Minutes of Meeting of Roseland Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) Management Team

at County Hall at 10am on 29th April 2014

Present: Jon Smith, John Adams, Colin Hastings, Sarah Arden (SA), Hilary Gooch (HG) – Environment Officer and Sue Wagstaff

HG explained that she had completed the Sustainability Appraisal (SApp) on the Local Plan (LP) and that if the NDP includes any policies from the LP there is no need for another SApp. There are 19 criteria to consider but not all will be relevant to each policy. JA asked for clarification when a policy is in general conformity/consistent with the LP – SA and HG both stated should be OK.
JA presented the form to be completed for Planning Aid (PA) which was compared to the SApp checklist. Members of MT stressed the need for best/simplest option for presentation to the examiner. Agreed PA form should be completed for groups of policies.
JA expressed concerns over the present number of policies but HG was confident the SApp would highlight similarities/overlaps. She also felt it better not to group policies when completing SApp but consider individually.
HG stressed should mention any issues/implications encountered and explain clearly the pros and cons and reasons and not be concerned by ‘negatives’ and be careful not to duplicate under different Objectives.
HG to send JA example of what will need to write/produce.
All then started considering/discussing the Baseline situation/issues for Climatic Factors relating to all the present NDP policies:
Landscape – all scoped out but with following comments

· SA agreed to check if the AONB Management Plan had undergone SApp

· HG felt the following policies could be merged – LA2 and LA4, LA3 and LA6, LA5 and LA7, LA10 and LA11 
Villages and Hamlets – scoped out, but 

· HG suggested should consider future proofing of new developments – possibility to adapt e.g. against increased flood risk which may conflict with character

· SA highlighted could be difficulty with interpretation of CV1 paragraph (ii) and also need to specify under (v) ‘our other policies’

Development and Design – all scoped out, but

· HG felt could link GP2 with LA1

· Settlement boundaries – SA confirmed that those shown in the Carrick Plan will disappear when LP adopted as not included in latest plan. Therefore SA recommended can ensure retained if include in NDP but need to check/update first. SA offered to ask John Brinkoff to produce maps of boundaries and flood plains and email as pdfs to JS + printed copy of each.
· GP4 – HG suggested perhaps focus on land use.
· GP7 – JA asked if can include referendum? SA pointed out that if limiting size of development the planning process timescales would be too restrictive to allow but could ask that planners attend Parish Council meetings. SA offered to refer to ‘experts’ but JS stressed need to have policy re: process so all agreed that if not accepted by senior planners will still state as preferred method/recommended process.
· Space/ratio policies – SA advised there have been recent guidelines issued by the government but Dave Slatter at CC had prepared a paper on this issue so she will provide JS with his details so can check the current situation.
Housing – all scoped out, but

· HG again stressed need to consider adaptability to deal with future climate changes.
· SA commented that it was good to keep HO1 and HO2 as separate policies.
· HG advised caution in the use of ‘inappropriate’ in the pre-amble – need to define clearly.
· Barn conversions – SA suggested NDP could loosen/change existing restrictions to encourage use of existing buildings.
Commercial Development – all scoped out.
Carbon Reduction – some climate change considerations, and
· SA and HG suggested should refer wording of all CR policies to Dan Nicholls.
Services and Facilities – SF1 and SF2 have some implications on climate change. SF3 scoped out.

Next SApp Objective considered was Social Inclusion:
Landscape - all scoped out.
Villages and Hamlets – scoped out.
Development and Design –

· GP2, GP3 and GP4 scoped out.
· GP1, GP6 and GP7 positive.
· GP5 need to explain counter proposal for social inclusion.
· GP8 needs clarification.
Housing - 
· HO1 - affordable not for all but need to explain allowing open market conversions.
· JS asked if can use existing Community Land Trust at St Just – apparently Nick Marsden believes possible.
· HG stated all HO policies need ‘story’ around them.
Commercial Development – CD1 and CD2 – positive.
Carbon Reduction – all restrictive socially due to cost of options.
Services and Facilities – all positive.
When evaluating issues HG felt better to use a traffic light system as clearer than numbers. Her main concern is regarding housing/flooding. Need to avoid development that would impact on ‘sensitive receptors’ and make clear how allowed for this and protected.
HG agreed to review the draft SApp and advised should keep all working papers with Consultation Document as evidence base.

At this point all members of the MT stated that they felt the SApp process should be simplified to assist future NDPs. The Sustainability Assessment Matrix was considered and JA formulated an amended form and thereafter the policies were considered for their economic, social and environmental impact with JA documenting conclusions.
Comments during discussions:

· Trying to ‘rebalance’ housing
· Need details of ‘deliverability’
· HG – must robustly defend policies and explain clearly why included
· CH – conserve present level of tourism
· MT - Want to be more flexible to encourage change of use
· JA decided to place the relevant SApp prior to each policy in the Plan 
· JA to produce table for each group of policies with commentary
Design guide 
JA asked SA if can use Carrick Design Guide (CDG) in whole or in part? SA to establish if CDG available in pdf form to enable editing. CH to contact co-author of CDG to obtain approval to use and clarify any copyright issues. 
JS reported discussion with Darren Carroll of Planning Aid who suggested put design policies in NDP to go to consultation and referendum and then work on Design Guide as a Project which could be added to NDP at a later stage. Also need to establish management plan for each Conservation Area in Roseland – SA advised Dan Radcliffe and/or Nick Cahill are keen for a local group to establish this and may assist with project.

JA asked SA if section C6 of Plan could be simplified and reduced to 1/2 page – all agreed needed to educate the public
JA agreed to produce a SApp version by Thursday for HG to approve/comment on

Consultation
JA queried with SA the scale of presentation required at events. All agreed needed displays of maps etc. MT to use usual methods to advertise consultation period and events. SA to check how previous consultations run but stressed all comments must be recorded and must also state how considered/acted on with reasons.

JA stated needed to be ready for SEA in 10 days

Meeting closed at 1pm





S Wagstaff

Action points:

SA –

· To ask John Brinkoff to produce maps of boundaries and flood plains and email as pdfs to JS + printed copy of each.

· Offered to refer to ‘experts’ regarding referendum on planning and/or planners attending Parish Council meetings

· Will provide Dave Slatter’s contact details to JS to discuss space/ratio question and latest government guidelines

· Establish whether Carrick Design Guide available in pdf form for editing

· Will provide contact details of Dan Radcliffe and/or Nick Cahill to JS so can contact re: Conservation Area Management Plans

· Check how previous consultations have been run

JA –

· CR policies to be referred to Dan Nicholls

· Produce Sustainability Appraisal by Thursday for submission to Hilary Gooch

CH –

· Contact co-author of Carrick Design Guide re: copyright issue

JS –

· Contact Dave Slatter re: space/ratio question and latest government guidelines

· Contact Dan Radcliffe and/or Nick Cahill re: Conservation Area Management Plans

