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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE HELD ON MONDAY 6th MARCH AT 8PM IN THE PARISH OFFICE

Present: 
Councillors:   Jeremy Bell (Chair), Matt Reid, Tony Williamson, Tom Bindoff, Terry Jackson
In Attendance: Peter Canavan, Gill Bindoff, Tony Powell, Peter Richardson, Ian Hill
Officer: Rachel Gill

1. Apologies

Steph Van De Pette.
2. Declarations of Interest

None.
3. Minutes of the last meeting 

MR felt that the previous minutes were too brief.
Resolved : to add the Full Council Statement to the minutes to clarify what was agreed in the previous meeting.

4. Matters Arising

GB/RG gave a brief update on Locality. To be discussed as on the agenda.
5. NP Forum Update 

Review and Approval of Draft Plan Document

GB said that the Forum needed the Steering Group to agree the process of reviewing the draft plan. 

JB suggested that the group first go through ‘critical content’ rather than any typos and grammar and that Peter Canavan make comments first.
Introduction
GB asked PC to confirm that the Sustainability Appraisal of Policies needs to go in the Environmental Statement?  PC confirmed this.

Process

JB asked for additional text to clarify the transition from NPCC to the Forum/ Steering Committee structure. Additional text to be added.
Evolution

PC said that the 79 houses is not from the SHLAA but from the Core Strategy (2012). Text will be updated.

Watlington – Character of the Town / Demographics / Employment / Housing / Services
PC made a general comment that Evidence links to Objectives and through to Policy and the Plan must make these links clear. 

TP suggested incorporating comments from Historic England in this section, specifically relating to the Icknield Way.

MR suggested adding some text on the 1986 referendum on a ring road. TW said he had written a document on this. Text to be amended.

Figure 4 – it was agreed to add more settlements in, or use a map with a circle at 3miles/5km.

TW asked for Voluntary Organisations be mentioned in this section as it is another reason for people to come to Watlington. Action : Check the current number of organisations.

Aims, Priorities and Development Choices

PC advised to bring in more evidence /numbers / justification into this section.

IH felt unsure where this section fitted in and also that there should be some reference to air quality and traffic included.

Resolved:  to include this section as part of the previous one.

PC suggested the numbers to be checked on traffic as his understanding was that 80% of traffic being through traffic only applied to peak hours. He suggested splitting information on traffic flow and air quality.

TB added that the air quality issue continued for hours after peak flow.

Text to be updated to add these points.

TW suggested that an alternative route be suitable for HGVs to ensure they are removed from the town centre.

GB said that no HGVs should be in Watlington anyway and it is an issue of enforcement.

PC stated that the 7.5t limit is still in place and is unlikely to change.
Vision and Objectives

IH felt that the vision was too specific and was different to the vision in the VOO document.

PC felt that detail is helpful but appreciated that there is more flexibility if it’s more vague.

JB felt that IH had good points to make.

Resolved : To reword the vision to incorporate IH comments.

MR commented that there is no mention of Pyrton in the objectives – is one of them to minimise coalescence? For example work with Pyrton to get a good outcome for both settlements. This is partly covered by Objective 3 (Conserve and Enhance the natural environment in and around Watlington).
IH asked what the objectives are for the High Street and employment. GB felt this is covered in Objective 5 
(Protect and enhance Watlington as a service centre and employment focus).

PC also added that there should be some links / reference to evidence in this section and that policies should be local and specific.

Policies 

PC said that for each policy the relevant objectives need to be listed e.g. this policy meets objectives 1&2.

Traffic Issues – PC commented that the strongest justification for an alternative route is the AQMA. More detail is required on traffic management to enhance the town centre and a spending schedule for CIL money is required.

Housing Development – JB suggested including what affordable housing actually is? This is not required in this section but needs to be in the glossary.

PC said that we cannot state a maximum number of houses because identification of ‘harm’ above a certain number is unlikely to be possible due to insufficient evidence. He gave Sonning Common as an example of this. 
We can give ‘indicative capacity’ for sites and we can say that we say we have identified sufficient numbers for a large village proportional to our services and facilities .

TW asked for inclusion of ‘extra care housing’.
JB asked about affordable housing in the AONB, PC said this was a repetition of local policy, 40% affordable for sites with 11 plus houses except in the AONB where it is 6 plus.
Service Centre and Employment
PC asked for clarification on policies 5f and 5g. 

These to be reviewed.

Text amended to clarify that not all these policies need to be covered for development to be permitted, and they need conformity with the other policies in the document.
TJ was concerned that the employment policy may have an adverse impact on traffic. GB said that the policy did say that businesses should be ‘appropriate to the location’.
Physical and Social Infrastructure

Text amended to clarify that not all the policies need to be covered for development to be permitted, and they need conformity with the other policies in the document.

Text on superfast broadband to be updated. Include text on footpaths and cycleways moved from policy 3.

Development Strategy

There was some discussion on wording for the development strategy.

PC felt that the pages on development potential, approach in assessing sites and development choices be put into a ‘Topic Paper’ and a short section on strategy put elsewhere in the document. 
He also suggested :
· Using a ‘safeguarded route’ i.e as a  line on maps, it is then possible to say development is permitted if it does not preclude development of an alternative route.

· Identify policies for each site by using the same format as the other policies

Regarding Pyrton sites PC recommended :

· Updating alternative route map to clarify where the route is in Pyrton parish and which sites are in Pyrton parish.

· Putting Pyrton sites in a separate section 
· Stating that minimum development is supported

· Stating that the sites are only included in the context of an alternative route and are not in the remit of our plan

· We are seeking agreement with Pyrton

JB asked for agreement that that the meeting be extended by 15 minutes.
Due to standing order 3(w) and with the time being nearly 10:15 it was  :

Resolved to continue for another 15 minutes.

Small sites – it was agreed to remove mention of a specific site from this section.

Timescales for Updating the Draft Plan

There was then a discussion on how long updating the document would take.

GB/TP estimated 2 weeks.

IH suggested an extra Full Council meeting may be needed.
JB asked the committee to vote on whether they were happy with the way the document is going.

Unanimously agreed. 

JB asked the committee to vote on having an extra meeting for the Steering Group and Full Council

Unanimously agreed.

IH suggested Thursday 30th March. 

JB asked for agreement that that the meeting be extended by 15 minutes.

Due to standing order 3(w) and with the time being nearly 10:15 it was  :

Resolved to continue for another 15 minutes.

Traffic Modelling
RG/GB updated the group that we have now had agreement from Locality to redirect the £4500 for traffic modelling to look at infrastructure changes in the town centre instead of looking at site related volume.

GB circulated a summary of providers and costs provided by David Cotterell.

It was agreed that PC would ask for £7500 from SODC to cover the remaining costs not covered by the Locality grant. 

Action : RG to email PC with budget details and request for funding.

As the prices were very close in value it was resolved that:
Subject to funds being received from SODC sufficient to employ RPS, Mode or TPP for the traffic study tendered. We authorise the NP Forum to proceed and appoint one of the three contractors, whichever is considered the best.
The meeting closed at 10:30 pm.
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