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Watlington Parish Council

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE HELD ON MONDAY 4thSeptember 2017 AT 8PM IN THE COMMUNITY OFFICE


Present: 
Councillors:  Steering Group Matt Reid (Deputy Chair), Tony Williamson, Tom Bindoff, Terry Jackson.
NP Forum Co-ordination Group Gill Bindoff, David Cotterell, Norman Perry, Tony Powell, Pauline Harvey, Keith Jackson
In Attendance: Ian Hill, Peter Richardson
Officer: Rachel Gill
1. Apologies
Jeremy Bell.
2.   Declarations of Interest
There were none.
3.
Minutes of the last meeting held on 7th August 2017
      Resolved: These minutes were agreed as a true record and signed by MR.
Minutes from the 7th July : RG has checked the file and these have been signed.

4.  
Matters Arising
These are all covered in the agenda.
5.  NP Forum 
       Consideration and Approval of WNDP documents for submission to SODC
       PH raised the wording of pedestrian and cycle paths questioning consistency and whether the 

       order is correct.
       GB said that the consistency would be reviewed but that there was no priority intended in the 
       Order in which they were written. 
GB raised an issue on timing. The additional flood assessment work requested by EA (Environment Agency) may add time to the process. A Habitats Regulation Assessment is also waiting for completion – this is being carried out by SODC and needs to be included in the WNDP. Paper copies of all the WNDP documents had been circulated in advance of the meeting.
Members of both the Steering Committee and the Forum Co-ordination Group had been asked to review the documents in terms of meeting the requirements of the Health Check and the Basic Conditions and recommend whether to approve today or delay until the meeting on the 2nd October and Full Council on the 10th October.

TW gave an update on the meeting today with the consultants who will complete the flood assessment work. The work should be completed by the end of the month. TW suggested approving as many documents as possible.

IH expressed concern over timing on the traffic work. GB stated that we don’t have to submit the traffic work with the plan as it will be a supplementary planning document and it can be submitted during the 6 week SODC consultation.

After a discussion on traffic the group returned to this item to consider the documents.

NP stated that he thought the earlier Basic Conditions document was good and SODC were happy with it, however the Health Check comments meant that a lot of updates were required, the document has now been updated to incorporate the changes.

IH handed out a document summarizing his comments and this was reviewed by the group. 

There was a discussion on whether the policy on Air Quality needed a separate policy or part of policy – GB said that it was difficult to split out as a separate policy as it has to have elements that are “local”, could IH think of a way this could work?

GB asked again whether the Steering Group are happy that the Basic Conditions are met?
NP said that the NP Co-ordination group were happy that the Basic Conditions were met.

PH raised concern over consistency in the description of the alternative route. GB said that JB has suggested a re-worded phrase and that the documents need to be checked. The phrase to be adopted is “ a route for a re-aligned B4009”.

Resolved: RG to check all the documents
TW raised whether Rural Exception Sites could be included? GB said that they cannot be IN the plan but we have said they will be looked at during the PERIOD of the plan. Advice from Peter Canavan was to mention them but not allocate as they are exceptions to the plan. The document has been updated to split them into a separate section.

GB asked for the group’s advice on a table in the development sites topic paper. This was part of a workshop where the group were trying out methods for assessing sites but in the document there is not much explanation. IH suggested that more explanation be given on the process, TP said the original draft had more information in it.

Resolved: TP to look up previous text and Steering Group to make decision on what to include

GB asked whether Pyrton sites should be left in ?

TP felt that they should as they are SHLAA sites and also they have not been included in the WNDP document.
The SG and CG then voted on whether the Basic Conditions had been met. The 2 groups voted separately. 
Resolved : Both groups voted in agreement with email correspondence to give updates as required. 

Update on Traffic Management Consultancy

DC gave an update on this work.

There are 4 main components :
1. A number of options to manage / deter traffic – DC received a report on this today.

2. Traffic Modelling  - 3 levels of modelling are available :

· Traditional 

· Using OCC model 

· Micro Simulation Model ( this is outside our budget at £10k plus)

We have around £5.5k left. 

The micro simulation would be the most accurate but is over budget. The best alternative to this is the work with OCC. The OCC model can look at volume of traffic but more information is required on junctions.

For traffic lights DC has contacted a company called TRL. They have offered to look at feasibility of whether it is worth looking in detail at Watlington, i.e some justification before looking in detail. Single lights would not be an option it would most likely be 3 sets at the edges of the village and “smart lights”. The traffic study has looked at options for traffic management with and without the re-aligned B4009.
 TP asked whether it should be for OCC to propose and pay for ? If the alternative route goes ahead would smart lights still be needed as well as other traffic management items?
GB suggested finishing the traffic work and look at the traffic lights in the future. Also the work is part funded by SODC so we do need to deliver something for SODC. We are trying to get a date from OCC to talk about traffic issues, especially as their reply to C3 was not helpful. A report from MODE would help at this meeting.
NP said that we needed to be clear that the WNDP and the traffic document were separate and we wouldn’t want the traffic work to delay the WNDP.

IH agreed that the TMS (Traffic Management Strategy) was outside of the WNDP and should be left for now and picked up at a later date.

PR said that Benson NP are expecting a challenge from a site based on “is your new route necessary” and that we should consider this.

MR asked whether people would have the opportunity to vote on the TMS document? No it is just a Supplementary Planning Document linked to the plan. The referendum only covers the 4 statutory documents which make up the WNDP. However, it is planned to hold a drop-in event for residents to see what options have been suggested and do discuss them with the consultants.
TW asked whether we should have reference to the TMS in the WNDP document?

NP said that we have been careful to mention it appropriately, TP added that Peter Canavan had checked this. We can mention it as a document but not the detail within it.

TB asked for clarification on whether chicanes would need moving or replacing if smart traffic lights are added after them? DC said that this is unknown.

In summary DC asked for agreement from the group to:

1. Continue to liaise with Mode on negotiating the best deal on modelling costs

2. Use local volunteers to collect information on queueing at junctions

3. Continue to liaise with TRL on proposal to investigate feasibility of smart lights
Resolved  : For DC to continue with the 3 activities listed (Unanimous agreement from Steering Group (4/4) and Co-ordination Group (6/6))
Update Flood Assessment work for the EA

There was a meeting with the consultants today. We have to demonstrate that a sequential test on all 16 available sites and flood risk level 2 (for site A only ) have been completed. The report will be added as an appendix to the WNDP. The consultants were provided with the 16 site packs and flood site maps.

Habitats Regulations Assessments 

A draft has been received this afternoon, we need to check this and respond by the 15th September, comments need to be sent to GB by the 11th September.
6. Providence Land Planning Application

This is an existing planning application and representations were sent by the Parish Council and WNDP. There were objections on the grounds of impact on the landscape and a key objection was that the proposal did not make provision for a route for a re-aligned B4009. 
Amended plans have been sent, including a new indicative route for a re-aligned B4009. There have also been recent discussions with the owners of the MOD site, they are likely to put in an application in the next 1-2 months.

TW asked what the policy was for links to applications on the WNDP website?

There was some discussion.

Resolved: to just have a link to the SODC website
GB asked whether we should respond to the amended application on PYR2 (formerly WAT8) ? From a WNDP point of view there are 2 main areas of concern/interest :

· A route for a realigned B4009 ( not just access for the site)

· Land for expansion of outdoor sports/recreation areas

 7. AOB
PH raised the concern for residents of Britwell Road with an alternate route in place, in terms of standing traffic and air quality. 

PH was shown the latest drawings from Archstone to show a redesigned junction. TP added that Archstone have met with residents to discuss concerns. 

GB let the group know that as part of aligning Consultation Statement appendices with the website the leaflet from the Shadow WNP and the WNDP response need to be added to the website. 

Resolved : these documents to be added to the website
GB asked for agreement to publish an article for the next issue of the Watlington Times

Resolved: GB to circulate the article for sign off by the Steering Group
8. Date for next meeting:  Monday 2nd October at 8pm

THERE BEING NO OTHER BUSINESS THE MEETING CLOSED AT 10.20PM
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