
 

Ruishton and Thornfalcon Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group 
 
Notes of meeting held on 7th October 2019 
 
 
In attendance: Mike Marshall (MM), Roy Bulgin (RB), Doug Lowe (DL), Jim Claydon (JCl), 

Dave Duke (DD) 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 (9/9/19) 
All agreed minutes were correct.   

 
Update on action items: 
a) JCl to review the draft policies again and provide further feedback to Stuart Todd (ST) - 

completed.    
b) Any further comments on the policies from the SG members to be passed to JCl by 20 th 

September 2019 - completed. 
c) The Administrator to ask John Capstick (McKinlays) whether he could confirm that, in policy 

C4 Protection of Community Assets, that having to advertise properties for a 12 month 
period is a reasonable timescale when considering the local market – the Administrator 
advised that Anne Rhodes (SW&T) had sent a document with her comments to ST and It 
was agreed to review the information and advice in that document.  

d) The Administrator to ask John Capstick (McKinlays) whether he could confirm that, in policy 
EC1 Protecting Existing Employment Provision, having to market land/buildings for 
commercial/employment purposes for at least two years before change of use to non-
employment land would be supported, is a reasonable timescale when considering the local 
market – the Administrator advised that Anne Rhodes (SW&T) had sent a document with her 
comments to ST and It was agreed to review the information and advice in that document. 

e) Under policy H3/4, the Administrator to review the evidence base to ascertain which sporting 
community assets have been identified by parishioners – reviewed and information passed 
to JCl and ST for including in the policies document. 

f) A Transport Plan needs to be produced to support the policies and be evidence based – see 
agenda item 6. 

g) The Administrator to update the plan to reflect the necessary tasks and timescales identified 
earlier in the meeting – see agenda item 12. 
 

7. Review of updated policy document from Stuart Todd 
A discussion was had regarding the information received from Anne Rhodes (SW&T) and ST’s 
updated proposed policies.  It was agreed that JCl would review those changes again and 
identify whether any further changes are needed and circulate his thoughts by email, or at 
another meeting of the SG if felt necessary. Action: JCL to review the draft policies and identify 
whether any further changes are needed, then circulate his thoughts by email, or at another 
meeting of the SG if necessary. 
 
The administrator asked that any typos, numbering etc that were identified as SG members 
were reviewing the policies be sent to her so that the policies can be updated.  Action:  
SG members to send to the Administrator any typos, numbering etc that were identified as the 
policies were reviewed.    



 

 
DL identified that some of the wording in the draft policies may 
be more difficult to interpret in the future and, therefore, the 
policies needed to be reviewed to ensure they are easy to 
understand.  Action:  SG members to review the policies for 
ease of understanding and identify any they thought more difficult to understand to JCl, copying 
in the Administrator. 
  

8. A358 Community Forum feedback 
MM advised that a Chair has not yet been appointed for the Community Forum.  No further 
information was available regarding details of the route.  A build and design contractor was 
expected to be in place by January 2020 before any further detailed announcements would be 
made.  MM reminded everyone that the Community Forum was a voluntary consultation process 
and not a statutory requirement. 
 

9. Maps for inclusion in the policies document  
JCl and the Administrator presented the draft maps.  The information on the maps had been 
drawn from the evidence base developed through the consultation process of the NP and 
statutory documents.   
 
Everyone agreed with the identified “Village buffer zones” which are to prevent the combining of 
Ruishton, Henlade and Thornfalcon as it had been identified through the process that these 
should retain their own identifies.  The Administrator advised that if green wedges were to be 
identified, local evidence was required as to why and gave an example of the field in CSM being 
used regularly by dog walkers and consequently identified as a green wedge using this 
evidence.   
 
A discussion was held regarding identifying leisure and recreation sites.  It was agreed that 
these should not conflict with the identified buffer zones.  It was also agreed that these should 
not be identified on a map as specific sites but “in the vicinity of...” should be used in the text of 
the plan. 
 
The identified footpaths and cycle paths were reviewed, and it was agreed that clarity is needed 
on the map as to proposed new paths against existing paths.  It was also agreed that the 
proposed and existing footpaths from Stearts Cottage,s and behind the school, should be 
suitable for cycle and foot paths for safe access to the school and village from Henlade. 
 
Action:  The Administrator to obtain the footpaths map from Creech St Michael’s 
neighbourhood plan to show how the foot and cycle path along Cheats Road joined up with the 
one identified in CSM’s plan and include this in our evidence base. 
 
A discussion was had regarding mapping wildlife and heritage sites.  It was agreed that the draft 
policies needed to be reviewed following receipt of Anne Rhodes’ comments.  In addition, 
specific areas within our parish needed to be identified on a map ie Fishpool Copse.  These 
should be from our evidence base.  Action: The draft policies to be reviewed following receipt of 
Anne Rhodes’ comments to ensure wildlife, etc sites are appropriately recorded and managed.   
Action:  Any non-listed heritage assets to be identified on a map by the Administrator liaising 
with members of the PT as necessary. Action:  The Administrator to map specific areas within 
our parish ie Fishpool Copse, using our evidence base and liaising with members of the PT as 
necessary.  Action:  The Administrator to update the proposed maps and, once completed and 
agreed by the SG, to provide these to ST for mapping in line with his quotation. 
 

7. Transport Plan 
It was agreed that the Transport Plan map needed populating further to identify matters such as 
pinch points.  In addition, the Transport Plan required written information which would use the 



 

evidence base and include links to the evidence.  In addition, 
appropriate photographs would be used clearly demonstrating 
key issues. 
 

8. Character Assessment/Design Guide 
ST had forwarded some examples of design guides.  It was agreed that the SG members would 
review the information and make a final decision on a design guide.  It was also agreed that a 
future meeting of the Project Team could undertake a workshop to contribute to the design 
guide.  Action: The Project Team undertake a workshop to consider a design guide/character 
assessment. 
 

9. Draft Plan including A358 section  
JCl explained the paper he had previously circulated and his suggestions regarding the 
structure of the plan.  JCl advised that he had spoken with ST regarding his proposed 
wording of the A358 section of the plan and ST had agreed that this was appropriate to 
include.  It was agreed that this issue should be added as a policy if possible.  As the 
plan progresses, DD will populate the photographs and the Administrator will identify the 
links to the evidence base.  Action:  JCl to speak with ST to see if the A358 section can 
be a policy in its own right. 
 

10. Review of our evidence base list 
The SG agreed with the evidence base list provided by the Administrator.  In addition, it 
was identified that the Environment and Business topic papers reviewing the information 
collected needed to be included along with the CSM footpath map. Action: The 
Administrator to  add the Environment and Business topic papers reviewing the 
information collected and the CSM footpath map to the evidence base list.  Action: The 
Administrator to upload all evidence to Dropbox. 
 

11. Which groups and bodies (non statutory) do we consider should be on our 
consultation list? 
The Administrator advised that there is a requirement for the NP to be consulted on widely 
within the parishes.  Statutory consultees were clearly identified along with those already 
consulted with however additional consultees should be identified.  Action: Members of the SG 
to forward to the Administrator, information on any group they felt should be considered as 
consultees at the consultation stages of the plan. 
 

12. Project Team meeting 
It was agreed that the next meeting should include a workshop on Character Assessments, a list 
of priorities for future community assets, identifying any “at risk” assets.  Action: The 
Administrator to arrange a date for the next PT meeting subject to room availability. 
 

13. Project Plan review 
The group reviewed the draft project plan and agreed that timings were ambitious and should be 
deferred by one month.  Action: The Administrator to update the project plan and circulate it to 
SG members. 
 
The Administrator advised that timings of the project across 2 financial years may make 
applying for funding more tricky.  Action: The Administrator to contact Locality to ascertain what 
would happen to funding should part of the funded project overrun into the next financial year. 
 

14. Newsletter  
It was agreed that there was no update available for including in the next Newsletter. 
 



 

15. Next Steps/Any other business 
There were none. 
 

16. Date of Next Meeting for Steering Group 
The date of the next meeting is 28th October 2019 at 10am at 
Parklands.  A further meeting was scheduled for Monday 2nd December at 10am. 


