PNP REVIEW Meeting 26.9.19
Present: Carly Pettit, William McKane (ABC), Mark Taylor, Mike Whatman, Martin Newman
The purpose of the meeting was to acquaint the Strategic Planning team with the area of the PNP we wished to review and to seek guidance as to how to proceed.
CP advised that there is help available on Government websites and Locality can be contacted with queries. There are three levels of changes one can make to a NP:
i.Minor, not affecting policies and not requiring examination or referendum.
ii.Material, not changing the nature of the Plan e.g additional housing site or design requirements, require examination but not a referendum.
iii.Material, changing policies or e.g. add significant new site. Requires examination/ referendum.
We went through the areas the PC had agreed we should review:
1.Neighbourhead Area. CP would check what is needed re the slight change in parish boundary.
2.Define the Settlement Areas more precisely by embracing the red line maps into the PNP. This would be a level ii. change.
3.Add more Green Spaces. Level ii. CP gave the impression that this does carry weight.
4.Housing site B, Lambden Rd, change wording to update position. Level i.
6.Change wording of Housing Policy to reflect Local Plan policies and to tighten. CP suggested that we should only do this if we have additional factors to embrace.
7.Add design criteria e.g.boundaries, plot size. This would be level iii. CP suggested we add a Local Design Policy (absorbing Design Statement). Requires justification/ consultation.
8.Traffic. Move Community aspiration to a Policy. This would be level iii.
9.Footpaths/pavements. CP suggested we look at how other parishes have tackled this, and possibly employ a Transport Consultant. Grants are available. ABC is preparing a Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan.
10.Village Hall. Update text = level i.
11.Station Parking. Move from Community aspiration to Policy under Traffic Management. Level iii. CP advised that we are limited if we do not have the landowner’s (Network Rail) agreement. We could, however, at least state that an application for parking on the Coal Yard site would be supported. 
Some general points:
1. No area, inside or outside a Settlement Area, can be policed to have no development. This bears out the Examiner’s response to our draft PNP.
2. The supporting documents this time need to cover only those areas we seek to change.
3. CP thought we might better wait until the housing review next year and sweep up all the revisions in one go.
A very helpful meeting. We thanked CP/WMcK and looked forward to working with them.
