KINOULTON PARISH COUNCIL
www.kinoulton.com
Minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held in Kinoulton Village Hall on
18 October 2011 at 19:30


Present	J Gladstone (Chairman)
A Cuthill (Vice-Chairman)
N A Oxby (Treasurer)
D Allen
T Carline(from 19:50)
A Earl

A Tillotson Clerk to the Council

T Combellack, Borough Councillor (from 20:07 to 21.09)
J Cottee, County Councillor (from 20.07 to 20.58)

Visitors:  None

Before the opening of the meeting, Councillor Oxby advised members that he was very sorry to learn that Mrs Betty Jackson had passed away.  Mrs Jackson has served on the Parish Council for 29 years from 1970 to 1999, including 15 years as Treasurer and 7 years as Vice Chairman.   The funeral will be at St Luke’s Church, Kinoulton on Monday 24th October.

Apologies 

Councillor Brad Poulson away with work.

84. DECLARATION OF INTEREST BY MEMBERS

None

85. MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING 

The minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held on 20 September 2011 as previously circulated were taken as read and, with amendments, were signed by the Chairman as a true record. 

86. MATTERS ARISING

Flooding on Main Street 

The Clerk reported that she had contacted the Highways Department to apply for the drains to be connected to the main drain (council ref: 10754534).  The Council then advised contacting Severn Trent Water directly (ref: 2000411648).  The Clerk is still awaiting a response from Severn Trent.  It was agreed that the Clerk should contact the Highways Department again and request that the drains are inspected and a definitive answer given as to why the drains are blocked and whether they can be connected to the main drain or to the sewer.

Disabled Access at the Neville Arms 

Councillor Earl reported that the issue is on going as the Area Manager has been on sick leave.  Some progress has been made and the pub remains very happy to cooperate.

Vimy Ridge Trees

Councillor Cuthill reported that the deadline for an application for funds to the Local Improvement Scheme has passed.  He will shortly be assessing how many trees need replacing.  Planting should take place in December / January.

Environmental Weight Limit

Councillor Oxby has been in touch Nottinghamshire County Council regarding this issue.  Nottinghamshire County Council has acknowledged the Parish Council’s request for Wolds Farm Business Park to be included in an exclusion zone from Wolds Farm to the A46.

Councillor Carline joined the meeting at 19:50  

Electoral Boundaries

It was agreed that Councillor Allen will draft a response for the Clerk to forward.  

Highway Hobble

Councillor Earl reported that the event was a great success with c. 600 people taking part.

87. PLANNING APPLICATIONS 

None to report.

The Chairman reported that the Upper Broughton Helicopter School application is still pending.

88. JOINT USE AREA

Councillor Oxby circulated a 3-monthly report on the Joint Use Area equipment.

In addition to the twice-weekly inspection, Councillor Oxby has undertaken the more detailed three-month inspection of the play equipment on 09 October 2011.  The following items were reported to the Council:

· Multi Use Games Area (MUGA - nearest the play equipment) - Nut is missing to one of the bolts fixing the basket ball hoop.  The school is aware of the missing nut.

· Curvy Path - A cap and base beneath the path is missing.  Mr Warden has contacted Proludic for a replacement.

· Platform Two (middle) - Aluminium side panel - Polyester coating is split around top screw fixing it to the post by climbing stairs.

· Climbing Wall - One frog arm broken off.

· Platform Three (highest nearest road) - Damage to the edge of the platform by the curved ladder.  Approximately 2cm of phenolic resin missing leaving exposed birch and pine layers.

· Swings – Prior to the Annual Inspection the Council had requested that the Inspector advise on the wear on the last link of the chains to the swings.  Following the Inspector’s advice the last link of the chains to both swings have been removed and the seats fixed to the next chain links.

· Hanging Rope Traverse – There are some significant splits to the post nearest to the Village Hall car park.  This matter was raised with Wickstead before the annual inspection.  The advice was that no action was necessary at this time.

· Rock and Roll Log – There are some significant splits to post nearest to multiplay unit.  This matter was raised with Wickstead before the annual inspection.  The advice was that no action was necessary at this time.

· Playing Field – The timber fence to the western boundary is in a poor condition.  

Councillor Carline passed on a request from some parishioners for goal posts to be erected on the playing field.  Councillor Carline agreed to speak to the Head Master. 


89. ALLOTMENTS

County Councillor Cottee and District Councillor Combellack joined the meeting at 20:07.

Councillor Earl mentioned that there will be a pumpkin competition on Saturday 22 October.  Councillor Earl reported that the water provision issue is on going. 

County Councillor Cottee presented Councillor Earl a cheque for £500 towards a wildflower meadow.  The Parish Council extended their thanks to Councillor Cottee for this donation.

90. AFFORDABLE HOUSING

(The Council had agreed to delay discussing this matter until District Councillor Combellack arrived.) 

The Chairman reported that no marketing leaflet was distributed with the newsletter.  It was agreed that the Clerk should write again to Rushcliffe Borough Council and Waterloo Housing to express the Parish Council’s concern and extreme disappointment at the lack of progress with regard to communication, and the failure of Waterloo again to carry out agreed marketing.

District Councillor Combellack indicated that she proposed to put the issue for consideration by a Scrutiny Committee at Rushcliffe Borough Council.

91. CONSULTATION ON NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK

Councillor Oxby advised that the Parish Council’s response to the National Planning Policy Framework consultation was circulated to all Councillors.  No amendments were proposed and therefore, he had submitted the comments to the Department of Communities and Local Government.

A copy of the Parish Council’s response is attached to these minutes.

Councillor Oxby also raised that the Department of Communities and Local Government has issued two further consultations:

a. The Government is consulting on changes to the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulation (CIL) which relates substantially to parish councils.  The Regulations set out that Local Planning Authority will have to pass x% of CIL receipts within the parish council area to the parish council. (The amount will be determined by the Government).  The implication is that parishes which have development will see direct financial benefits to meet any additional infrastructure requirements.  The consultation document also requests views on whether sums for affordable housing to be included within the CIL. The consultation runs from the 10 October to the 30 December 2011.

b. The neighbourhood planning regulations consultation sets out how the Government proposes to take up the regulation making powers in the Localism Bill for neighbourhood planning and community right to build.   The consultation asks for comments on whether the regulations as proposed are workable and proportionate. Part 10 of the Regulations provides that a parish council can determine an application relating to conditions on a Neighbourhood Community Order rather than the local planning authority. The consultation runs for 12 weeks, from 13 October to 5 January 2012.  

Councillor Oxby will circulate the PAS Guidance on Neighbourhood Planning by email.

The Chairman extended his thanks on behalf of the Parish Council for Councillor Oxby’s hard work on this document and invited the County and Borough Councillors to comment on their respective Council’s response to the National Planning Policy Framework.  

District Councillor Combellack reported that current rules regarding Greenbelt areas still apply unless an exceptional reason is proven.  District Councillor Combellack clarified that the role of the Neighbourhood Plan is to support a community’s vision and needs, and that this is best done as an expansion of a Parish Plan (as per. Keyworth).  Councillor Gladstone noted that it has historically been agreed a Parish Plan is bureaucratically and financially unfeasible for a Parish as small as Kinoulton, and suggested that if any particularly contentious issues arose another Village Survey could be initiated.

District Councillor Combellack pointed out that the deadline for the draft proposal for publication of the Framework has been put back until 2013.  

92. STREET LIGHTING

Councillor Gladstone explained that Nottinghamshire County Council has proposed implementing a ‘part-night operating’ trial in Kinoulton, whereby street lights would be switched off in the village between the hours of 00:00 and 05:30.  

Councillor Carline expressed concerns regarding safety and crime.  Councillor Gladstone advised that evidence suggests the absence of lighting deters criminals by making it harder for them to operate in the dark and easier to spot them as they have to use torches.

Councillor Allen identified a potential traffic safety issue at the sharp double road bend near West End.  It was agreed that the Clerk should make a request for a Road Safety Officer to inspect this area.

The Council voted unanimously in favour of the proposal.  The Clerk will respond to Nottinghamshire County Council and request a road safety inspection.

93. CORRESPONDENCE

· Southbound sliproad A606

Councillor Gladstone announced that since contacting Pam Hobson, 4 yellow notices have been put up in the village.  Further to the Parish Council briefing on 12 October, Councillor Gladstone reported that the junction will remain closed for at least a further 4 weeks.  Councillor Gladstone explained that this is for 2 reasons:

a) Virgin Media cables run under this area.  Virgin Media are only obliged to turn off their service once per month and refused a second request.
b) To undertake remedial work to the sub-surface of the slip road which was found to not be strong enough.

Councillor Gladstone went on to give an update on KN03 Junction.  He noted that Cross Roads Farmhouse has not yet been demolished.  District Councillor Combellack confirmed that planning permission had been submitted, but not yet approved.  She also confirmed that the deadline is currently February 2012.  Councillor Gladstone confirmed that before Christmas there will be traffic (one lane) on both carriageways and that there will be one section of dualling beyond Saxondale.  He also confirmed that the Owthorpe to Saxondale dual carriageway will open late October, and the Widmerpool to Owthorpe section will open late November.  He pointed out that the service stations will not be flagged at the roundabout as they are not of the required grade for official ‘Services’.

At the Parish Council briefing, Councillor Gladstone learned that Hickling will not go back on the gritting route as it is not a primary route.  Since Hickling will be a major route for Kinoulton residents while the A606 sliproad remains closed, he asked the County and District Councillors to lobby on behalf of the Parish Council on this issue.   Both Councillors agreed.

Councillor Gladstone extended an offer from Balfour Beatty to the Parish Council to apply for one of 5 surplus grit bins.  It was agreed that the Clerk would express an interest in having one and a suitable position would be discussed if we are successful. 

Councillor Carline raised concerns regarding safety on the A46 near the Widmerpool roundabout.  The problem is just after the roundabout when travelling north on the A46.  Leading up to the roundabout, the outside lane of the dual carriageway closes.  This is clearly marked.  A short distance after the roundabout this adjoining carriageway then becomes used for southbound traffic.  There are bollards separating the two-way traffic for several hundred yards and also a small sign indicating two-way traffic, but Councillor Carline is concerned that drivers are missing these signs and assume that the lane has reopened as a dual carriageway for north-bound traffic.  He reported several occasions when drivers have attempted to overtake at this point and have been forced to pull in very quickly when on-coming traffic approaches.  It was agreed the Clerk would raise this issue with Pam Hobson.

· Winter salt request

The Parish Council agreed to the cost of 1 tonne of winter salt.  Councillor Gladstone extended his thanks to Councillor Carline on behalf of the Council for agreeing to store the winter salt on his property.

County Councillor Cottee left the meeting at 20:58
Borough Councillor Combellack left the meeting at 21:09

· Damage to pavements at Canal Bridge and Church

Councillor Oxby had reported the damage to Nottinghamshire County Council Highways Department.  He was advised that the pavement has been inspected and repairs were anticipated to take place during the week beginning 26 September.  It was noted that no repairs have yet taken place.  Councillor Oxby agreed to chase this issue.  The details of the tractor and harrows causing the damaged have been passed to the Highway Authority.

· Invitation to Civic Reception

The Clerk will politely decline this invitation.

· Invitation to Community Awards

Councillor Gladstone was delighted to report that Councillor Earl has been nominated for an award for her work on the Kinoulton Allotments.  The Clerk will respond accepting the invitation on behalf of Councillors Gladstone, Allen and Cuthill.

· Crime Prevention Letter

Councillor Gladstone met with Howard Shin, the new Beat Officer.  PC Shin would be happy to attend a Parish Council meeting in the future.  PC Shin forwarded a Crime Prevention Advice Sheet.  It was agreed that a copy should be displayed on the village notice board.

· Budget Conversation

Nottinghamshire County Council contacted Councillor Gladstone to inform him that they have launched their ‘Budget Conversation’.  This will run until Friday 27 January 2012 and will help inform the budget proposals for next year.  Comments can be submitted online at 
www.nottinghamshire .gov.uk/conversation or by calling 08449 80 80 80.  The Clerk will circulate these details to the Parish Council.

94. SANCTION OF ACCOUNTS

· Clerk’s membership fees for the Society of Local Council Clerks - £66.00
· Clerk’s expenses; printer ink - £16.54

Agreed to defray the aforementioned expense.

95. ITEMS ARISING FROM THE MATERIALS DISTRIBUTED TO COUNCILLORS

None



96. [bookmark: _GoBack]  PARISH AFFAIRS  

Kinoulton.com

The Clerk reported that she had been in touch with Rob Ingram and that he was very amenable to allowing her administration rights to the website in order to update the Council pages.  

Notice boards

Councillor Carline reported that he will be putting up the new notice board in the next few weeks.

Photovoltaic cells – KVH roof

Councillor Allen requested that this be an agenda item for the November meeting.


Village Green Trees 

It was agreed that the Clerk should check with Nottinghamshire County Council on the status of inspections.  It was agreed that this should become a regular agenda item.  Councillor Earl mentioned that they have a visitor from Kew Gardens who could do an informal survey.

97. The next meeting to be held on Tuesday, 18 October 2011. 

The meeting ended at 21:33






ADDENDUM

Addendum to minutes

National Planning Policy Framework
Consultation questions
We are seeking your views on the following questions on the Government’s proposal for a new National Planning Policy Framework.[footnoteRef:1] [1: ] 


Email responses to: planningframework@communities.gsi.gov.uk
Written responses to:
Alan C Scott 
National Planning Policy Framework 
Department for Communities and Local Government 
Zone 1/H6, Eland House, 
Bressenden Place 
London
SW1E 5DU 
(a) About you
(i) Your details
	Name:
	Neil Oxby

	Position:
	Treasurer & Responsible Finance Officer

	Name of organisation (if applicable):
	[bookmark: Text7]Kinoulton Parish Council     

	Address:
	[bookmark: Text8]3 West End, Kinoulton, Notts, NG12 3EX     

	Email Address:
	[bookmark: Text9]n.oxby@btinternet.com     

	Telephone number:
	[bookmark: Text10]01949 81117     



(ii) Are the views expressed on this consultation an official response from the organisation you represent or your own personal views?
Organisational response	x
Personal views	[image: ]
(iii) Are your views expressed on this consultation in connection with your membership or support of any group? If yes please state name of group.

Yes	x
No	[image: ]
Name of group:
	Kinoulton Parish Council



(iv) Please tick the one box which best describes you or your organisation:
Private developer or house builder	[image: ]
Housing association or RSL	[image: ]
Land owner	[image: ]
Voluntary sector or charitable organisation	[image: ]
Business, consultant, professional advisor	[image: ]
National representative body	[image: ]
Professional body	[image: ]	
Parish council	x
Local government (i.e. district, borough, county, unitary,etc.) 	[image: ]		
Other public body (please state)	[image: ]
	


Other (please state)	[image: ]	
	



(v) Would you be happy for us to contact you again in relation to this consultation?
Yes	x
No	[image: ]
DCLG will process any personal information that you provide us with in accordance with the data protection principles in the Data Protection Act 1998.  In particular, we shall protect all responses containing personal information by means of all appropriate technical security measures and ensure that they are only accessible to those with an operational need to see them.  You should, however, be aware that as a public body, the Department is subject to the requirements of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, and may receive requests for all responses to this consultation.  If such requests are received we shall take all steps to anonymise responses that we disclose, by stripping them of the specifically personal data - name and e-mail address - you supply in responding to this consultation.  If, however, you consider that any of the responses that you provide to this survey would be likely to identify you irrespective of the removal of your overt personal data, then we should be grateful if you would indicate that, and the likely reasons, in your response, for example in the comments box.
(b) Consultation questions
Delivering Sustainable Development
The Framework has the right approach to establishing and defining the presumption in favour of sustainable development. 
	
1(a) – Do you agree?

	Strongly agree			[image: ]
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				x
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
1(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 9 – 15 

The Council ic supportive of planning decisions being considered on the basis of sustainable development.  However, there appears to be a lack of clarity of what sustainable development means within the draft NPPF.

The DPPF  sets out that the three roles of sustainable development are:

· ‘planning for prosperity (an economic role)’, which involves ensuring that sufficient land of the right type, and in the right places, is available to allow growth and innovation, including infrastructure. 
· ‘planning for people (a social role)’, which seeks to strengthen communities, by providing an increased supply of housing and by creating a good quality built environment, with accessible local services. 
· ‘planning for places (an environmental role)’ which involves protecting and enhancing the natural, built and historic environment, using natural resources prudently and mitigating and adapting to climate change.

The three roles, it is stated, “should be pursued in an integrated way”.  Nevertheless, through out the document the emphasis that comes across is that “sustainable development” means “economic development which can be sustained”

The focus is on development which brings growth:

“Planning must operate to encourage growth and not act as an impediment” (Para 13).

“Significant weight should be placed on the need to support economic growth through the planning system.” (Para 13)

Consequently, there appears to be a move away from the previously definition of sustainable development. (The integrating of environmental, economic and social goals, promoting good governance; and using sound science.)

 The  NPPF outlines no criteria by which sustainability should be measured. There is no mention of environmental limits, of not using resources up faster than they can be replenished, or of maintaining and restoring ecosystem. In a number of areas the environmental aspects stress in current Planning Policy Statements/Guidance is dropped from the NPPF.  The exception is if it significantly harms sites protected by the EU Birds or Habitat Directive, but the UK committed to protecting these sites when it signed up to these Directives.




Plan-making
The Framework has clarified the tests of soundness, and introduces a useful additional test to ensure local plans are positively prepared to meet objectively assessed need and infrastructure requirements. 
2(a) Do you agree?
	Strongly agree			[image: ]
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				x
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
2(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Plan Making 
The Parish Council supports the approach of reducing the substantial national planning guidance.  However,  it is considered that it has been taken to far.  
The draft NPPF comes down to a number of key statements, which are stripped of detail, inevitably leaving room for interpretation/speculation.  This means that aspects of the NPPF are left wide open to different interpretations with the potential to delay decisions and result in an increase in appeals and actions in the courts. 

Paragraphs 20 to 26
As a Parish Council we have substantial concerns that as drafted the NPPF leaves parishes exposed to a substantial risk of development which the local community can have little or no influence.  This stems from para 26 which provides that in the absence of a plan planning applications should be decided in accordance with the NPPF with an presumption in granting permission.

With no phased in approach and what appears to be the ending of the principle of prematurity local communities will be left exposed to planning decisions over which they have little or no input or ant policy protection.   This reflects that:

a) A substantial number of district or unitary councils have no Core Strategy or other plan in place and have no realistic chance of getting a plan in place by the date the NPPF will come into effect.
b) Where a district or unitary council has a core strategy in place it is far from clear how long it will take for any Core Strategy to be deemed to be in conformity with the plan.


In the delay between the adoption of the NPPF and local authorities’ statutory plans being “updated”, it would appear that a potential development free-for-all is possible. This comes from the important statement in para 14 of the draft NPPF that local authorities should grant permission where:

“the plan is absent, silent, indeterminate or where relevant policies are out of date”.

In para 26 
“In the absence of an up-to-date and consistent plan, planning applications should be determined in accord with this framework, including its presumption in favour of sustainable development.”  

Given the weak definition of sustainable development, little protection in the NPPF for the countryside and no time for local communities to work with district or unitary council this means that the principles set out in these paragraph goes  against the localism agenda being taking forward by the Government?




The policies for planning strategically across local boundaries provide a clear framework and enough flexibility for councils and other bodies to work together effectively.
2(c) Do you agree?	
	Strongly agree			[image: ]
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither agree or Disagree		x
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]

2(d)Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	The Parish Council is supportive of public bodies working together.  However:
a) The draft NPPF fails to identify what happens if there is a disagreement between public bodies.  There appears to be no mechanism on how this could be resolved?  This is likely to a specific issue when development proposals are on the boundary between district/unitary councils and the development proposals will have a direct impact on settlements in another district.
b) The provision of the necessary infrastructure to support development extends beyond public bodies.  Water companies, power companies etc will have a key role in development infrastructure but where is the duty on these “Companies” to cooperate?



Decision taking	
In the policies on development management, the level of detail is appropriate.
3(a) Do you agree
	Strongly agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]				
Neither agree or Disagree		x	
Disagree				[image: ]		
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
3(b)Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 53 – 63  The Council is supportive of an approach to planning where there is an emphasis on planning involving communities with early engagement and looking to provide solutions.  However, planning has to be based on sustainable development where sustainable development is properly defined and with the ability to say both “yes” and “no”.    A concern of the Parish Council is that given the NPPF as a whole, there appears to be a substantial emphasis placed on saying yes to planning applications.  This raises a number of issues in that:

· Given the wording particularly of para 57 there is no onus on the developer to engage before submitting a planning application. Consequently, there is little encouragement for a developer to provide good information or to participate in pre-application consultation if there is an emphasis on always saying yes to development.
· It puts planners in a weak negotiating position to improve poor development schemes, particularly in a public sector environment of very limited resources.  .
· Local planning authorities and, through them, local communities are potentially put in a position where, they consider they have no option but to approve poorer schemes due to the emphasis on saying yes and the threat of costs at appeal.  An example can be seen in para 121 where permission should be refused for “obviously poor design” which means that in many cases poor design may not be challenged

Para 62 and 63 
The Parish Council is supportive of a plan lead system involving local communities as set out in para 62.  Our concern is with the wording of  para 63 taken in the context of para 14.

“In assessing and determining development proposals, local planning authorities should apply the presumption in favour of sustainable development.” Para 63

“local planning authorities should plan positively for new development, and approve all individual proposals wherever possible”.  Para 14

This suggests that the starting point may be the local plan but is this overturned if the development proposal is “sustainable” ?  In its present wording there is uncertainty and it requires clarification that decisions should be made in accordance with the Local Plan and Neighbourhood Plan.




Any guidance needed to support the new Framework should be light-touch and could be provided by organisations outside Government.  

4(a)Do you agree
	Strongly agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					x				
Neither agree or Disagree		[image: ]	
Disagree				[image: ]		
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
4(b)What should any separate guidance cover and who is best placed to provide it?
	Guidance is required given the format of the draft NPPF and that substantial existing guidance will be removed.  
This relates specifically to the more technical aspects of current guidance.  This can be seen relation to unstable/contaminated land, noise pollution, and flooding.  It will be cheaper and more consistent for both local communities and developers if the appropriate technical guidance is produced at a national level by the appropriate body or the Government.



			
Business and economic development
The 'planning for business policies' will encourage economic activity and give business the certainty and confidence to invest.
5(a) Do you agree?	
	Strongly agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]				
Neither agree or Disagree		[image: ]	
Disagree				[image: ]		
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
5(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 72 - In the current circumstances, the Parish Council is supportive of a positive approach to business and economic development.  However, unlike Planning Policy Statement 4 the NPPF provides no protection for the countryside.  The Parish Council considers that this is a significant omission from the NPPF.

Para 73 – The Parish Council  has some concern over the wording of the para in relation to phrases such as “Over-Burden” and “Potential barriers to investment” .  Plan has an important role to plan in how local communities develop.   Development generates infrastructure needs and, as is reflected in the Localism Bill, infrastructure has a critical role in helping to bring forward sustainable development.

Para 81 – The Council is supportive of developing and maintaining the rural economy.  This includes the growth of rural businesses and agricultural diversification provided it is:

a) is of a suitable scale, and
b) recognises that the countryside should be also be protected.  

Currently the wording of para 81fails to recognise either of these aspects.





5(c) What market signals could be most useful in plan making and decisions, and how could such information be best used to inform decisions? 

	



The town centre policies will enable communities to encourage retail, business and leisure development in the right locations and protect the vitality and viability of town centres.

6(a) Do you agree?
	Strongly agree			[image: ]			
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither agree or Disagree		x
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
6(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 76 - The Council support an approach which retains the emphasis on the town centre.  
Para 78 – The use of the wording “Local Planning authorities should preferred applications for retail and leisure uses to be located in town centres where practical”.  What does this actually mean?  The onus needs to be on the developer that it should be in town centre.  As worded it could be ignored by developers as it is only the local authorities preference?




Transport
The policy on planning for transport takes the right approach.

7(a) Do you agree?

	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
7(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	



Communications infrastructure
Policy on communications infrastructure is adequate to allow effective communications development and technological advances.

8(a) Do you agree?

	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					x
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
8(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	The Parish Council supports the need for high quality communications infrastructure.  However, this needs to be reflected in both rural and urban areas.  The development of high speed communications infrastructure in rural areas facilitates the rural economy, will reduce congestion on roads and help to combat climate change. 



Minerals
The policies on minerals planning adopt the right approach.

9(a) Do you agree?
	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
9(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	



Housing
The policies on housing will enable communities to deliver a wide choice of high quality homes, in the right location, to meet local demand.

10(a) Do you agree?
	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		x
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
10(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 109 - While recognising the need for a housing supply the Parish Council has concerns that the draft NPPF imposes a further 20% requirement on the Councils.  
District/unitary council already have a requirement to identify an ongoing 5 year housing supply.  The Parish Council considers this provides for choice and completion for sites.  There is no evidence produced why a further 20% is required or why it should not be 5% or 10%. This appears to be a random imposition without supporting evidence which goes against a localism agenda put forward by the Government.  
The Council considers that windfall sites should be taken into account in planning for houses as for many council there is evidence that this can form a significant number of homes.  No evidence is provided why windfalls should be excluded, particularly given the council will be monitor the housing coming forward and are required to ensure they maintain an on-going 5 year supply.
Para 113 – We are supportive of this approach but the NPPF fails to provide a wider protection for the countryside.   Guidance currently in PPS7, such as the requirement that all housing in rural areas should "maintain or enhance the local environment", has been stripped away and replaced with an encouragement for "quality design" that "ensures attractive, usable and durable places".



Planning for schools
The policy on planning for schools takes the right approach.

11(a) Do you agree?
	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					x
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
11(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 124 & 131  – The Parish Council considers that it is vital to plan for vibrant local communities and accessible services.    The Council therefore supports para 124 to 131.  However, in terms of small rural villages, the green space areas and open space is the adjacent countryside.  Footpaths and bridleways provided opportunities for the local community to walk and ride in the countryside.  Consequently, the role the countryside plays should be recognised along with green and open spaces within the relevant paragraphs of the NPPF.



Design
The policy on planning and design is appropriate and useful.	
12(a) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				x
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
12(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 114 the Parish Council support the stress on good design as it has a major impact on the local community who has to live with the design of any development.  However, in this context we have concerns with regard to:
Para 118 – This requires additional wording to clarify the intent.  As it stands it appears that it allow any design even in the opposition of a substantial part of the local community?
Para 121 This para is badly worded in that it states “ Permission should be refused for development of obviously poor design that fails to take opportunities available for improving the character and appearance of the area and the way it functions.”   What is meant by “obviously poor design”.  Further does this mean that relatively poor design is acceptable?   As worded the paragraph undermines the objective set out in para 114.



Green Belt
The policy on planning and the Green Belt gives a strong clear message on Green Belt protection.
13(a) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
13(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	



Climate change, flooding and coastal change
The policy relating to climate change takes the right approach.
		
14(a) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
14(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	



The policy on renewable energy will support the delivery of renewable and low carbon energy.

14(c) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]

14(d) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 152 the Council supports the delivery of renewable and low carbon energy 



The draft Framework sets out clear and workableproposals for plan-making and development management for renewable and low carbon energy, including the test for developments proposed outside of opportunity areas identified by local authorities.

14(e) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
14(f) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	



The policy on flooding and coastal change provides the right level of protection.

14(g) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
14(h) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	Para 154 – 162  There is a requirement for technical evidence to be produced to support the policies set out in the NPPF in relation to flooding and climate change.  This should be at a national level to minimise costs and to get a consistent approach.




Natural and local Environment
Policy relating to the natural and local environment provides the appropriate framework to protect and enhance the environment. 
		
15(a) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		x
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
15(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
	The natural and environment policies fail to provide any protection to the countryside.  They only protected designated areas.  This required an additional policy in the NPPF to give protection to countryside areas.  (See PPS 4 paraEC6.1 “Local planning authorities should ensure that the countryside is protected for the sake of its intrinsic character and beauty, the diversity of its landscapes, heritage and wildlife, the wealth of its natural resources and to ensure it may be enjoyed by all.”)
Para 171 -174 There is a requirement for technical evidence to be produced to support the policies set out in the NPPF in relation to pollution and land instability.  This should be at a national level to minimise costs and to get a consistent approach.



Historic Environment
This policy provides the right level of protection for heritage assets.
16(a) Do you agree?	
	Strongly Agree			[image: ]		
			Agree					[image: ]
Neither Agree or Disagree		[image: ]
Disagree				[image: ]
Strongly Disagree			[image: ]
16(b) Do you have comments?(please begin with relevant paragraph number)
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