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	  	  	  	  	  	  MEETING	  HELD	  ON	  11th	  MAY	  2017	  
No.	  31	   IN	  THE	  VILLAGE	  HALL	  COMMITTEE	  ROOM	  

1. Present:	  Mike	  Brown	  (MB),	  Georgina	  Carrington(GC),	  David	  Gould	  (DG),	  Susan	  Gould	  (SG),	  Ronald	  Hogg	  (RH),	  
Michael	  Hopper	  (MH),	  Richard	  MacNair	  (RM),	  Quenton	  Miller	  (QM),	  Pam	  Shults	  (PS)	  and	  Jo	  Witherden	  (JW).	  
Apologies	  received	  from:	  Sue	  Cherry	  (SC)	  

2. The	  Minutes	  of	  Meeting	  No.	  30	  of	  the	  5th	  April	  2017	  were	  approved	  with	  no	  amendments.	  
3. Matters	  Arising	  (and	  not	  on	  Agenda).	  	  6a	  –	  JW	  to	  find	  name	  of	  contact	  at	  NDDC	  (sourced	  as	  Allan	  Bennett).	  7	  

-‐	  Grant	  application	  not	  yet	  submitted.	  9a	  –	  RH	  and	  MH	  were	  congratulated	  on	  the	  Parking	  Policy	  completion.	  
9c	  –	  SEA	  has	  been	  sent,	  awaiting	  a	  response.	  	  9b	  –	  GC	  chasing	  for	  further	  responses	  to	  the	  flood	  risk	  letters,	  
however	  the	  Wessex	  Water	  contact,	  Ruth	  Hall,	  wants	  to	  runs	  the	  policy	  past	  the	  Flood	  Risk	  manager,	  before	  
replying.	  

4. Declarations	  of	  Interest,	  QM	  regarding	  possible	  development	  site	  as	  per	  register	  of	  interests.	  And	  MH	  as	  
adjacent	  dwelling	  next	  to	  site	  offered.	  

5. Call	  for	  sites.	  
a. Issues:	  
• Several	   landowners	   have	   asked	   for	   communications	   to	   be	   copied/forwarded	   to	   other	   parties.	   	   To	  

avoid	   errors	   each	   landowner	   will	   be	   asked	   to	   give	   one	   primary	   point	   of	   contact,	   with	   the	  
responsibility	  for	  copying	  on	  that	  contact.	  	  	  

• Regarding	  the	  question	  about	  allowing	  a	  surgery/preschool	  on	  the	  land,	  a	  landowner	  might	  offer	  to	  
supply	  these	  facilities,	  thinking	  to	  get	  preferential	  treatment,	  but	  withdraw	  at	  a	  later	  date,	  sites	  must	  
only	  be	  included	  if	  they	  fulfil	  all	  other	  conditions.	  	  	  

• The	  landowners	  of	  sites	  put	  forward	  for	  further	  consultation	  will	  be	  informed.	  	  	  
• It	  will	  be	  made	  clear	  that	  there	  will	  be	  no	  opportunity	  for	  presentations	  at	  the	  Open	  Day,	  this	  will	  be	  

display	  led	  with	  all	  the	  information.	  	  
• Regarding	  the	  suggestion	  of	  a	   ‘street’	  style	  development	  (abutting	  the	  road)	  for	  the	   larger	  sites	  on	  

the	   A354	   travelling	   east	   out	   of	   the	   village,	   only	   one	   owner	   specifically	   replied	   that	   this	  would	   be	  
acceptable	  (9b).	  

b. Responses	  from	  landowners:	  
i. Site	  6:	  Response	  received	  from	  company	  who	  have	  option	  to	  develop	   land,	   landowner	  has	  

also	  asked	  for	  all	  communication	  to	  be	  copied	  to	  a	  land	  agent	  (see	  5a).	  
ii. Site	   3:	   We	   have	   had	   confirmation	   that	   all	   owners	   are	   agreeable	   to	   the	   sites	   being	   put	  

forward	   for	   future	  development.	   It	  was	  agreed	  by	   the	   team	  that	   the	   letter	   sent	  out	  was	  a	  
little	  ambiguous,	  and	  a	   further	  clarification	   letter	  would	  be	  composed.	   	  Regarding	  possible	  
church	  parking,	  PS	  will	  contact	  Eva	  Stockley	  to	  get	  more	  information,	  if	  the	  idea	  was	  having	  
space	  at	   site	  3b,	   it	  was	   thought	   that	   the	  narrowness	  of	   the	   lane	  would	   lead	   to	   issues	  with	  
Highways.	  The	  concern	  is	  that	  the	  farming	  action	  currently	  taking	  place	  on	  3f	  would	  have	  to	  
be	  located	  elsewhere,	  SG	  to	  contact	  landowner	  asking	  for	  further	  information.	  

iii. Site	  12:	  Landowner	  contacted	  the	  team	  with	  an	  update	  on	  the	  various	  surveys	  carried	  out	  on	  
the	   land.	   	   A	   request	   was	   made	   to	   meet	   the	   group	   before	   the	   open	   day,	   SG	   to	   contact	  
confirming	   that	   site	   is	   on	   list	   for	   further	   consultation,	   but	   any	   further	   meeting	   would	   be	  
more	  suitable	  after	  the	  open	  day.	  

iv. Site	  2:	   The	   landowner	  understandably	  does	  not	  wish	   to	  part	  develop	   the	   road	   frontage	  of	  
their	  land,	  where,	  at	  present,	  their	  dwelling	  and	  main	  garden	  is	  situated.	  	  Therefore	  the	  site	  
will	  be	  re-‐scored	  based	  on	  just	  the	  rear	  part	  of	  the	  land	  being	  available.	  	  It	  may	  be	  that	  the	  



Supported	  by	  
MILBORNE	  ST	  ANDREW	  

NEIGHBOURHOOD	  PLAN	  WORKING	  PARTY 
	  

site	  will	  then	  drop	  below	  the	  line	  for	  further	  consultation.	  	  All	  team	  to	  complete	  before	  the	  
weekend.	  

v. Site	  9a:	  One	  of	  the	  part-‐owners	  has	  requested	  that	  the	  site	  be	  withdrawn,	  QM	  and	  MH	  were	  
asked	  to	  leave	  the	  room	  whilst	  a	  decision	  was	  made	  on	  the	  way	  forward.	  	  It	  was	  decided	  that	  
the	  site	  would	  continue	  to	  be	  shown,	  but	  that	  the	  constraints	  would	  be	  made	  clear,	  in	  order	  
to	  get	  the	  public	  view,	  voted	  and	  carried	  by	  all	  remaining	  members.	  

vi. Site	  9b:	  Confirmation	  has	  been	  received	  that	  all	  owners	  of	  this	  land	  are	  in	  agreement	  that	  it	  
be	   included	   in	   the	   further	   consultation.	   	   The	   owners	   have	   also	   offered	   (subject	   to	  
agreements)	   land	   for	   a	   Doctors	   Surgery.	   A	   request	   to	   copy	   all	   correspondence	   to	   other	  
contacts	  will	  be	  dealt	  with	  as	  5a.	  

vii. Site	  1:	  Landowner	  was	  asked	  about	  lagoon,	  this	  has	  been	  unused	  for	  many	  years,	  but	  it	  was	  
not	  made	  clear	  on	  the	  way	  forward.	  	  Proposed	  that	  further	  consultation	  assumes	  the	  lagoon	  
is	  cleaned	  but	  remains.	  	  The	  landowner	  also	  offered	  low	  cost	  space	  (subject	  to	  agreements)	  
for	   the	   surgery,	   and	  would	   consider	   a	  pre-‐school	  woodland	  area.	   	  A	   request	  was	  made	   to	  
meet	  us	  and	  to	  clarify	  their	  position,	  as	  site	  12,	  this	  would	  be	  more	  suitable	  after	  the	  Open	  
Day.	  	  SG	  to	  inform	  landowner.	  

6. Planning	  for	  May/June	  consultation:	  Room	  booked	  for	  10th	  June	  between	  10	  and	  3.	  
c. Main	   display	   will	   be	   sites	   with	   associated	   information,	   with	   subsidiary	   displays	   dedicated	   to	  

questionnaire	   results	   and	   research.	   	  Open	  Day	   banners	  will	   be	   reused	   –	  SG	   to	   gain	   permission	   to	  
display	  in	  the	  Square.	  

d. RM	  to	  put	  together	  questionnaire	  for	  attendees,	  he	  has	  also	  offered	  to	  print	  the	  photos.	  	  
e. DG	  to	  source	  the	  display	  boards,	  JW	  to	  forward	  contact	  details.	  
f. QM	  putting	  together	  a	  rota,	  either	  am	  or	  pm,	  with	  more	  hands	  on	  deck	  for	  set	  up	  and	  dismantle.	  
g. All	  Open	  day	  files	  will	  be	  put	  on	  Google	  Drive	  (SG)	  including	  sites	  and	  selected	  photos.	  

7. Grant	  application:	  	  To	  be	  revisited	  next	  month.	  
8. Reporter	  Article:	  The	  Reporter	  team	  have	  agreed	  to	  use	  the	  front	  page	  of	  the	  June	  edition	  to	  promote	  the	  

Open	  Day,	  we	  are	  a	  extremely	  grateful,	  several	  ideas	  were	  put	  forward,	  but	  SG	  stressed	  that	  we	  must	  treat	  
this	  sensitively,	  we	  will	  have	  an	  input,	  but	  must	  abide	  by	  their	  wishes.	  	  SG	  to	  meet	  with	  the	  front-‐page	  editor	  
to	  complete.	  	  	  Further	  article	  with	  details	  of	  7	  statements	  of	  the	  village	  needs	  also	  to	  be	  included	  (SG).	  	  

9. AOB:	  	  
a. Parking	  –	  PS commended	  MH	  and	  RH	  on	  the	  Parking	  Policy,	  but	  drew	  attention	  to	  the	  line	  regarding	  

time	  and	  effort	  to	  travel	  to	  Bournemouth	  should	  the	  hospital	  become	  a	  Major	  Trauma	  centre	  for	  the	  
whole	   of	   Dorset	   for	   as	   Dorchester	   Hospital	   will	   still	   have	   an	   A&E	   department.	   	  MH	   to	   amend	  
highlighting	  visitor	  travelling	  times	  

b. One	  week	  Feedback	  deadline	  for	  the	  team	  to	  comment	  on	  the	  following:	  
i. Car	  Policy	  (RH	  &	  MH)	  
ii. Site	  Assessment	  Summary	  (JW)	  
iii. Flooding	  (GC)	  

c. The	  next	  meeting	  was	  scheduled	  for	  8th	   June	  (election	  day).	   	  The	  new	  date	   is	  now	  to	  Tuesday	  30th	  
May	  17	  at	  7pm	  in	  the	  Village	  Hall	  Committee	  Room.	  	  	  

10. The	  meeting	  closed	  at	  9.22	  pm.	  	  The	  next	  meeting	  will	  be	  as	  above.	  


