
 

Ruishton and Thornfalcon Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group 
 
Notes of meeting held on 7th July 2021 
 
 
In attendance: Jim Claydon (JCl), Roy Bulgin (RB), Dave Duke (DD), Doug Lowe (DL) and 

Catherine Faulkner (Administrator) 
 
Due to Covid-19 the meeting was held remotely using Zoom. 
 
1. Apologies  

Apologies were received from Mike Marshall (MM). 
 

2. Declaration of Interest 
JCl declared an interest as he is Chair of CCS. 
 

3. Notes of last meeting (24/5/21) 
All agreed minutes were correct.   

 
Update on action items: 
a) The Administrator/Clerk to write to TACC inviting them to discuss the cycle issues for the 

new/old A358 - completed 
b) The Administrator to submit a Newsletter article thanking everyone for their responses - 

completed. 
 

4. Consultation feedback  
a. Affordable housing (emails previously circulated) 

JCl had exchanged some emails with Stuart Todd (ST) regarding a change in Government 
policy regarding affordable housing. It was considered that these changes do not materially 
affect our draft NP. ST’s suggestion to note it in our NP is the best approach and we may 
need to adjust the wording in the policy relating to housing. Action: ST to be asked to check 
the wording relating to affordable housing in light of this policy change as part of his review.  

 
b. Design Guide 

SW&T have issued a Design Guide. Having reviewed this it was considered that our policy 
covers these contents however, the wording may need to say that any proposals will need to 
conform to the SW&T Design Guide. Action: ST to be asked to check the wording of the 
relevant policy to refer to the SW&T Design Guide as part of his review. 

 
c. Review of comments and way forward (previously circulated)  

The administrator explained that the comments received from TACC had not been included 
on the spreadsheet previously circulated as they had been received after this time. In 
addition, although Natural England had requested an extension until 18 th June 2021, nothing 
had yet been received.  
 
JCl explained that a lot of comments had been received, some of which were not relevant to 
a neighbourhood plan and some were unclear on their meaning.  JCl had drafted responses 
which have been circulated to the SG. Comments had been received from MM and DL, and 
DD and RB were asked to forward any comments for consideration to the administrator.  
 
It was agreed that some of the comments are very interesting, including those from the 
developers. It was noted that all seem to recognise the need to keep the villages separate. It 
was noted that Persimmon has commented that much of the information was out of date.  It 



 

was considered the last 2 years have not been typical years 
therefore the information gathered in the previous 3 and 4 
years is more correct with the last 2 years being temporary. 
It was also noted that the draft NP does refer to the need for 
a review when necessary. 
 
It had also been commented by developers that there will be a change to a Unitary Authority 
in the near future and that this will impact on our NP.  Having taken a look at Cornwall and 
Dorset you are unitary authorities, one Local Plan had replaced all the other Local Plans , 
then below this was a neighbourhood plan detailed level of planning. It was considered that 
putting down our requirements and obtaining approval is very important and reinforces, 
rather than undermines, any future changes to the Local Plan structure due to a change to 
Unitary Authority. 
 
A discussion was had regarding the Brookfield submission and it was agreed that this site is 
outside the village envelope as per the Local Plan and the NP and therefore that area is part 
of the gap. 
 
It was noted that some of the proposals from the developers to develop some areas within 
the parish do fulfil the requirements of the NP. 
 
Regarding the comments around pollution, it was agreed that the current policy should 
remain in place for this plan however it was noted that if the A358 is rerouted and more 
electric cars are on the road, this could reduce this argument and would be considered as 
part of the NP review. 
 
It was agreed that it is not appropriate to designate current sites for development due to the 
current A358 problems. In the review of the NP there may be a need to identify some places 
for development. 
 
Tarmac’s comments regarding it being a site for potential development were interesting and 
it was noted that residential traffic would be replacing commercial traffic if this site was 
developed. 
 
Action: the administrator to include the comments from TACC in the comments spreadsheet 
and forward them to JCl for review then add them to the summary spreadsheet. Action: the 
administrator to contact Natural England and ask whether they still wish to submit comments 
on the draft NP. Action: DD and RB to forward any comments on JCL’s drafted responses 
on the Regulation 14 comments spreadsheet to the administrator. Action: JCl to amend the 
comments spreadsheet following the discussions in this meeting. Action: the administrator 
to forward the completed comments to ST for him to review and update, including 
amendments to the 1st part of the NP. 

 
5. Technology impact perspective paper 

This was a new paper produced by DD looking forward over the next 10 years and considering 
where technology is heading during that period. Action: the administrator to include this in the 
evidence base. 

 
6. Project plan/Regulation 14 consultation process update (attached) 

The administrator explained that the Project Plan was completed up to the Regulation 
14 consultation process.  She explained that moving forwards, once we have completed 
any changes to our plan and submitted it to the Local Authority, the timetable is mainly 
driven by SW&T.  We can best guess the timescales but will not be able to set it out 
ourselves. 



 

 
The email previously received from Ann Rhodes regarding 
the need for a further HRA assessment will need to be 
considered.  Action: the administrator to update the 
Project Plan using approximate dates where possible. 
 

7. A358/A303 update 
DL and RB update the SG following a meeting they had had with Highways England (HE). They 
explained that the route has been finalised and there is no option to change the route however 
the detailed design is still being discussed. They also explained that HE are having to redo their 
evidence base as it is more than 3 years old. A document had been received from the Informal 
Group of 8 Parishes providing further information on their proposals for the junction at Mattocks 
Tree Hill. It was felt that the PC should support the Group of 8 proposal and RB would take this 
to the PC meeting tonight. 
 
HE have said that they will hold an open Parish meeting when the design stage has been 
completed. 
 
When advised by DL and RB of the proposal within the NP to have a corridor study undertaken 
they did not respond but did say that they were aware of the need to facilitate cyclists, walkers 
and disabled people in their work. They also said they were aware of the need to make the old 
road more user-friendly and put in place mitigating factors to reduce the use of the old road. 
 
JCl updated regarding the other A303 proposals.  He explained that there is still an outstanding 
judicial review on the Stonehenge part of the A303 with a decision possibly due the end of this 
month. He also explained there is a judicial review against the whole financing the road system 
timescales for this are unknown. The outcome of these may impact on the A358 proposals. 
 

8. Project Team  
Following our discussion on how best to involve the Project Team now that the consultation 
period has closed, it was agreed that the SG would work with ST would be completed first so it 
is clear what the proposed final draft plan is. Following this a meeting maybe had with the 
Project Team to present the final draft prior to it going to the Parish Council for approval. It was 
felt that as the Project Team are the agents in the community for the NP it is important for them 
to be able to give information to the community. At this meeting there can also be an update on 
the A358, Local Plan and any other related matters. 
 

9. Newsletter  
it was agreed that there is currently nothing to put in the Newsletter. 
 

10. Next Steps/Any other business 
There was none. 

 
11. Date of Next Meeting  

The date of the next meeting is set for Monday 16th August 2021 at 12pm noon to be held 
remotely.  


