
 

Ruishton and Thornfalcon Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group 
 
Notes of meeting held on 6th November 2017 
 
 
 
In attendance: Mike Marshall (MM), Doug Lowe (DL), Roy Bulgin (RB), Dave Duke (DD), Jim 

Claydon (JCl) and Catherine Faulkner (Administrator) 
 
 
1. Apologies 
There were no apologies 
 
2. Declaration of Interest 
JCl declared an interest as he is Chair of CCS. 
 
3. Notes of last meeting (4th September 2017) 
All agreed minutes were correct.   
 
Update on action items: 
a) DD to email everyone on the Project Team suggesting they contact him if they need help 

accessing Dropbox - completed  
b) The Administrator to write to SCC Highways and ask them what information they have 

regarding roads within our Parish that may be useful for our Neighbourhood Plan.  This to be 
copied to John Thorne, County Councillor – actioned.  The Administrator advised that there was 
no further information from the departments that had responded but if any other data is 
available, she will circulate it if received. 

c) MM to follow up with John Thorne, the request by the Parish Council, for traffic counts on 
Ruishton Lane and Cheats Road – MM advised that he had asked at the Parish Council 
meeting and the County Councillor will request for it to be done. 

d) The Administrator to recirculate the traffic figures to the Steering Group and put in Dropbox - 
completed 

e) The Administrator to add “Consultations with neighbouring parishes” as an action on the Project 
Plan with a date of April 2018 - completed 

f) JCl to review the topic papers and compare the information we have gathered to that gathered 
in other Neighbourhood Plans and consider any further actions needed – completed and 
previously circulated to Steering Group for comments 

g) The Administrator to seek 2 quotes for a consultant to look at our Housing Needs survey and 
related information which will also provide us with any gaps in our data gathering and 
consultation needs.  It was agreed to contact Jo Widdicombe and Stuart Todd who are 
consultants who can provide this information for us – quotations to be discussed on agenda 

h) The Administrator to write to Ann Rhodes and Karen Walker (as per Ann’s letter) asking what 
advice TDBC can now give in relation to the necessity for a Housing Needs survey, considering 
the government consultation on Housing Needs identification. – completed and response 
circulated.  On agenda. 

i) The Administrator to email the contact at Persimmon and see whether they would like a 
meeting – meeting held 31st October 2017 and on agenda 

j) The Administrator to contact Jim Woolcott and advise him that MM will contact him to bring him 
up to speed with the Neighbourhood Plan process - completed 

 
 
 
 



 

4. Project Plan review 

a. Business survey update – The Administrator advised that the 
printing costs amounted to £108 + vat.  In addition, 
envelopes and stamps will need to be purchased which will 
cost approximately £107 + vat where applicable.  This will 
bring the costs to approximately £215 + vat depending of the costs of the envelopes. It may 
be that there will be an additional cost for printing of the results which will be costed at that 
time.  All costs will be funded from the Awards for All grant.  The Administrator advised that it 
is intended to issue the survey by Monday 13th November with a closing date of Friday 1st 
December 2017.  The Steering Group approved these costs. Action:  The Administrator to 
advise the Project Team of the timescales of the Business Survey. 
 

b. Housing Needs survey –  
 
i. Feedback from Ann Rhodes - A response had been received from Ann Rhodes providing 

her view on what advice TDBC can now give in relation to the necessity for a Housing 
Needs survey, considering the government consultation on Housing Needs identification.  
It was felt that this information was self-explanatory and that the situation was no clearer.  
JC felt that this reinforces that any quantitative survey prediction will be very difficult at 
present that that the NP is probably best to stick with the quality side and what housing is 
needed for certain groups of people which can included in a NP which can included in a 
NP, however this would be considered by the contractor appointed under the next agenda 
item.   
 

ii. (JC did not take part in the decision-making process as he knows both parties). The 
group considered the two quotations that had been received to carry out the review of 
information to determine the need for a housing needs survey and the type of questions 
to ask, should this be appropriate, together with a gap analysis.  Both quotations were for 
the same price of £1,250 + vat so there was no difference on price.  The group then 
considered the information provided within the quotations and it was felt by everyone that 
the quotation provided by Stuart Todd was in more detail in relation to costs and any 
potential additional costs, should that work be requested.  DL also felt that Stuart Todd 
may be more in tune with the issues surrounding our parish (roads and Nexus 25) as he 
is in Taunton rather than Exeter which may be of benefit.  MM mentioned that Jo 
Widdicombe did give good advice at the previous meeting when the Neighbourhood Plan 
was at it’s very early stage.  DD considered that Stuart Todd’s website was more 
professional with clear information on about what he does and who he is.  It was agreed 
to appoint Stuart Todd as he had responded more clearly to the brief, provided a clear 
quotation and had local knowledge.  Action:  The Administrator to advise Jo Widdicombe 
that she had not been successful and to advise Stuart Todd that he had been successful.  
The Administrator to ask Stuart Todd whether he could complete the work prior to the 
next meeting of the Steering Group and attend that meeting to present his report.  The 
Administrator to ask Stuart Todd to update his quotation to include the attendance at the 
meeting (this would be chargeable at the same rate by both parties).  

 
iii. The project plan was reviewed and agreed that no changes were necessary. 
 

5. Feedback on meeting with Persimmon Homes 
MM and JC advised that they had met with Persimmon Homes.  It was reported that Persimmon 
were aware of the key issues ie rat run, the A358/Junction 25 and Nexus.  Persimmon provided 
information on who else has options within the parish and it was agreed that it would be useful 
to meet with those businesses as part of the NP process.  Persimmon also advised that they 
would like to engage with the NP process.  MM advised that they had made Persimmon aware 
of the flooding issues within the parish.  The Administrator will be producing notes of the 



 

meeting which will be circulated to the Steering Group.  Action: 
The Administrator to circulate the notes of the meeting with 
Persimmon to the Steering Group when produced.  Action: The 
Administrator to invite Summerfield, Taylor Wimpey and Hallam 
Land Management to individual meetings over the next couple 
of months. 

 
6. Grant Funding Update 

The Administrator updated on the spending against the grant requested and advised that there 
will be a large underspend.  This is due to reduced costs in some areas such as the Business 
Survey as this is now being undertaken in-house.  It was agreed to ask Awards 4 All for an 
extension of £800 to be spent in January for a focus group following any feedback from those 
contributing to the Business Survey as the survey asks whether a business would like to meet 
with the Steering Group to discuss issues further. Action:  The Administrator to draft an email 
for MM to send to Awards for All requesting an extension of £800 to be spent in January for a 
focus group following any feedback from those contributing to the Business Survey. 
 
A discussion was held on applications for future grants and the Administrator updated on the 
Locality grants for the next 5 years which looks positive.  Action:  The Administrator to find out 
what Locality’s definition of complex is for Technical Grants. 
 
The Parish Council’s budget setting process commences shortly and it was agreed that a further 
£5,000 should be requested to be allocated to the NP process from the 2018/19 budget as there 
will be a greater need to use consultants in the next stage of the process.  There will be no 
increase in precept as this amount was included in the budget for the current year so will not 
result in any additional cost. Action:  DL to request £5,000 to be allocated to the NP process 
from the Parish Council’s 2018/19 budget. 

 
7. Agenda for Project Team meeting 27th November 2017 

It was agreed to see if John Capstick knows of anyone from residential sales who could talk 
about the situation within the parish ie demand versus availability etc. Action: The 
Administration to ask John Capstick whether he knows of anyone who can attend the next 
Project Team meeting to discuss residential sales within the parish. 
 
It was also agreed to do a review of “Where we are now and future policy development” led by 
JC. 
 

8. Newsletter Items 
It was agreed to provide information about the Business Survey in the Newsletter.  Action:  The 
Administrator to draft a Newsletter article for approval by MM. 
 

9. Next steps/Any other business 
MM informed the group that he is meeting with the Chair of Creech St Michael (CSM) Parish 
Council and will be discussing where they are at in relation to their NP.  It was felt that another 
meeting with CSM may be helpful in January as both are now progressing with their plans. 
Action: MM to discuss a potential meeting in January with the Chair of CSM PC. 
 

10. Date of next meeting 
Next meeting to be held on Monday 4th December 2017 at 10.00am at Parklands.   


