  Humber, Ford & Stoke Prior 

Group Parish Council

Minutes of the meeting of the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering Committee
 held on Monday 2 November 2015 at 7.30pm in Risbury Village Hall
Present:
Cllr Will Jackson (Chairman)
Cllr Hugh Fowler Wright (HFW) 


Cllr Ken Bemand (KB)
Peter Lefroy-Owen (PLO)


Cllr Alan Bathurst (AB)
Peter Stovold (PS)


Cllr Steph Wilson (SW)
With:
Philip Brown (Clerk) (PB) and Bill Bloxsome (BB)
And:
four members of the public (to minute 263a)

	Minute
	Topic
	Action

	NDP/257
	Apologies for Absence 
Received and accepted: Apologies from Mike Kimbery (MK), who was currently in hospital. The Committee wished him a speedy recovery.
	

	NDP/258
	Declarations of Interest and Dispensations
	

	(a)
	There were no declarations of interest concerning the meeting’s business.
	

	(b)
	There were no applications for dispensations under Standing Order 25(d).
	

	NDP/259
	Minutes of last meeting

Resolved: to approve the minutes of 15 September 2015.
	

	NDP/260
	Matters arising from the minutes (not covered elsewhere)
	

	
	None
	

	NDP/261
	Public Participation

John Hopcutt, David Ryall, Lorraine Silk and David Silk were present to ask questions about the settlement boundary at the eastern end of Risbury. This was taken under the relevant agenda item (see Minute NDP/263). 
	

	NDP/262
	Chairman’s comments and report

None
	

	NDP/263
	Responses to comments at pre-submission (Regulation 14) consultation
	

	(a)
	Draft responses to comments

Reported: As authorised by the previous meeting, the Clerk drafted full responses to the comments, with additions and amendments from Bill Bloxsome, and these were circulated to committee members for information on 6 October 2015. 

Received: the draft responses to comments (Minutes Annexe NDP/263a).
Noted: questions from Mr Hopcutt and Mr Ryall concerning their request for the inclusion within the settlement boundary of their land at the eastern end of Risbury, repeating some of the arguments made in their submitted comments, including that previous planning decisions argued for development on land north of the main road rather than the site identified to the south.
In answer to the questions: The committee was not minded to amend its previous response that the settlement boundary should not extend further than proposed, as this would extend the core of the village unnecessarily into open countryside, contrary to the principles of the Core Strategy and against the wishes of many residents expressed in the recent consultation and earlier. Previous planning applications had been determined under old policies which restricted development, whereas in the Core Strategy Risbury was now designated as a settlement for housing growth. The site south of the main road was closer to the existing core of the village and an infill site, so was the preferred site for housing development on the eastern side. A total of 10 new houses for Risbury was envisaged in the NDP.  Although development might be permitted outside the settlement boundary under Core Strategy Policy RA3, this would have to meet one of several specified criteria.
Noted: questions from Mr & Mrs Silk about the advertising of this meeting, and whether the settlement boundaries might change at a future stage.
In answer to the questions: the meeting had been notified to residents by email circulation on 19 October, on the parish website, and by public notices posted around the parishes on 27 October. The Parish Pump, which went to press before the date had been fixed, had also advertised that a meeting would be held and notices would be posted. The proposed NDP would be subject to a further public consultation by Herefordshire Council, which the Parish Council would also publicise, prior to the independent Inspection. It was possible that following these, changes might be made to the Plan, but the proposals were believed to be in conformity with the Core Strategy and based on the consensus views of local people.
	

	(b)
	Settlement boundary for Stoke Prior
The Committee gave further consideration to the comments received concerning the SE settlement boundary for Stoke Prior, which proposed that this be extended to include all of The Hollies’ land and as far as Spring Cottage. This arose from a review by PB and BB of the clarity and completeness of the earlier reasons given for not extending the boundary.
Noted in discussion:  Arguments for extending the boundary were that this would join the new area for development (extending east from The Trug and Old Hall) to the cluster of houses further east, and would provide at least one further definite dwelling towards the Plan’s target. Arguments against extending the boundary were that: this would extend the core of the village unnecessarily into open countryside, contrary to the principles of the Core Strategy; further development than that already approved on this stretch of road would have implications for flooding, traffic levels, loss of green space and habitat and possibly the water supply to other properties; the small gap east of the Hollies and the proposed Settlement Boundary should mark the separation between the main body of the village where infilling would take place and the area of scattered development further east.

Resolved, unanimously: that the settlement boundary should not be extended further south-east, and should include only the existing buildings at The Hollies and not the entire plot.


	

	(c)
	Approval of responses

Agreed: additional responses to comments 24 & 31 (map annotations).
Resolved: that the responses to comments, as amended, be published and sent to those commenting.

	PB publish responses

	NDP/264
	Amendments to the Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan
	

	(a)
	Received: Proposed amendments to the Draft Plan, arising from agreed responses (Minutes Annexe NDP/264a).
	

	(b)
	Resolved: That the amendments to the Draft Plan, adjusted as agreed under NDP/263b, should be incorporated into the final proposed Plan.

	PB amend 

	NDP/265
	Consultation Statement and Basic Conditions Statement
	

	(a)
	Received: a draft Consultation Statement (Minutes Annexe NDP/265a).
Agreed: Several minor amendments, and that the schedule of Regulation 14 comments and responses (Appendix 6.10) should be included for completeness in the main document.

Resolved: to approve the Consultation Statement as amended.
	PB amend 

	(b)
	Received: a draft Basic Conditions Statement (Minutes Annexe NDP/265b).

Agreed: Several corrections to typographical errors and minor amendments.
Resolved: to approve the Basic Conditions Statement as amended.


	PB amend 

	NDP/266
	Submission and examination of the Neighbourhood Development Plan
	

	(a)
	Reported: the proposed special Council meeting on 28 October 2015 had been postponed to permit further consideration of some comments by the NDP Steering Committee, to allow time for the Consultation Statement to be prepared, and to await a training/briefing session on submission and examination.  The training/briefing session would be held on 18 November 2015, but the Clerk had spoken to the Neighbourhood Planning Team about the process for submitting the Plan, and Council would now consider submission of the Plan at its next scheduled meeting that evening.
	

	(b)
	Resolved: to forward the final proposed Neighbourhood Development Plan (as amended), the Consultation Statement (including Regulation 14 comments and responses), the Basic Conditions Statement, the Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations Assessment (SEA/HRA) to Council on 18 November 2015 for Council to consider submission of these to Herefordshire Council under Regulation 15.
	PB Council

	(c)
	Agreed: 
(i) An advance copy of the proposed Plan would be sent to the Neighbourhood Planning Team (NPT) at Herefordshire Council for them to consider any amendments needed to the Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations Assessment documents. Any amendments to these would be reported to Council.  
(ii) Copies of the proposed Plan and other documents would be provided to councillors with the agenda (electronic copies of all documents except the main Plan document). All documents would be publicly available on the website prior to the Council meeting. 

(iii) Submission of the Plan and other documents to the NPT would be electronic, but a small number of printed copies of the documents would be ordered, using the budget item identified for this.

	PB action

	NDP/267
	Matters for information or future business
	

	
	None.
	

	NDP/268
	Meeting dates
	

	
	A further meeting would be held as necessary following submission of the proposed Plan.
	

	
	The meeting closed at 9.46pm.
	


Signed ................................... (Chairman)
Date ...........................
AMENDED DRAFT – subject to confirmation
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