Wing Neighbourhood Steering Group Meeting

Wing Village Hall

Wednesday October 11th 7.30 

Chair Nicky Lyttelton (NL)

Minutes Secretary Rose Dejardin (RDJ)

In Attendance:  Jonathan Beaver (JOB), Helen Cullen (HC), Robin Cullen (RC), Wendy Dalton (WD), Jane Daw (JD), Mark Dyas (MD), Charles Gallimore (CG),  Mick Rodgers (MR),David Seviour (DS), Ken Siddle (KS), Jaqueline Straubinger (JS).

Observing: Roger MacKay

1. Apologies: Joanne Beaver (JAB) Vice Chair, Sally Cox (SC), John Dejardin (JDJ), Colin Dunigan (CD) Rutland County Council Liaison Officer, Angela Harding (AH) Secretary, Rhiannon Jones (RJ), Ros King (RK), Andy Lawrence (AL), John Oakley (JO),  Richard Tulloch (RT), Gloria Wight (GW)

2. Minutes from previous meeting (2nd August 2017)

Matters arising: 

It was pointed out that item 3.ii, stating that landowners in the parish should declare conflict of interest/ pecuniary interest in the cause of transparency, should have stated this policy should apply also to all committee members. It was agreed this declaration be completed on an annual basis.  ACTION: NL to obtain standard form from DS for completion.

ACTIONS FROM MINUTES:

i)  Letter: has been printed and delivered, with some positive feedback.

ii) Landowners Map: has been mislaid, but information gathering almost complete.

ACTION: MD to obtain another map and complete information gathering.

iii) Place Check:  ongoing

iv) NP recap by CD: unnable to deliver at this meeting. ACTION: NL to agree a suitable date with CD.

3. Feedback:

a) Communication and Marketing - WD

WD summed up progress of team who have been working on compiling a number of questions which could be put to consultants. These as follows:


What is a NP(what can be included)?


What isn't a NP (what can't be included)?


How does this fit in with the Oakham local plan (what are current restrictions on 
Wing)


What would a NP mean for Wing


What if we didn't have a NP?


What input do we need from the residents of Wing to make this work?


What are the supporting projects i.e. historic/environmental/social etc. to which we 
can refer?

WD stated that the stand out point was the residents input, and what happens next. Discussion led to agreement to obtain the true engagement of the residents and that whatever decisions were made should come from them, not the committee, and the importance of inspiring them to be actively involved. DS, through personal contacts, has obtained stock examples of questionnaires relating to housing and to NPs which he feels will be useful reference points. ACTION: DS to pass these example questionnaires to the Communication Group for their information. 

Further discussion related to the necessity or not of hiring a consultant: certain members are doubtful as to the value of this owing to the danger of losing control of the process, depersonalising contact with the village. There was also scepticism as to the usefulness of consultants although some did give examples of effective input. It was suggested it might be more helpful to talk to neighbouring villages who have already compiled a NP. In conclusion it was agreed we primarily hold the open event and, following this, review the situation in light of the strength of the response to the event. It was recognised that there are two issues to be addressed,  firstly the means of involving the  residents and secondly, having gained their involvement, the compiling of a questionnaire aimed at gathering relevant data leading to the formation of policies.

It was agreed that, following the letter, we should stage an open event for residents explaining simply, by means of a number of information boards each set up by the individual groups, what is involved in creating a NP and the issues to be considered. Possibly to include a large map of the Parish of Wing and with the opportunity for residents to input, possibly responding with Post-it notes, on questions such as What does Wing mean to you? Why are you living here? and What do you see when entering the village that is meaningful to you? The Place Check could be a useful tool at this point. Important to get across the connectivity of the open event and the questionnaire to the formation of a set of actions. There was agreement that the next step was for each group to decide what information they want to get across, and the means by which they do this, before a follow on meeting to pull together all thoughts.  Meanwhile a date was decided on for the open event, which will probably run over the whole weekend of 24th February 2018. ACTION: each of groups to meet up to decide on strategy for the open event for a follow on meeting . NL to ask CD whether he is able to provide display boards for the open event and to talk to Barrowden regarding their approach to involving residents in their NP.

b) Natural and Historic Environment- JDJ

In the absence of JDJ, CG gave feedback following the meeting of this group.

Members present were allocated specific tasks: CG himself to gather wildlife information for the parish, using both his own records and those of Natural England etc.  DS to produce a schedule of listed buildings and structures within the parish. JDJ is to carry out a landscape character assessment including spring fieldwork.  JS to carry out a footpath survey, following footpaths as shown on OS maps, which are not entirely accurate, records made by John Garbitt and  Fieldways maps. Much of this data collection is seasonal and is therefore ongoing.

Note from NL post meeting, following report useful source of information about the local landscape:

https://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/countryside/landscapes/item/download/5058
c) Housing Group - DS

For an outline of the items to be covered within this group and the allocation of tasks, refer to the paper issued by DS titled 'History of the Village'. CD is helping with data collection and DS also using internet sources, as Rutland CC records not entirely helpful in providing information on the housing situation in any Rutland village. He has also found the Local Plan unhelpful in providing any information on policy regarding development. Therefore this data collection ongoing. During discussions it was agreed that for the open event simple information should be shown, such as the age and condition of buildings, as existing at the present time without too much detail

4. Financial Issues:

HC stated that there should be a clear idea of possible expenditure by the end of November and pointed out that any expenditure must be approved before it is spent, and must be spent within 6 months of approval. ACTION: NL to meet with HC and RC to finalise plans for funding application, primarily for setting up of open event and compilation of questionnaire, with suggestions for discussion at the next meeting. NL to liaise with JD on her progress in researching Locus Consulting, not only in what they are able to provide, but also the financial implication of using their services.

5. Replacement of Secretary:

sadly AH has resigned as Secretary and the Chairman asked if anyone on the Commitee might consider taking over the role. JOB was approached and will consider doing so. ACTION: NL to discuss way forward with JOB

6. AOB: 

None

7. Date of next meeting: 

Specifically to discuss Open Event on weekend of 24th February

to take place on Wednesday 15th November 7.30 to 9 p.m. in the Village Hall

