Northam Neighbourhood Plan Consultation Analysis and Policy Changes

MAY 2022 Notes in red

The document in black ink dates from May and June 2019.   

For clarity I have added in the present 2022 policy numbers in red ink so it is clear what comments applies to each policy.  However it should be noted that the policies have changed since 2019 - partly in response to the consultation comments!

Under each policy you will see a count of opinions for and against each policy based on the questionnaire responses and the email comments submitted.   
The Discussion section is a digest of all the comments received.  
The Comments to act upon section is a note on what the group discussed in relation to each policy on 20/5 or 3/6.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Consultation Notes for Meeting 20/5/19 and 3/6/19

NNP 1 (LOCAL GREEN SPACES POLICY  (2022 this is EN1) Analysis
IN FAVOUR - 19 + every comment appears in favour of principle
AGAINST - No-one against
Discussion - Comments seems to centre on which sites to include or exclude from the Policy.
Most sites suggested would not qualify as simply open areas served by footpaths, some too small, some protected anyway or not likely to be in danger.  We cannot dilute the LGS policy by designating land we like - we need to show that it meets requirements.  On the exclude - there was only one suggestion - this was that Knapp should be left out.

Comments to act upon.  Comments supporting LGS sites:
5 in favour of Appledore Football Club
5 in favour of old putting green/village green Westward Ho!
A rapid look at eligibility suggests both sites could meet eligibility requirements

NNP 2 RESISTING COALESCENCE BETWEEN SETTLEMENTS (2022 this is EN2)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 37
AGAINST - 1
Discussion
A massively supported policy.  More people suggested inserting strongly resisted (2) than were critical!  The one critical comment misunderstands the policy

Comments to act upon - whether the wording should be changed to strongly resisted.  

NNP 3 - PROTECTING CHARACTER OF LANDSCAPE BETWEEN SETTLEMENTS  (2022 this is EN3)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 35
AGAINST - 3
Discussion 
THis policy is also strongly supported - 2 of the critical remarks said it doesn't go far enough!  The one remaining critical thinks it should exclude Knapp although the current uses are consistent with the policy.

Comments to act upon
2 people suggest changing wording to 'in keeping with'  
Discussion in group was that the policy needs to define dark skies in the text.

NNP 4 - PROTECTING HISTORIC BOUNDARIES IN LANDSCAPE BETWEEN SETTLEMENTS (2022 this is part of EN3)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 44
AGAINST - 1
Discussion - the most popular policy yet, the only objection a suggestion that Knapp should be excluded.

Comments to act upon
Text to mention hedgerow regulations
Text to be amended to specify native tree and hedgerow species - this is supported by 5 people

NNP 5 - THE VALUED VIEWS POLICY (this is EN4)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 33
AGAINST - 1
Discussion - most discussion centred on which views should be protected.  No real consensus or front runners here although the Appledore village green view south along river Torridge was strongly supported in Appledore ARA-organised meeting on the NNP consultation.
However many people did not understand that views need to be from publically accessible land, also must be of Northam parish.  Some views suggested were actually on list!

Comments group discussed to act upon - consider the view from Appledore village green

NNP 6 - PROTECTING HISTORIC ASSETS (2022 this is HE1)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 31
AGAINST - 2

Discussion - discussion centred on which sites should be protected.  Some suggestions not eligible no clear consensus of suggestions.  In any case the provision for updating allows the list to be added to.
There was one objection - this was against Knapp being in the list, the objection is incorrectly based.

Comments to act upon - the NNP group discussion suggested that it is not reasonable to insist on traditional materials - vernacular design on work done on heritage assets.   

NNP 7 - PROTECTING BIODIVERSITY (2022 this is EN5)
IN FAVOUR - 32 in favour
AGAINST - 0

Discussion - people commented that the policy needs maps!  Some feeling that the fields between Tadworthy Road and Golf Links road to be included in a wildlife corridor.

Comments to act upon - NNP group discussion suggest text includes explanation of evidence base and criteria adopted for selection of sites.

NNP 8 - ENERGY CONSERVATION/CARBON REDUCTION (2022 this is not in version 2.7 of the NNP)
IN FAVOUR - 32
AGAINST - 1

Discussion - some debate on what should be included whether solar panels, charging points etc.

Comments to act upon - NNP group discussion considers whether solar panels and charging points to be mandatory and whether this would be acceptable in a LP.

NNP 9 - CYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ROUTES (2022 this is TR2)
IN FAVOUR - 35
AGAINST - 3

Discussion - some worries about impacts of cycleways in certain areas.  These need to be carefully considered.

Comments to act upon - NONE

NNP 10 - NURSING HOME POLICY (2022 this is HO7)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 2

Discussion - general support - no real objections

Comments to act upon = Some concern in NNP group that nursing homes should be located within development boundaries to allow access to services etc.

NNP 11 - QUALITY OF DESIGN (2022 this is H04)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 0

Discussion - good architecture subjective.

Comments to act upon - discussion in NNP group really to do with written style and supporting text.

NNP 12 - NEW DEVELOPED ETC. DWELLINGS (2022 this is HO3)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 2 a couple of concerns that policy too restrictive

Discussion - nearly all responses supportive.  A few complaints about developments in W Ho! which are not relevant to the policy,

NNP 13 - FULL-TIME PRINCIPAL RESIDENCE (2022 not in v 2.7 of NNP)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 1
Discussion - Strong support for this

Comments to act upon - NNP group noted support for the policy.

NNP 14 - PARKING - (2022 TR4)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - NONE
Discussion - General support for policy 

Comments to act upon - NNP group noted concern about whether policy consistent with Local Plan policies and also whether it should contain requirement for cycle storage.

NNP 15 - SIZE OF DWELLINGS (2022 HO3)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 3
Discussion
This is more contentious

Comments to act upon - NNP needs housing needs survey to provide evidence base.  Also need to revisit restriction against third floor in all cases - in some cases this could be justified.

NNP 16 (2022 THIS IS THE BROADBAND POLICY WHICH IS NOT IN THE v 2.7 of the NNP)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 0
Discussion - general support

Comments to act upon - needs to be checked for consistency to TDLP Local plan policy DM11A

NNP 17 - BUSINESS (2022 ED1)
IN FAVOUR - 19+ 
AGAINST - 2
Discussion - general support but concern of effect on residents and countryside

Comments to act upon - text should define the word significantly in d).  There were concerns from some of the group that the policy lacked textual clarity and needed amendment also that policy appeared to allow inappropriate development in the countryside and gap between settlements or loss of amenity to residents.

NNP 18 - TOURISM ACCOMMODATION (2022 ED2)
IN FAVOUR - 2 + 
AGAINST - 19+
Discussion - concern regarding high-rise development of WHo!  Considerable concerns about possibility of tourism accomodation being built in countryside and gap between settlements.
Comments to act upon - some in the NNP saw need to clearly separate what was allowed within development boundaries and outside DB's.

NNP 19 - RICHMOND DOCK POLICY (2022 HE2)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 5
Discussion - this was most eagerly debated in the ARA public meeting in Appledore - most in favour.  Some want more shipbuilding, some want more heritage.  A few critics want housing or similar

Comments to act upon - Some in the group suggest two-storey limit on development but no deep piling.  Also building limit raised to 30% of the total site.  Suggest re-wording to the visitor attraction with a dry dock in working order and capable of admitting ships.

NNP 20 - BIDNA SHIPYARD POLICY (2022 ED3)
IN FAVOUR - 19 + 
AGAINST - 2
Discussion - most people support shipyard, a few want to consider housing.

Comments to act upon - none

NNP 21 - YOUNG PEOPLE (2022 not in v 2.7 NNP)
IN FAVOUR -  
AGAINST - 
Discussion - policy not consulted on in March-April because it was not drafted.

Comments to act upon - NONE

On 31/7/19 Laurence Shelley send NNP group members feedback from a one-hour session with Bideford College students - the group effectively acted as a focus group.
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