Bovey Parish Neighbourhood Plan
Minutes of the 32nd Steering Group ONLINE Meeting 
23rd September 2020 at 7.00 pm



Attending:


1

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: 3rd September 2020 minutes agreed by all. 

4.2 Review of Actions:
a) Completed - LRW to ask Chris Robillard could provide a written statement of the areas delivered to by consulting with the deliverers 
b) Completed - LRW to circulate new consultation data every week throughout the consultation period
c) Completed (Format change made to reflect Chudleigh’s consultation feedback style.  Collated data given to Workstream Leads weekly to review their data and consider if any changes to the Plan are required) - LRW to make noted changes to the format of the data collation  
d) Completed - MW to circulate a copy of the respondents’ Environment comments to Debbie Fletcher at the earliest opportunity
e) Completed - MW to circulate the back page of the Bovey Tracey Town Guide which lists a lot of the relevant organisations
f) Completed - MW to send out the wider consultation e mail via the NP address once the content is agreed
g) Completed - MB will create and circulate to the SG a list of possible organisations for the wider consultation and collate the SG’s suggestions
h) On the agenda and ongoing - MEd to review the Consultation Statement which needs to be submitted to TDC 
i) Completed - MW to post latest agreed post on BTTC’s Facebook page on 4th September 2020
j) Completed - MI to add changes to the consultation period to the programme
k) Completed - MEd got one from the agenda of the last full Council meeting.  MEd to ask MW if there is an updated version now available - MW to share a copy of the new strategy document by the Communications Strategy Group with MEd
l) Completed - MW to put a large poster (A1 or A0) in the window of the new town hub
m) Ongoing - SG members to:
a. Completed - send back any contact details or any other relevant organisations to MB for collation by the stated deadline
b. Ongoing - Any future changes to the wording of the NDP to be sent MW for distribution to Ben
n) In progress - Work-stream Leads to:
a. respond to any consultation comments that require an individual response but only if they are relevant to the NDP 
b. propose any wording changes in light of feedback.  

5) Matters arising not on the agenda:
5.1: To receive matters arising not covered on the agenda: Historic Environment Officer for DCC’s response discussed here but minuted under 6.1.

6) Notified Items: 
6.1:  Review of Plan Consultation Comments received to date and feedback/actions from workstreams (if any) (RB)
RB summarised Marrina Neophytou’s (MN) response (Historic Environment Officer for DCC).  MI noted that the content is primarily related to Land & Environment (DF).  SG members discussed potential impact on MN’s response:
1. 2 Conservation areas (SG only formerly aware of one) in the Parish
2. MN asking for greater public access and awareness of these sites. This could potentially have an impact on policies or require a new one
3. Only relevant if planning controls have an impact on these conservation sites.  The sites could be acknowledged clearly in the descriptive parts of the Plan but may not need a policy (MI)
4. MEd offered to make changes to the introduction along with some more photos.  She will prepare a draft and share with MW, SB and RB.  Any more details could go in the appendices
5. RB to contact DF with suggested changes by MEd and deadline for a response
6. RB to ask MW to let MN what steps are being taken (MI). 

LRW gave an update of numbers (circa 20 made up of 15 local residents and 5 formal consultees).

SB felt that feedback for Housing did not ring any alarm bells and was affirmation of the work so far.  SB requested that it would be good for other members to read the consultation feedback as she is the sole member at this current time.  The language was discussed on housing for the elderly – should it be stronger on the ‘local connections’ requirement?  Currently the word ‘support’ is used.  SB/RB noted that any change should come from the consultation for legitimacy and should be within TDC Local Plan’s remit (MI).  SG felt that feedback so far had indicated a change to more directive language for eg, ‘we would direct’, ‘we would expect it to’ and ‘should’ could be the highest level the wording could go to.  Michelle Luscombe (ML) at TDC indicated a table with suggested words.  Workstream Leads to 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. (RB has agreed since the meeting that MB can coordinate the activity of collating all the policies incorporating the word ‘should’ into one document for review by the SG and then subsequently by ML.) 

AT asked when the results of the feedback and subsequent word changes to the Plan should be given.  RB confirmed that this should be as close as possible to 4 November 2020.  

6.2: Consultation Statement – Discuss and review (MEd)
The SG has seen the Statement – MEd awaiting a few small pieces of information to complete.  The group confirmed to MEd that the end of the consultation period should be 5th October 2020 (an extra week to respond from the original 28th September).  SB will speak with Graham Hamilton from PPT to encourage people to respond.

MEd asked that members read section 6 of the Consultation Statement and advise her as soon as possible of any changes suggested.  

6.3: Basic Conditions Statement (RB)
SG suggested searching online for good exemplars of the Basic Conditions Statement.  RB to work on draft on his return from Italy on 13th October 2020.

6.4:  Receive Project Plan update (MI)
MI explained that even with the elongated deadline for more formal consultees to respond and a compressed turnaround for feedback analysis, the SG should be okay to meet their obligation to respond by 22nd November 2020.  If there are no delays from TDC, the Referendum should be held on time (circa 19th July 2021 before the school holidays) with automatic adoption w/c 26 July 2021.  (RB noted that he had told Full Council it should be completed at the latest September 2021.)  

6.5 Maps for designated green spaces (RB)
RB to speak to MW about suitable maps and then send them to DF.

7) AOB: 
7.1 Items for the next agenda:  
Impact on how the Government White Paper might interface with the NDP was discussed.  The NPSG will continue in good faith for the meantime until matters are clarified.  Add to the next agenda.

RB to watch changes to Business & Employment, EK receiving copies of the updated feedback.

12) Date of next online meeting: 
Next NPSG Meeting on Tuesday 20th October 2020 at 6.30pm. 
November NPSG Meeting on Tuesday 17th November 2020 at 7.00pm.

Summary of Actions:
a) MEd to ask MW if an updated version of the strategy document by the Communications Strategy Group is now available 
b) 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) 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) RB to ask MW to let MN (Historic Environment Officer) what steps are being taken
e) SB to speak with Graham Hamilton from PPT to encourage people to respond to the consultation
f) RB to draft a Basic Conditions Statement after 13th October 2020 (could search online for good exemplars) 
g) RB to speak to MW about suitable maps for designated green spaces and then send them on to DF
h) MW to add onto the next agenda the impact on how the Government White Paper might interface with the NDP
i) RB to watch changes to Business & Employment 
j) SG members to:
a. read the current draft of the Consultation Statement and send agreed changes to MEd who will liase with the Chairman in this regard
b. Any future changes to the wording of the NDP to be sent MW for distribution to Ben.
k) Work-stream Leads to:
a. 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. continue to respond to any consultation comments that require an individual response but only if they are relevant to the NDP 
c. continue to propose any wording changes in light of feedback.  

