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RESPONSE OF ECCO MEMBERS TO MENTA REDROW’S REVISED 
PLANNING APPLICATION (16/05511/PRE) 
 
 

1. I was tasked by the Steering Group of ECCO (“East Croydon Community 

Organisation) to collate responses to the revised planning application by 

Menta Redrow to be considered on a pre-application basis by the Planning 

Committee on 6 April 2017. 

 

2. At 11.40 a.m. on 3 April,  ECCO sent an email to its members who have 

registered to receive such posts headed “Urgent – have your say about the 

updated planning application by Menta” which sets out relevant procedural 

matters,  the changes from the application which has been granted permission 

(11/00981/P),  and requesting that members send comments to the writer by 

12 pm on Wednesday. 

 

3. That which is set out above is a summary of nine comments,  those on the 

mailing list for ECCO posts having had a maximum of 72 hours to respond.   

The ECCO Steering Group have taken no collective view.   ECCO members 

have not taken a collective view 

 

4. The content of the nine comments received is congruent with those submitted 

by East Croydon residents when the earlier Menta application was made.   

That application was opposed by elected representatives for the Addiscombe 

area from two political parties,  and by a large majority of local residents.   It 

is also acknowledged that the application was enthusiastically supported by 

some local residents.    The comments received are summarised in the 

paragraphs below. 

 

5. The majority of comments expressly state – often with considerable force – 

local dissatisfaction with Menta Redrow about the “bridge to nowhere”.    

Residents believe that Menta Redrow should build that bridge at the earliest 

opportunity,  and many think that means now.    
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6. Most of those who commented expressed strong environmental concerns.   

Green space is not at a premium in this area.   Residents want to gain 

greenness,  not to lose any of the little they have.   Some specifically 

mentioned the potential loss of four mature plane trees on the corner of Cherry 

Orchard and Oval Roads, and asked that the trees be kept.   If the trees are to 

be lost,  then Menta Redrow should provide money for new tree-planting in 

East Croydon (particularly Cherry Orchard and Oval Roads),  and indeed 

Central Croydon. 

 

7. Several respondents were concerned about the absence of community space.  

When a Menta Redrow spokesperson addressed an ECCO meeting in 2015,  

he promised that the provision of more community space would be considered 

seriously by the developer,  including community space within the Towers and 

the provision of a children’s play area.   In fact,  the new application seems to 

go less far even than its predecessor 11/00981/P,  which promised community 

premises which are not even mentioned in the paper before Committee.   As 

for the community square called Oval Space,  this space in the latest plan 

seems now even smaller than before.   Several respondents expressed 

dissatisfaction about this particularly in the context of the construction of a 

dense development in an area of very little open space.   There is no mention 

of a children’s play area. 

 

8. Two respondents expressed serious disquiet about what they perceive to be a 

very low proportion of affordable housing in the development,  if indeed such 

affordable housing there is can actually be afforded by the least affluent.    

One respondent expressed fear about properties being bought by investors and 

then left vacant,  an unattractive prospect given the level of housing need. 

 

9. Unsurprisingly,  residents have expressed relief about the reduced height of 

the further Morello towers.   Joy did not seem exactly unconfined.   This 

remains a dense development in a small footprint.      
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10. There was also support for the reduction in height of Cherry Orchard Gardens.  

The development here should respect the fact there is a residential area behind 

with small terraced houses. 

 

11. One respondent raised the issue of the overall planning vision which is being 

shown by the Council.   Perhaps inevitably,  permissions are being granted on 

a piecemeal basis.   There is the former Royal Mail site to come.  There is 

uncertainty and concern about the future of the Porter and Sorter.   The need to 

provide homes is understood,  but it is just as necessary that these homes are 

part of thriving communities,  with community areas and open spaces,  and the 

needs of young and old are met. 

 

12. Another respondent pointed out that since the first application was made in 

2010,  the share price of Redrow PLC has increased from £1.50 to £5.15,  its 

profits have substantially increased,  and for several years it has been able to 

pay a generous dividend to shareholders.   So,  when it comes to making and 

complying with s.106 agreements,  Redrow appears to be able to afford to deal 

generously with local communities. 

 

 
Jerry Fitzpatrick 
 
(ECCO member) 
 
 


