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MEETING	  HELD	  ON	  5th	  APRIL	  2017	  
No.	  30	   IN	  THE	  VILLAGE	  HALL	  COMMITTEE	  ROOM	  

	  
1. Present:	  Mike	  Brown	  (MB),	  Georgina	  Carrington(GC),	  Sue	  Cherry	  (SC),	  David	  Gould	  (DG),	  Susan	  Gould	  (SG),	  

Ronald	  Hogg	  (RH),	  Michael	  Hopper	  (MH),	  Quentin	  Miller	  (QM),	  and	  Jo	  Witherden	  (JW).	  
Apologies	  received	  from:	  Richard	  MacNair	  (RM),	  and	  Pam	  Shults	  (PS).	  

2. The	  Minutes	  of	  Meeting	  No.	  29	  of	  the	  9th	  March	  2017	  were	  approved	  with	  no	  amendments.	  	  
3. Matters	  Arising	  (and	  not	  on	  Agenda)	  –	  Item	  10	  Reporter	  Article	  went	  well,	  question	  why	  map	  not	  included,	  it	  

is	  planned	  to	  include	  next	  time.	  
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. Review	  of	  site	  scores	  was	  undertaken,	  and	  updated	  based	  on	  admin	  errors	  spotted	  in	  relation	  to	  site	  
9,	  with	  rankings	  adjusted.	  	  Please	  contact	  SG	  if	  any	  other	  errors	  spotted.	  	  	  

b. Discussion	  held	  regarding	  sites	  already	  within	   the	  settlement	  boundary	  –	  some	  of	  which	  had	  been	  
submitted,	  and	  others	  with	  consent	  or	  potentially	  identifiable.	  	  JW	  explained	  two	  options	  (1)	  windfall	  
allowance	   could	   be	   assessed	   for	   such	   sites,	   and	   any	   planning	   applications	   for	   sites	   within	   the	  
settlement	   boundary	   would	   be	   subject	   to	   the	   general	   policies	   included	   in	   the	   plan	   (eg	   design,	  
parking,	  flood	  risk).	  	  (2)	  a	  more	  detailed	  approach	  would	  be	  to	  identify	  and	  assess	  all	  sites	  and	  where	  
appropriate	   include	   site	   allocations	   (noting	   that	   unless	   there	   was	   new	   evidence	   on	   previously	  
consented	  sites,	  it	  would	  not	  be	  appropriate	  to	  suggest	  that	  these	  could	  not	  be	  developed).	  	  It	  was	  
agreed	  to	  go	  with	  (1).	  	  JW	  to	  put	  together	  an	  explanation	  of	  our	  approach	  regarding	  this	  type	  of	  site	  
for	  the	  consultation.	  

c. QM	  and	  MH	  were	  asked	  to	  leave	  the	  room	  whilst	  the	  list	  of	  scored	  sites	  were	  discussed,	  in	  terms	  of	  
which	  site	  options	  should	  be	  put	  forward	  for	  more	  detailed	  consultation	  as	  possible	  allocations,	  and	  
which	   should	   be	   consulted	   on	   as	   ‘rejected’	   options.	   	   A	   cut	   off	   point	   of	   sites	   to	   be	   forwarded	   for	  
consultation	   was	   decided.	   	   This	   was	   decided,	   based	   on	   scores	   and	   a	   natural	   ‘break’	   point	   which	  
would	   allow	   the	   focus	   to	   be	   on	   a	   range	   of	   reasonable	   alternatives.	   	   QM	   and	  MH	  were	   invited	   to	  
return.	  	  	  

d. Agreed	   that	   potential	   sites	   identified	   as	   having	   issues	   to	   be	   resolved	   regarding	   access	   and	   part	  
ownership	   to	   be	   contacted	   (SG).	   	   The	   different	   scores	   for	   similar	   sites	   were	   discussed	   and	   an	  
alternative	  approach	  emerged	  taking	  into	  account	  the	  scoring	  objectives,	  which	  would	  be	  put	  to	  the	  
landowners	  for	  consideration.	   	  All	  consultation	  landowners	  with	  large	  enough	  plots	  will	  be	  asked	  if	  
they	  would	  be	  willing	  to	  donate	  land	  in	  trust	  for	  identified	  community	  facilities	  (eg	  Doctors	  Surgery	  
and	  Pre-‐school).	  	  	  

6. Planning	  for	  May/June	  consultation:	  Room	  booked	  for	  10th	  June	  between	  10	  and	  3.	  	  	  
a. Agreed	   that	   all	   sites	   will	   be	   shown	   for	   the	   consultation,	   but	   colour	   coded	   to	   indicate	   preferred	  

options	  for	  ranking,	  and	  sites	  rejected	  at	  this	  stage,	  with	  explanations.	  	  JW	  to	  draft	  and	  circulate	  in	  
advance	  of	  next	  meeting.	  	  Questions	  that	  will	  be	  presented	  at	  the	  Open	  Day	  from	  each	  subject	  area	  
are	   needed,	  ALL	   please	   send	   to	  SG	   by	   4th	  May.	   	   JW	   to	   find	   name	  of	  NDDC	   link	   to	   borrow	  display	  
boards	  (fwd	  to	  SG).	  

b. Questionnaire	   and	   results	   from	   earlier	   household	   survey	   will	   be	   shown,	   based	   on	   the	   results	  
published	  in	  the	  MSA	  Reporter.	  
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c. Landowners	  will	  be	  notified	  regarding	  the	  Open	  Day	  as	  a	  matter	  of	  courtesy,	  but	  are	  not	  needed	  to	  
provide	  display	  material.	  	  SG	  to	  contact	  various	  landowners	  on	  the	  above	  points.	  	  	  

d. QM	  to	  put	  together	  schedule	  for	  manning	  the	  day.	  	  	  
7. Grant	  application:	  	  Traffic	  management	  consultant	  quotes	  to	  be	  obtained	  –	  JW.	  	  Locality	  technical	  support	  

also	  available	  to	  priority	  groups	  (which	  now	  includes	  MSA)	  -‐	  consideration	  to	  requesting	  a	  character	  
assessment	  to	  help	  refine	  design	  guidance	  bespoke	  to	  the	  village	  and	  possible	  development	  opportunities.	  	  
More	  detailed	  site	  visualisation	  may	  be	  appropriate	  following	  the	  consultation	  to	  inform	  the	  draft	  plan.	  	  JW	  
and	  MH	  to	  work	  on	  grant	  application,	  with	  SG	  to	  assist	  on	  costing	  of	  admin	  needs,	  also	  possible	  costs	  of	  
open	  day	  presentations.	  

8. Reporter	  Article:	  Small	  article	  –	  big	  map	  of	  all	  sites	  –	  SG	  to	  draft.	  
9. AOB:	  	  

a. Parking	  –	  MH	  has	  nearly	  completed	  a	  linking	  document	  regarding	  the	  parking	  policy	  (RH)	  and	  existing	  
research.	  	  	  

b. Flooding	  Policy	  –	  GC	  will	  chase	  up	  responses	  to	  previous	  letters.	  
c. SEA	   –	   JW	  will	   now	   submit	   Strategic	   Environment	  Assessment	   preliminary	   document	   based	  on	   the	  

sites	  going	  forward	  for	  consultation.	  
d. Committee	  Room	  booked	  for	  further	  year’s	  worth	  of	  meetings,	  using	  funds	  remaining	  with	  the	  PC.	  

PC	  have	  agreed	  to	  cover	  the	  small	  shortfall	  after	  the	  room	  rental/open	  day	  paid.	  	  SC	  to	  thank	  PC	  on	  
our	  behalf.	  

e. SG	  suggested	   inviting	   the	  contact	   list	  of	   residents	   to	  a	  meeting,	   ready	   for	  any	  help	  needed	  on	   the	  
open	  day.	   	  Agreed	  there	  was	   likely	  to	  be	  a	   full	  agenda	  for	  May,	  but	  could	   invite	  them	  on	  the	  June	  
meeting,	  just	  before	  the	  Open	  Day.	  	  To	  be	  decided	  next	  month.	  

f. SG	   to	  present	  statement	   for	   the	  NP	  to	  Annual	  Parish	  Council	  Meeting	  on	  19th	  April	  17.	  Draft	   to	  be	  
circulated	  beforehand.	  

g. PC	   Annual	   Meeting	   –	   speaker	   regarding	   village	   river	   unable	   to	   attend,	   Steve	   Lord	   (flood	   rep)	  
attempting	  to	  get	  alternative	  speaker,	  when	  finalised	  MB	  to	  inform	  SG	  to	  publish	  on	  facebook	  site.	  

10. The	  meeting	  closed	  at	  9.30	  pm.	  	  The	  next	  meeting	  will	  be	  11	  May	  2017	  at	  7pm.	  


