Minutes of Meeting of Hoveton Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
HVH Jubilee Room and via Zoom
22nd May 2025

Present: -
Ann-Marie Watton (A-MW), Mick Watton (MW), Garry Walker (GW), Kerry Walker (KW), Cllr Richard Stowe (RS), Cllr Russell Reeve (RR), Louise Cornell (LC) Greg Slater (GS), Barbara Clements (BC), Kate Williams (KHW)


Apologies: -
Kelvin Dore (KD), Peter Mantle (PM), Ben Bethel (BB)


1.  Minutes of Last Meeting 

The minutes of the last meeting, (1st May) were accepted.

Matters Arising

It was proposed the Steering Group contact Chris Young of NNDC regarding the Non-Designated Heritage Sites (NDHS) report.  KW asked if CCP has a standard letter template for contacting owners of properties and businesses identified in the heritage report. CCP confirmed that they do and will provide.  It was agreed that Chris Young should be contacted but he may push back on the report due to the large number of NDHSs identified.

Action: LC will submit the report to NNDC.
Action : LC will provide KW with the template letter for notifying heritage properties identified and KW will draft up letters for all properties identified in report.

The Site Assessment work is now completed.  KW said that this report is fundamental to the Neighbourhood Plan process if we plan to allocate sites.

Action: LC to circulate the Site Assessment report
Action: RS to organise a specific meeting to discuss the report
Action: KW to circulate a template for comments on the Site Assessment Report

Note: the Site Assessment report contains sensitive information and is to be kept confidential.

2. Mapping Agreements

NNDC hold agreements with Ordnance Survey (OS) for use of detailed maps.  RS said good quality maps are essential to the Neighbourhood Plan drafting.  RS has communicated with NNDC via e-mail seeking access to the maps.  NNDC have responded saying we can have access to printed and electronic maps.

LC commented that CCP have a GIS package that can be used to manipulate the maps to show what we want but to do that need to have the NNDC OS licence number.

RS commented that the current maps in the Neighbourhood Plan do not have sufficient detail.  A-MW asked if we have the same quality of maps as other Neighbourhood Plan groups, LC said it was the same.

Action: BB to obtain the OS licence number and provide to LC

3. School/Youth Survey

RS said that the school had provided a copy of the survey data that he can read but RS does not know how to communicate this data to others in the group as it is data protected and the copy he has only allows him to view it.

There are 80 responses to the survey from a school cohort of 750.  No analysis of the data has been done.  One point of note is that the final question asked if the pupils wanted to have a sixth form, the responses were a 50/50 split for and against.

Action: RS to contact the school to try to obtain a version of the survey responses that can be distributed among the NPSG. 

4. Vision Statement

It was agreed that the Vision Statement was good to go once typographic errors had been corrected.
 
5. Draft Neighbourhood Plan

A. Village Zoning & Green Spaces

A discussion was held regarding the village centre zoning that was discussed at the last meeting.  KW noted that Granary Staithe was not included and believes it should be included.  LC replied that it was excluded as it is not part of the village centre.

LC commented that only the parts of the centre that may be included in the Neighbourhood Plan for development purposes.  It was agreed to remove zones; B, E and F, (refer to figure 12 of the Draft NP V3).  LC commented that it would be useful of zone A were to align with the area allocated by the Broads Authority.

It was agreed that CCP would reconfigure the village zoning the new proposal would be returned to the Steering Group at the next meeting.

Discussion was had on the integration of the Views/NDHS and Green Spaces.  Some locations were covered in more than one of these reports.  This possibly creats complexity in the overall plan.

LC agreed to rework the zoning and broaden the chapter to make the discussion about more than just the village centre.  LC will circulate the reworked zone maps showing the interaction with the green spaces and access ways.

Action: LC to Rework Village Centre Zones and distribute revised maps

RS commented that more detailed mapping of the riverside area was required and will try to obtain this from NNDC.
KW asked at what point to we contact owners of land that may be considered for development.  This should not be done until the Site Assessment report has been fully processed.


B. Master Plan or Piecemeal Development of Riverside

LC advised that the Broads Authority would prefer to see a development plan for the whole of the riverside site but that they would be open to piecemeal development.  KW commented that a single development plan would be more likely to protect the green spaces and public access but that the group should not closed to the option of piecemeal development but should speak to the Broads Authority to clarify.

It is understood that the BA were not aligned with the 2022-23 McCarthy’ Stone’s Master Plan for the brownfield site as the McCarthy Stone proposed development was alleged to shut off views and access to the riverside. 

Action: KW to discuss the riverside site with Natalie Beal of the Broads Authority

It was noted that a new development had the potential to landlock the public land alongside the river.  RS commented that there must be right-of-way protection for access across the private land to reach the public spaces due to the custom of the access being used.

C. Other areas of draft plan 

Village Hall

LC asked for feedback on the section on the Village Hall.

Action: KW to provide feedback

D. Household Survey evidence 

KW commented that in the beginning section, the draft plan set out the evidence from the Household Survey but had omitted the issue of flooding and sewage in later discussion of the infrastructure section.

Additionally, the Household Survey also showed that there was a balanced/neutral evidence for and against development and this needed to be reflected later in the report.  

Action: KW to email Louise at CCP with proposed edits for more consistency
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6. AoB

A. Views Document

The views document was discussed, the latest document issued has proposals for which pictures to include.  It was noted that there is potential for conflict between the Views report and the desire to allocate sites.  It was agreed that the views document would not be finalised until after the Site Assessment report had been finalised.

However, the Steering Group examined the document and agreed the following: - 

v1 = Approved

v2 = Pending. Like the image and want to ensure St Peter's Church is included but may take a different, broader scope image once site allocation task been completed

v3 = Approved

v4 = Approved

v5 = Approved

v6 = Approved (although triple check once site allocation task has been completed)

V7 = Approved

V8 = Approved

v9 = Pending - can't confirm what Littlewoods Lane and surrounding fields images will be included until site allocation discussion has happened

v10 = Approved

V11 = Pending (same comment as for V9)

V12 = Approved

V13 = Approved (query once green space report finalised as we may be duplicating effort here)

V14 = Pending (same comment as for V9)

Appendix 2

1 = Pending (same comment as for V9)
2 = Support for including  this view in some form - but may be some duplication with image 3 below
3 = Support for including  this view in some form - but may be some duplication with image 2 above
4 = Pending (same comment as for V9)
5 = Pending (same comment as for V9)

Appendix 3

1 = remove
2 = include a version of this image - need to retake - try and get St Peter's church in the frame!
3 = remove (Tunstead road trees)
4 = remove as duplication
5 = remove
6 = remove
7 = remove
8 = remove (swans in foreground of image)
9 & 10 = need to take a better image of riverside waterside green space - neither of the 2 currently in the document are particularly compelling. I will try and do this over the weekend.
11 = decision was it should be included as a key view BUT will need to be discussed in light of site allocation discussion

Action: KW to edit the Views report

B. Finance

GS asked LC what amount of time was being expended.  LC commented that only time for meetings was accruing.  The April meeting would not be included but further meeting would be charged for.

GS commented that he is still missing invoices from sundry items that were agreed to be included in the 2024/2025 budget year costs.  These items were agreed at the budget close-out meeting held on 13th April.

Action: BB to provide invoices to GS

C. Lions Summer Fete

RS said that HCC will have a stall at the Lions summer fete as they did last year and recommends that there be a Neighbourhood Plan stall to keep the Neighbourhood Plan in the public eye.  It was agreed to discuss further at the next meeting.

D. G:Drive Access

GS said that he still did not have access to the G:Drive.

Action:  BB to provide ensure that all members of the NPSG have access to the G:Drive

End of Meeting
 

Due to a number of people being unavailable for the previously agreed next meeting date it was agreed to move the date to 17th July 2025 7:00pm, HVH Jubilee Room and Zoom.

