NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN STEERING GROUP
MINUTES of meeting held on Tuesday February 2, 2016 at the Youth Centre

Present :      Sue Prochak, Stephen Hardy, Judy Rogers, Graham Browne, Lesley Smith, Alexander Church, Martin Bates, Tamara Strapp, Sheila Brazier, Jeremy Knott, Karen Ripley, Nick Greenfield, Ruth Hardy

We were also joined by independent adviser Donna Moles and her colleague Martyn White, and two members of the public Mr. and Mrs. Cloutt.
1.  Apologies:   Peter Davies. Sean O'Hara.
2.  Minutes of previous meeting:  Approved.

3.  Matters arising:  None.
4.  Site assessment:  The main bulk of the meeting was taken up by completing as a group the Site Assessment forms which Donna had previously sent to everybody.  There was considerable and lengthy discussion but finally some sort of consensus was reached.   Donna will collate the information and send us the completed version.
N.B. Nick Greenfield as always abstained from any discussion relating to Slides Farm because of family connections.
Donna and Stephen will devise further sections about parking, and also the impact on the village of the extra traffic, and will circulate them for consideration.
People did not feel qualified to estimate appropriate numbers for sites.  Stephen felt that we could be guided by the SHLAA and the figures that were suggested from the developers' presentations in July 2015.  This would enable us to make a reasonable estimate of what is sustainable.
[NB these are the numbers provided by the SHLAA which Stephen supplied later:
Grove Farm  1 – 30 – green

Grove Farm  2 – 35 – green

Culverwells – 17 – green

Countrycrafts – 10 – green

Heathfield Gardens west – (25) – green

Heathfield Gardens east – (25) – amber  (the  housing  number is split between both sites despite their  having different colours)

Mill site part only – 30 – amber

 
A total of  147
 

 All the  following were red and had no numbers recorded by them in the SHLAA:

Bishops Lane

Other  parts of Grove Farm, north and south

Other  parts of  Mill site

South of Pound Platt]
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5.  Any Other Business:
Planning application re Countrycrafts:  This was only for 5 dwellings so would not count towards the total 155 required.  It was for 1 x 4-bed, 2 x 3-bed and 2 x 2-bed.  Four would be in a terrace, with a separate one at the back.
Mill site exhibition:  There had been a very good turn-out, with a lot of people making comments although we have received no feedback yet from the developers.  Stephen had spent the entire time there and from talking to as many people as possible had gathered that they were largely favourable towards the proposals but that the main negative comments were about inadequate parking, and plans for too many 4-bed houses.
Culverwells:  Stephen has suggested to developers of Culverwells' adjoining site they investigate with health providers the possibility of a health centre on the site.
General information: as a result of the meeting with planners on January 15 (Stephen, Sue and Karen representing the Steering Group) it is clear we will have to supply some part of the 10,000 sq. m. employment land required under Rother's core strategy for the rural areas.  At the moment we only have 1300 sq. m. planned on the site adjoining Culverwells.  

Rother are going to do an employment land survey which will run parallel with the work of the Neighbourhood Plan.  As the largest community around here we will have to provide a substantial proportion of the total, far more than was proposed in the plans for the Mill site.  We need to bear employment provision firmly in mind on our sites, or find alternatives that have not yet arisen.  The BT building may be such an opportunity.
Rother have accepted that a medical centre counts as an employment site.  They do not take into account the estimated 20% of the population who now work from home.  Stephen felt it may be that we need to construct an argument for Rother that things have moved on even since the Core Strategy was produced.
Website:  Croudace have been in touch with regard to the changes to the questionnaire results which initially appeared on the website, which affected the rating for Grove Farm.  Although the amended results now appear, by an oversight a note of explanation had not been included.  Stephen will now do this.
Karen asked if an up-to-date map of sites could be added in a more accessible place on the website.  Sheila will do this. 
Public exhibition February 27:  It was unclear whether the draft Vision and Objectives have  actually been formally discussed and agreed – this needs to be done before the exhibition as they will need to be displayed.  Lesley asked if we would want feedback from the event; Donna now felt that we would, and will suggest a simple format. 
6.  Date of next meeting:  A further meeting was suggested for Tuesday, February 16 to discuss practical arrangements for the public event.  In view of the lateness of the hour no decision was made as to whether this should be a full Steering Group meeting, or a smaller gathering elsewhere.
The meeting closed at 10.25.
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