional consultation responses, dated 10" October 2025 and 31st October 2025 respectively.

Minutes

o CP opened the meeting by providing an overview of the access strategy for the site and summarising
the key residual points to discuss, namely the internal access road between Parcel A and Parcel B,
and bus access to the site.

e AG queried the acceptability of the primary access junction proposals (i.e. the improved existing
access to the site from Park Hall Road) with LCC Highways. DS noted that there we no significant
issues with the proposed arrangement.
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Curtins

e AG also queried the adoptability of 5.5m wide roads, as the latest response from LCC Highways
suggested that only roads greater than 5.5m wide would be adoptable. DS noted this was a typo, and
that 5.5m wide roads would be adoptable.

e CP noted that a drawing had been requested by LCC Highways showing indicative proposals for the
access road between Parcel A and Parcel B (despite this not being applied for as part of the outline
application). An indicative overview plan showing the proposed access road improvements from Park
Hall Road to Parcel B was shared on-screen, together with an indicative zoomed-in version of a
section of the route to illustrate the proposed form of the access road. The proposals shown were
prepared by Story Homes and were based on the previously issued ‘Summary Table of Highway
Features’ and which had taken account of previous feedback from LCC Highways. The plans showed
a 6.5m-wide carriageway, together with a 3m wide shared footway/cycleway along the western side,
and a 2m-wide verge along the eastern side (with a vehicle crash barrier and railings to ensure a safe
environment adjacent to the water body).

o DS requested a copy of these plans via email to review. It was noted that the indicative plans would
remain confidential at this stage of the planning process (with formal drawings submitted at Reserved
Matters stage).

e CP explained that the proposed road width would be suitable to accommodate buses, so this provides
the option (at Reserved Matters stage) to provide direct bus access to Parcel B, if required to satisfy
LCC Highways.

e DS requested an additional catchment plan to demonstrate the walking distances to bus services,
assuming that direct bus access was provided to Parcel B.

e Other access routes between Parcel A and Parcel B were discussed, including the proposed route to
the west of the hotel for pedestrians, cyclists, and emergency vehicles. DS questioned whether
lighting and overlooking would apply to this route. Story Homes noted potential overlooking from the
hotel and the ability to light this route, with details to be provided at Reserved Matters stage.

e DS returned to adoption and stated that LCC Highways would not adopt the access road between
Parcel A and Parcel B that passes to the east of the hotel due to the presence of the dam. Story
Homes noted that whilst the body of water is referred to as ‘the dam’, it's actually a shallow pond.
They added that a fence would be provided between the access road and the pond to improve safety.

e The meeting was concluded with Curtins committing to providing the information requested as soon
as possible. A request was also made to LCC Highways to provide a final response shortly after.

Actions

Outstanding actions from previous meetings (22" July, 14t August, 20t August 2025, and 17t September
2025):

e LCC and Curtins to hold future meetings to reach agreement. [ONGOING]
e LCC to provide details of outstanding financial contributions and trigger points. [ONGOING]
e LCC Highways to consider approach to mitigation measure TH11. [ONGOING]

New actions:

e Curtins to share the Story Homes’ indicative access road plans and an additional walking catchment
plan assuming direct bus access to Parcel B. [Post Meeting Note: these were issued to LCC
Highways on 7t November 2025]
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