Humber, Ford & Stoke Prior 

Group Parish Council

Minutes of the meeting of the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering Committee
 held on Wednesday 26 November 2014 at 7.30pm in Risbury Village Hall
Present:
Cllr William Jackson (WJ) (Chairman)
Cllr Peter Lefroy-Owen (PLO)


Hugh Fowler Wright (HFW)
Iain Cholerton (IC)


Cllr Ken Bemand (KB)

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

	Topic
	Action

	NDP/159
	Apologies for Absence 
Received: Apologies from Alan Bathurst (AB), Peter Stovold (PS), Steph Wilson (SW).
	

	NDP/160
	Declarations of Interest and Dispensations
	

	(a)
	Noted: The declaration of interest from Cllr Steph Wilson given under minute NDP/104 also applied to this meeting. Cllr Wilson would be absent from meetings which considered development of planning policies.
	

	(b)
	Noted: A declaration of interest from Cllr Ken Bemand concerning the draft policy for development on land in Stoke Prior which had been proposed by other members at the previous meeting. Cllr Bemand withdrew from the meeting for discussion of that policy.
	

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

	NDP/161
	Minutes of last meeting

Resolved: to approve the minutes of 28 October 2014.
	

	NDP/162
	Matters arising from the minutes (not covered elsewhere)
	

	(a)
	PLO reported that he had contacted Marches Housing Association who were pleased to be consulted about the Plan, in relation to Humber Close. PLO would be meeting Amanda Knowles, their development officer, and the Housing Association would be included on the list of future consultees.
	

	(b)
	PLO reported on an update on Neighbourhood Planning given by Samantha Banks at a HALC Northern Area Meeting on 12 November: Nationally there were about 1000 plans in progress (10% of eligible parishes); 28 were near adoption; only one had been rejected at inspection. 87 Herefordshire parishes (70%) were undertaking a Plan, one of the highest proportions in the country; about 1/3 were at an advanced stage and about 1/3 just starting; 2 were ready for the pre-submission (‘Regulation 14’) consultation. About half were proposing site-allocation policies. Villages where there was a low housing target which might be reached quickly were advised they could include a ‘phasing’ policy to control development over the period of the Plan. The independent inspection (‘Regulation 16’) consultation was the point at which a Plan officially became ‘emerging policy’ and could be taken account of in determining applications. A list of statutory consultees’ email addresses had been sent to all Clerks. Gemma Webster would be going on maternity leave early in December, and our temporary contact at Herefordshire Council would be Karla Johnson. 

	

	NDP/162
	Public Participation

No members of the public were present.
	

	NDP/163
	Chairman’s comments and report

WJ noted that in Stoke Prior there had already been one new house approved since the start of the 2011 Plan period; an application for 8 others was awaiting a decision; and there were two known future proposals for up to 10 more: this would exceed the Core Strategy target of 11 for the whole 2011-31 period.
BB noted that an NDP’s target number of new houses could not be seen as a fixed maximum, but the policies proposed (eg stop-lines, identified sites, protected sites, siting criteria) should be able to accommodate the target. 
	

	NDP/164
	Budget Report

Received: a budget report from the Clerk (Annexe NDP/164). 

Noted: £6340 of the Grant had been spent to date, and all the grant (£7000) had to be spent by 31/12/14. £6300 had been paid to us so far, with £700 to claim at the end of the grant period. It was anticipated that all or most of the grant would be spent by 31 December.
Noted: £2521 of the £5137 Lottery award had been spent to date, and spending had to be completed by 31/03/15 but a 6-month extension could be applied for. Remaining funds were earmarked for printing the draft plan and pre-referendum plan (£1898), consultation event costs (£134) and the website (£585).
	

	NDP/165
	Preparation of draft Plan (Project Stage 4)
	

	(a)
	Received: the first draft Plan prepared by BB (Minutes Annexe NDP/165).
Agreed: thanks to BB for preparing this so promptly.

Noted: the draft did not yet include introductory or supporting statements sections, but drafts of actual policies based on discussion at the previous meeting. 

The meeting discussed each draft policy in turn and agreed:
	

	(b)
	HFSP1: Promoting a Sustainable and Thriving Community
This was a useful overarching policy which specifically linked to the Vision and Objectives. The last sentence needed to be clarified, and an example of ‘overriding material considerations’ given in the supporting statement.
	

	(c)
	HFSP2: Development Strategy

This provided a useful overview of the development strategy, including the proposed ‘stop-lines’ and ‘frontage’ policies to give effect to the intention that the villages’ growth should be predominantly within or adjacent to the main village and in character with existing development.
	

	(d)
	HFSP3: Housing numbers
A separate policy setting out housing targets was appropriate, mirroring the approach in the Core Strategy. Steen’s Bridge should not have a ‘target’ as such, as this was not included in the Core Strategy, but specify that new housing here would accommodate local needs as identified in housing needs surveys.
	

	(e)
	HFSP4 (i): New homes in Stoke Prior

Criteria (a) (single-plot depth) and (g) (short rows of ‘terraces’) required review to ensure that these were based on the evidence of local opinion in the consultations and would not preclude other desirable types of small developments such as ‘courtyards’ of sheltered housing or other types of housing. The placing of stop-lines would be considered at the next meeting.
	

	(f)
	HFSP5: New homes in Risbury 

Criteria (a) and (e) required review, as above for Stoke Prior.
The placing of stop-lines would be considered at the next meeting, including whether these were needed for Poplands Lane or whether development here would be limited anyway by it being a narrow no-through road.
	

	(g)
	HFSP6: New homes in Steen’s Bridge
No target would be set, but a general policy written re-iterating the Core Strategy policy for proportionate growth meeting local needs.
	

	(h)
	HFSP7: Provision of Affordable Housing
A reference to identification of needs, through local housing needs surveys would be added. Paragraph (f) would refer to “the vicinity of” the villages.
	

	(i)
	HFSP8: Design criteria for housing and sites
This would be reviewed to improve wording concerning improving surface-water drainage, and ensure it covered the issues in Our Emerging Plan.
	

	(j)
	HFSP9: Protection and enhancement of Services and Facilities

This should also specifically include: protection of The Lamb (as in Proposal F3 of Our Emerging Plan); provision of a nursery (Proposal F2.1); development of the Post Office (Proposal F4); provision of appropriate recreational facilities (specify type needed?) (Proposal F5).
	

	(k)
	HFSP10: Highways and Transport Infrastructure
A footway along the A44 in Steen’s Bridge should be included, as in Proposal T6.1, and a policy not supporting street-lighting, as in Proposal T6.2.
	

	(l)
	HFSP11: Supporting local business

To be reviewed to ensure it covers the points in Our Emerging Plan Proposal B1.
	

	(m)
	HFSP12: Surface and foul water drainage

Add Proposal E1 policy concerning addressing existing environmental problems.
	

	(n)
	HFSP13: Renewable Energy

Further discussion required concerning projects which ‘benefit the community’, and ensure the proposals in E2.1 and E2.2 are covered.
	

	(o)
	HFSP14: Provision for Broadband
No comments.
	

	(p)
	Local character and environment
This would be adequately covered in the general background and policy HFSP1.
	

	(q)
	Non-statutory enabling policies

The Parish Action Plan policies outlined in Our Emerging Plan would be included as an Appendix to the Plan.
	

	(r)
	HFSP4 (ii): proposed specific development sites in Stoke Prior

Cllr Bemand withdrew for discussion of this item.

WJ would discuss the proposal with Cllr Bemand to ascertain whether the land may be available, and if so, then discuss the proposed site(s) with the Village Hall Committee.
	WJ

	(s)
	Agreed: BB would re-draft the policies to address the comments noted above, by 5 December, and PB and PLO would work on the Introduction and Supporting Statements, basing these on the text in Our Emerging Plan. PB would then collate the drafts into a second draft for consideration at a Steering Committee meeting before Christmas.
	BB
PB/PLO

	(t)
	Noted: a Conformity Statement was not required at this stage but would be prepared prior to formal submission. 

Agreed: PB would draft a brief Implementation and Monitoring section.
	PB

	(u)
	Agreed:  A final draft would be sent for information to the Neighbourhood Planning Team for their comments and to request that the SEA Report be prepared. The final draft would also be submitted to Council (probably on 15 January 2015) for comments at that stage, and sent to neighbouring parishes.
	PB

	NDP/166
	Planning for Project Stages 5 (pre-submission consultation) and 6 (submission and examination)
Received: A discussion/briefing document from the Clerk.
	

	NDP/167
	Matters for information or future business

None.
	

	NDP/168
	Meeting dates
Agreed: The next meeting would be held on Tuesday 16 December 2014, if BB available, or otherwise on another date that week.
	

	
	The meeting closed at 10.34pm.
	


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