Bovey Parish Neighbourhood Plan
Minutes of the 33rd Steering Group ONLINE Meeting 
20th October 2020 at 7.00 pm
Attending:
4

Mark Bailey (MB)
Cllr Robert Bradshaw (RB) - Chair
Cllr Sheila Brooke (SB) - ex officio 
Marion Edwards (MEd)		
Martyn Iles (MI)
Alan Taylor (AT)
Lisa Robillard Webb (LRW) – Minute-taker

1) Welcome, Introductions & Apologies: - None given.  

2) Declaration of Interests: - None declared.

3) Climate Emergency: - Statement noted.

4) Minutes: - 
4.1 - Approval of minutes: 23rd September 2020 minutes agreed by all, after the following amendments:
· In 6.1, Two conservation areas
· In 6.3 and Summary of Recommendations, Basic Conditions Statement
· In 6.2 and Summary of Recommendations, delete “MEd asked SG to read Chapter 6 very soon and comment, if necessary.”  

4.2 Review of Actions:
Summary of Actions:
a) Incomplete, but not urgent - MEd to ask MW if an updated version of the strategy document by the Communications Strategy Group is now available 
b) On agenda for 20.10.20.  Shared with MW and SB (more links and photos included) - MEd will prepare a draft of word changes to the Plan in response to the Historic Environment Officer’s feedback.  Share draft with MW, SB and RB.  
c) Full discussion, minuted below* - RB to contact DF with MEd’s draft of word changes to the Plan (in response to the Historic Environment Officer’s feedback) along with the deadline for a response
d) Incomplete - RB to ask MW to let MN (Historic Environment Officer) what steps are being taken
e) Completed - SB to speak with Graham Hamilton from PPT to encourage people to respond to the consultation
f) MEd sent a draft ready for review - RB to draft a Basic Conditions Statement after 13th October 2020 (could search online for good exemplars) 
g) On agenda for 20.10.20 - RB to speak to MW about suitable maps for designated green spaces and then send them on to DF
h) Incomplete - MW to add onto the next agenda the impact on how the Government White Paper might interface with the NDP
i) In process (MEd sent suggestions) - RB to watch changes to Business & Employment 
j) Partially Complete - SG members to:
a. read the current draft of the Consultation Statement and send agreed changes to MW who will then send the collated responses to Ben at Promo Lounge
b. Any future changes to the wording of the NDP to be sent MW for distribution to Ben
k) Work-stream Leads to:
a. Traffic & Transport and Land & Environment completed - check policies for where the word ‘should’ is used or could be used. Any suggested changes sent to MW for collation to send to ML at TDC for comment
b. On agenda for 20.10.20 - continue to respond to any consultation comments that require an individual response but only if they are relevant to the NDP 
c. Ongoing - continue to propose any wording changes in light of feedback.  

* Discussion from 4.2 c above:
RB/SB/MW received detailed feedback from County Archeologist, points are valid but a large piece of work for the SG to complete.  Discussion included:
1. Local Plan outlines response to archeological sites already, developers will refer to this.  No community members have mentioned this subject, but formal consultees have their own objectives to achieve.  Other NDPs do not tend to have history projects or policies.  TDC will see the new draft Plan anyway as the next round of consultation (MI) (SB agreed)
2. Two Bovey sites are in danger of degrading eg Cromwell Arch.  A specific workstream could be created to work on historic sites, but no substantive policy could be created under this stage of this Plan’s context but perhaps a future project would be possible eg “A more comprehensive study could take place” (RB)
3. Focus on the key issues in this Plan rather than peripheral issues (MEd)
4. A number of processes suggested – go back for advice from ML at TDC, LB Planning or the County Archeologist.  MB has formerly done some work on this subject and will meet with Frances Billinge and Viv Styles the community members who have offered to help.  In the next 48 hours, MB will initially speak to Frances and Viv and thereafter seek a view/solution from ML.  MB will circulate the outcome to the SG and MW
5. The impact on Plan’s timetable – RB noted that the work required to respond to the consultation will probably take 4 to 6 weeks and will push the Referendum back to the start of the Autumn term 2021.  MEd expressed disappointment and thought that some of the feedback could have been provided earlier, but formal consultees tend to only respond when necessary (MI). 

5) Matters arising not on the agenda:
5.1: To receive matters arising not covered on the agenda: None given.

6) Notified Items: 
6.1:  Consultation Table Layout (MEd):
Most respondents’ comments are general and will not lead to a policy change.  However it would be good to acknowledge that each comment has been considered and listened to (MEd).  SG happy with the format of the table but MEd has some suggested changes to column headings and will circulate this to the SG.

6.2: Consultation – Discuss and agree process for review (RB)
Due to the volume of feedback, the SG cannot review the comments together in one meeting. Workstreams should meet to consider the consultation and make proposed changes:  
a. Housing has more complex feedback, SB asked for help, MI offered to help – both to meet via Zoom
b. Traffic & Transport has already completed, circulated for comment and ready to submit
c. Land & Environment also has more complex feedback.  SB to check with DF about what support she needs – RB said that some budget could be made available.  (MI suggested help from TDC Environment Officer – dovetailing advice and consultation simultaneously)
d. Business & Employment – RB and MEd to meet and discuss.
e. Community Services & Facilities - RB and MEd to meet and discuss (same meeting as above).  MEd done the initial work but needs fine-tuning.  A significant issue raised in CS&F (and in the General Comments) is about Bovey Tracey Primary School and the community land on Le Molay Littry Way.  SG discussed seeking a more robust resolution in an updated position statement from BTTC.  Even though the current position is clear, it would be good to listen to feedback and express strong support for the school in the Plan in case of further development (SB).  SB/RB to check with MW on forthcoming BTTC meetings for suitable times for this to be discussed. The same should be extended to sheltered housing (it has been suggested that if the school ever moved, the old site could be used for sheltered housing).  MI noted that Ottery St Mary brokered a deal for a free school and sheltered housing which had been outlined in their NDP.  RB noted that there was support for a new school on the Le Molay Littry site, however others wished to see the area left for flood prevention and wildlife. 

6.3: Green Space Designation – Maps for consideration/comment (RB)
Discussion held on the maps circulated – are these areas already designated (SB to check with MW)? Are they a legal document? The maps complement Table 5.1 Designated Local Green Spaces (MI).  The SG agrees to include the maps for illustrative purposes. (On one of the maps, MB noted that the name is Furzeleigh Lane and not Furzeacre Lane).
 
6.4:  Treatment of Statutory Consultee comments (RB)
Discussed earlier.  RB will look at the General Comments respondents’ document and MI at the Community Organisations’.  LRW will go through the remaining large, generic feedback documents (eg Natural England and DCAF) to see if any specific areas need to be extracted into the feedback documents.  LRW will assist DF by highlighting the key areas of some relevant documents for Land & Environment.

6.5 Review of timeline (RB)
Timeline needs to be reviewed (SB).

7) AOB: 
7.1 Items for the next agenda:  
SG discussed how to sign off changes made due to the consultation.  RB suggested that the Workstream Leads are the experts and should make suggested word changes.  Any policy changes should be collated in a table by the Workstream Leads and circulated for sign-off via e mail to the SG.  These tables should also be included in the Consultation Statement.

12) Date of next online meeting: 
Next NPSG Meeting on Tuesday 17th November 2020 at 7.00pm.

Summary of Actions:
a. MB to speak with Frances Billinge and Viv Styles about the Historic Environment Officer’s feedback.  To seek a view/solution from ML and circulate the outcome to the SG and MW
b. MEd to circulate her suggested changes to column headings on the Consultation Table Layout to the SG
c. MI to help SB with Housing feedback - meet via Zoom
d. SB to check with DF about what support she needs in the Land & Environment feedback
e. RB& MEd to meet and discuss Business & Employment and Community Services & Facilities feedback
f. SB/RB to check with MW on forthcoming BTTC meetings for suitable times to discuss BTPS and Le Molay Littry site
g. RB to look at the General Comments respondents’ document 
h. MI to look at the Community Organisations’ feedback
i. LRW to go through the remaining large, generic feedback documents (eg Natural England and DCAF) to see if any specific areas need to be extracted into the feedback documents 
j. LRW to assist DF by highlighting the key areas of some relevant documents for Land & Environment
k. Work-stream Leads to:
d. make suggested word changes.  Any policy changes should be collated in a table by the Workstream Leads and circulated for sign-off via e mail to the SG.  

