
Somerford Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group  
 
Minutes from the meeting held at Davenport Chapel on 19th March 2015 
 

Present - Councillor S Kenyon, Councillor Simon Hughes, Mrs Julie Brown, Mrs Helen Brough, Mr 

Matthew Harnett, Mr J Maginness and Mr N Buckley. Lucy Hughes, from Cheshire Community Action 
attended for the first part of the agenda 
Apologies  –   Mrs Ruth Langhorn and Mrs Julie Mason 
 
No members of the public present.   
  

 Minutes The minutes of the meeting of 12th February 2015 were 
approved 

 New Members  Mr C Batchelor did not attend. It was agreed that his 
membership should be considered for approval when his 
situation is clearer. 

 Speaker – Lucy Hughes 
from Cheshire Community 
Action Group 

LH explained the areas in which her group could assist in the 
formulation of the Neighbourhood Plan and related to this in 
where they had assisted other communities including 
Sandbach. She responded to a number of questions from 
committee members. Key points included:- 

 LH herself is a chartered town planner 

 She had assisted in the preparation of a number of 
neighbourhood plans and previously parish plans. 

 NP’s were being taken very seriously as part of the 
planning process both by government (national and 
local) and developers; developers had been 
challenging them in the high court on occasions. 

 50+ NP’s had now been made across the country. LH 
advised that it is worth studying the Examiners Reports 
for these to understand best practice and how to avoid 
mistakes. 

 LH advised taking time at the start to understand what 
you wanted to achieve; reiterated the ‘keep it simple’ 
approach and to limit the number of policies. Have 
these policies in mind from the outset but avoid asking 
leading or negative questions during public 
consultation; these could lead to challenges. 

 LH thought it worthwhile considering using the 
argument that Somerford already has had its fair share 
of development and potentially writing to Tom Evans 
to sound him out whether this approach would be 
acceptable in terms of compliance with the principles 
in the LP. NB to action 

 CCA charges: annual membership of £20 which then 
gives 10% off the standard consultancy rates of £270 
per day or £36 per hour. 

 CCA can supply OCSI reports which provide useful data 
on demographics and travel patterns. 

 LH emphasised the need for robust evidence. As 



examples she agreed that what we have on lack of 
school space (headmaster’s letter) and distances to 
doctors surgeries would carry weight 

 It is important to consult all key stake-holders and this 
includes developers 

 Funding applications cannot include retrospective 
expenditure. The committee agreed that we should 
ask the Parish Council for initial funds rather than 
postpone the first consultation event to await grant 
funding (see Funding Application, below). 

 LH said that Local Councillors may have discretionary 
funds available to them which they can use to help 
with NP’s ; 12 or 13 parishes in Cheshire West had 
received such funds to the extent of 20 days 
consultancy each on average. 

 LH said that most neighbourhood groups like us had 
working groups split along policy lines like ours but 
advised ensuring a consistency of style in the 
document. 

 In conclusion members agreed that Cheshire 
Community Action Group should be used to assist in 
preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan subject to 
further clarification of scope. 

 

 Funding Application   Julie Brown reported progress: 
SK had obtained the guidelines on the application process; an 
expression of interest form had been requested and was now 
awaited; once received this must be returned within 30 days; a 
meeting of the group had been held to study our project plan 
and a spreadsheet of items requiring funding drafted; suppliers 
had been identified. 
 
There is a requirement to submit a project plan in the format 
prescribed in the application process and SK was actioned to 
ask RL if she would do this as she is the best qualified person. 
 
Neighbourhood Development Order: JB explained that 
additional grant funding could be obtained if we wish to create 
an NDO. The latter could be used to designate areas for 
development beyond what is in the LP. After discussion it was 
agreed by the committee that the case for this is not clear at 
this stage and that because it could create complexity we 
should not include it in the funding application. 
 
The application needs to nominate a member of the Parish 
Council as the primary contact. SK agreed to be this person. 
 
Generally, supplier quotations are not needed for the 
application. One exception to this is website development. 
Although the extension to the Parish Council website does not 
provide for public responses the committee felt that this could 



be overcome by the next flyer inviting those who wanted to 
use email to contact us by this means by providing a return 
email address. In light of this it was agreed unanimously by the 
committee not to apply for funding for the development of a 
separate website at this time (moved by JB, seconded by SH). It 
was agreed that we could revisit this decision at a later time. 
 
At SK’s suggestion the target now agreed for submission for 
the expression of interest is 27th March. JB agreed to this 
subject to getting a response from Tom Evans to a query she 
has raised on whether conformance to the LP is likely to 
require us to provide in the NP for a higher number of houses 
than indicated by local needs (e.g.in the SHMA); the guidelines 
indicate that this issue is relevant to the funding application. 
 
Interim Funding: in light of members agreeing the need to 
request that SPC provide interim funding to allow the first 
consultation event to go ahead on time SH agreed to request it 
to be included on the agenda for the next SPC meeting. After 
discussion between members it was agreed that £600 be 
requested to cover venue, printing, 1 day’s consultancy from 
CCA Group, prizes and refreshments  
 

 Responses from 
Questionnaire  

Due to an administration error in connection with the Gmail 
account, one response had been overlooked. SK to contact RL 
to ensure that this email is reinstated in the Gmail account and 
included in the analysis. 
 
Second newsletter – draft for discussion. Because SK had 
previously had opportunity to look at this she proposed that 
she add her suggested amendments and circulate to all for 
their consideration and any additional points. 
 

 History and Assets of 
Somerford pages 

SK asked on behalf of RL if anyone could help with this. HB 
agreed to ask her husband if would be willing to and let RL 
know. The target date for this is 2nd April. 
Old photos of Somerford were required. All to look for what 
they had. 
 

 Stake holder List HB reported that this had turned out to be considerably larger 
and hence more work than anticipated. As advised by Lucy 
Hughes she would ensure it included developers 
 

 Next meetings  Wednesday 1st April 
Thursday 16th April 
 
Both 7.00 pm in Davenport Chapel 
 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 9.30 pm 

 



 


