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

In Circuit House, Truro at 2.00pm on 20th May 2015

Present: Jon Smith, John Adams and Sue Wagstaff (Management Team)
Sarah Arden and Rob Lacey (Planning - Cornwall Council)

1. Draft examination report on the Roseland NDP.
The draft report was received by RL yesterday and circulated in confidence to the MT. RL and SA congratulated the MT and explained that RL had received the report to fact check/proof read for the examiner before she issues the final report.

All present having reviewed the report, the content was discussed:

Pages 1 to 12 of the report only need slight correction of facts/words which SA and RL have already reviewed
Recommendations – JS and JA expressed view that as only advisory would prefer to leave the Plan unaltered – noted by RL
Modifications – 

1. Change of wording from ‘development will be permitted’ to ‘development will be supported’ – JS/JA stated prefer to leave unaltered but asked that RL seek clarification from examiner on impact of change

2. Next 3 points agreed

3. Policy LA4 – insertion of ‘be demonstrated to’ in both (ii) and (iii) - JS/JA asked RL to establish the implications of the change
4. Reference to Roseland Design Guide in CV1 and to both this and the Carrick Design Guide on page 40 – JS and JA explained that on page 13 of the Plan there are details of the community’s desire for a Roseland Design Guide. Following advice from RL concerning the enormity of the task to produce a guide in the time his suggestion of adopting relevant sections of the Carrick Design Guide was accepted, especially when it was agreed that a future Roseland Design Guide could be a SPD. This decision and details of the adopted sections were then made known to the community through the website and with a hard copy available at the 7 day exhibition during the 6 week consultation period. RL agreed to report this back to the examiner and to assist with any rewording. All agreed JA should add a link from the Plan to the website.
5. Last 4 points on page 14 of report accepted

6. Agreed to add 5 settlement boundary maps adjacent to GP3
7. JS and JA expressed pleasure that HO5 would (again) be a policy. RL advised that he had already spoken to the council housing department as he realised would then not conform to the local plan. Their concern is over the possibility of an unoccupied property if no ‘local’ person was in need and it was therefore agreed to include a ‘cascade’ paragraph – RL to advise on wording
8. JS and JA stressed strong opposition to removal of HO7 as supported by a large part of the community and wanted to send a strong message. The option of changing to an ‘Action’ was discussed and RL admitted that it was unlikely to result in a planning refusal. However RL and SA thought it’s importance could be stressed with stronger words of explanation and they agreed to assist with the wording
9. Remainder of points on page 16 of report agreed except relocation of appendices – all agreed leave unaltered

RL will now respond to the examiner and consider the areas which need rewording but agreed JA could start the obvious amendments to the Plan
2. Planning applications
JA highlighted the local concerns over reaction to permitted development notifications within the 30 day period and asked that the RNDP should be notified. RL had anticipated this and has already drafted an email which he will send to the relevant parties 
RL confirmed that he is still trying to gain agreement to the RNDP being advised direct of all planning applications and it was accepted that this would be by email as paper copies could not be sent

3. Process to referendum

JS and JA requested details of the process as concerned that the referendum should be before the school summer holidays if possible. RL explained:
1. He writes back to examiner with agreed responses/comments and requests final report

2. Final report sent to MT for approval of SG

3. Report needs signing by various departments within Cornwall Council

4. 6 weeks statutory notice period before referendum, so earliest date probably 20th July

RL explained that there were strict regulations regarding the referendum and he would forward a copy to the MT

It was agreed that at this evening’s SG meeting JS could make reference to the draft report and the possible referendum date.
Meeting closed at 3.15pm (Note SA left at 2.50pm)
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