 Humber, Ford & Stoke Prior 

Group Parish Council

Minutes of the meeting of the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering Committee
 held on Monday 23 March2015 at 7.30pm in Stoke Prior Village Hall
Present:
Cllr William Jackson (WJ) (Chairman)
Hugh Fowler Wright (HFW)


Cllr Ken Bemand (KB)
Cllr Peter Lefroy-Owen


Cllr Steph Wilson (SW)


With:
Philip Brown (Clerk) (PB) and Bill Bloxsome (BB)
	Minute

	Topic
	Action

	NDP/200
	Apologies for Absence 
Received and accepted: Apologies from Iain Cholerton (IC), Peter Stovold (PS), Cllr Alan Bathurst (AB) and Mike Kimbery (MK).
	

	NDP/201
	Declarations of Interest and Dispensations
	

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

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

	NDP/202
	Minutes of last meeting

Resolved: to approve the minutes of 4 February 2015 subject to a minor typographical correction in NDP/197(a).
	

	NDP/203
	Matters arising from the minutes (not covered elsewhere)
	

	(a)
	Reported: The Clerk had spoken with Samantha Banks on 5 February to clarify the concerns of the NP Team, and reported back to WJ & BB, and then forwarded an email about these conversations to the Steering Committee on 6 February. In essence, the NP Team’s concerns had been about the clarity of policies HFSP4&5 (particularly the vagueness of our policies on retaining small gaps, green spaces and views) rather than the principle of how the boundaries of development were set. 
	

	(b)
	Reported: the proposed ‘village walks’ to identify specific characteristics or sites or views which we wished to protect had not yet taken place.
Agreed: a village walk around Stoke Prior would take place (weather permitting) on Saturday 4 April, for all members of the Committee available and BB. Times for walks around Risbury and other locations (eg Steens Bridge) would be agreed on 4 April.
	PB email committee re 4 April village walk

	(c)
	Reported: that HFW had checked with Print Plus that the quote for printing the draft Plan would hold good until May.
	

	NDP/204
	Public Participation

No members of the public were present.
	

	NDP/205
	Chairman’s comments and report

Noted:  the Chairman had attended a HALC website-design course and had noted the possibility of easily setting up a quick-online-poll to get feedback on any issue.
	

	
	
	

	NDP/206
	Budget and funding
	

	(a)
	Reported: that the final grant monitoring report had been accepted and the remaining £700 of grant paid to the Council.
	

	(b)
	Reported: that an application had been submitted to the Big Lottery for an extension to the grant period beyond 31 March 2015 (until 30 October or if possible 31 December) to permit use of the remaining unspent Lottery award (£2600) for the printing of the consultation draft plan and pre-referendum plan. A response to the application was expected shortly.
	

	NDP/207
	Modifications to Herefordshire Core Strategy
	

	(a)
	Noted: The public inspection of the Core Strategy had taken place in February 2015, and the inspector had requested numerous amendments, including – relevant to our NDP – to rural housing policies. Herefordshire Council had now published for consultation the proposed modifications to the Core Strategy (the consultation closing on 1 May 2015). The modifications had important implications for our NDP and would require considerable further work on the draft Plan, which further justified the decision to postpone the Regulation 14 consultation.
	

	(b)
	Noted: an oral summary from BB of the major changes to rural housing policies:

(i) The % target for growth of rural housing was now based on all rural properties in the parishes rather than those within the core of the village, as the earlier calculations and assumptions would not deliver the required level of new housing. Policy RA1 and RA2, however, still required that this growth be focussed on the named settlements in those policies. Census data showed 179 dwellings in Ford & Stoke Prior so the target growth for Stoke Prior would be 27 new dwellings (instead of the earlier assumed 11); there were 127 dwellings in Humber, so the target growth for Risbury and Steensbridge would be 19 new dwellings (instead of the earlier assumed 9). However, the census data seemed too high for the known actual dwellings in the group parish as a whole (283), so these targets might be slightly lower if the inaccuracy of the census data could be demonstrated.
(ii) From the wording of the new draft policies it was unclear whether the targets could be vired between the two parishes. BB would check this.

(iii) The wording of the new policies implied the necessity of having a settlement boundary defined in the NDP. BB would check this.

(iv) The criteria in RA2 for housing in the smaller settlements (Steens Bridge) had changed to remove the restriction on this being smaller market-housing for local people. The general criteria for development in RA2 had changed (for example to remove prioritising brownfield sites) but retained the policy that development should be within or adjacent to the main body of the named settlements. 
	BB check with NPT

	(c)
	Noted in discussion: 
(i) The minimum targets for housing growth for the villages in the NDP would have to more than double those previously proposed. Although these targets may still be achievable within the physical limits proposed, it would mean a much higher proportion of the space within those limits being developed. Existing permissions in Stoke Prior would now only demonstrate that about 1/3 of its target had already been met, rather than 2/3. 
(ii) We would therefore have to demonstrate that the land within the proposed limits could deliver the higher targets, by showing site(s) were suitable, available and viable, rather than relying (as we had been) on a general argument that a fairly large developable area would be able to deliver a modest additional number of new houses. This would in effect require a change to the previous approach of not undertaking specific site analyses but setting general criterion-based policies which would permit the necessary level of growth.
(iii) The village walks would now be especially important to evaluate the potential of specific sites for development, and we would have to re-visit the confidential site-availability questionnaire data to determine the availability of sites within the proposed settlement limits.
(iv) It may be necessary to extend the proposed settlement limits to deliver sufficient suitable, available and viable sites to meet the higher targets.

(v) We should use the evidence gathered from residents to argue for the types of housing required in the settlements, including smaller market-homes and smaller homes for older residents. This may include specific plans for denser developments of smaller houses, and could provide the opportunity to include any positive developments which residents had said were needed.
(vi) There was no certainty when the amended Core Strategy would be adopted, and a possibility that following the local elections, it could be subject to greater uncertainty and delay.
	

	(d)
	Agreed: Considerable work remained to be done in re-visiting the housing policies in the NDP, which may require a change in approach to that previously adopted. Information from the land availability survey would be reviewed, and the village walks would provide a basis for further discussions. 
	

	NDP/208
	Pre-submission (Regulation 14) Consultation (Project Stage 5)
	

	
	Agreed: Although at this stage it remained the intention to undertake the consultation following the elections, this would depend on completing the required revisions, and some certainty that the modified Core Strategy would be adopted in due course.
	

	NDP/209
	Matters for information or future business

None.
	

	NDP/210
	Meeting dates
Agreed: The next meeting would be on Monday 27 April 2015 at 7.30pm.
	PB

	
	The meeting closed at 9.15pm.
	


Signed ................................... (Chairman)
Date ...........................
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