
BETLEY, BALTERLEY & WRINEHILL 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN STEERING GROUP 
 

 

Minutes of the meeting of 20
th

 April 2017 
 

 

 

89. PRESENT: 

 Peter Ainsworth, John Bailey, Joe Berman, Jane Corfield, Seb Daly, Mandy Davenport, 

Dennis Morris, Mick Padmore. 

 Gwyn Griffiths. 
 

90. APOLOGIES 

 Robert Beddis, Robert Bettley-Smith, Michael Covell, Tricia Gee, Richard Head. 
 

91. MINUTES 

 The Minutes of the March meeting were approved as a true record and signed by the 

Chairman.  
 

92. MATTERS ARISING 

Joe Berman had e-mailed a note on Aims and Objectives. 
 

93. QUESTIONNAIRE 

John Bailey outlined the response to the Questionnaire. 

 576 had been issued. There had been 57 responses online from 53 unique ISPs and 253 

paper responses giving a total of 310 responses (over 50%). This was a very good response 

rate as 30% was generally considered a benchmark level, and was almost certainly 

statistically robust. He thanked the team which had helped with transcribing the paper 

returns. 

 Results had been collated and circulated by e-mail, but ran to 57 pages! 

 There were some areas where there was clear evidence of community views but also 

some areas of ambiguity. 

 The demographic could be described as “grey pocket” with a very low level of response 

from 17-25 year olds. It would be necessary to check if the sample was representative by 

demography and geography. 

 A working group would be needed to analyse the results and to draw up a Report on the 

Questionnaire. 

 

ACTION POINT: that a further Sub-Group be set up comprising John Bailey,  

Jane Corfield and Seb Daly with Joe Berman providing guidance on framing what  

the Report would need to address to meet the needs of the planning process. 

 

 Jane Corfield stressed the importance of the freeform comments which would highlight 

and frame broader concerns and aspirations beyond those identified by Questionnaire 

questions. It was important to assess whether there were themes outside the basic issues 

which had been raised by a significant number of residents. 
 

ACTION POINT: that a 2-3 paragraph “Purpose of Report” be presented to the 

June meeting, and a briefing on progress to that point be brought 

to the May Meeting. 



 

94. WORKING GROUPS: REPORTS & ACTIONS 

 94/1 Finance Sub-Group.  The end-of-year Grant Report had been submitted and appeared 

to be acceptable. Work needed to start on the 2017-18 application - Gwyn Griffiths to progress. 
 

 94/2 Communication Sub-Group. Consultation with businesses/ community groups 

remained a difficult area. Mick Padmore had a draft list which he would pass to Seb Daly for 

additions/ deletions etc. 

 It was felt that personal contact would be useful but that a template would be necessary for 

a degree of consistency. Different approaches would be needed for businesses than for clubs 

and voluntary groups. 
 

ACTION POINT: Seb Daly to co-ordinate list and those willing to make contact.  

Initially open questions would be used and the process would then be reviewed. 
 

ACTION POINT: Gwyn Griffiths to arrange formal contact/ consultation 

with major providers / services etc. 
 

 94/3 Planning Policy Sub-Group.  On the issue of a Design Statement it was observed that 

a Cheshire East Design Statement (Bunbury) was strong on description but poor on 

recommendations for influencing development.  It was suggested that the Joint Urban Design 

Document (Stoke on Trent & NULBC) covered most of the required ground. 
 

 It was felt that the key issue could be expressed as:  “How do we develop policies that 

NULBC would be prepared to implement and developers would be willing to accept”. There 

was a need to speak with the Borough to develop this theme. 

 There was also a need to prepare an analysis which could give officers the confidence to 

apply policies by explaining the context.  It was anticipated that the existing Borough Design 

Statement would be “saved” into the new Local Plan. 
 

ACTION POINT: Joe Berman, Jane Corfield and Dennis Morris to meet to 

discuss how the Neighbourhood Plan could develop an effective approach. 
 

 94/4 IT/ Analysis Sub-Group. Covered. 
 

 94/5 Housing Sub-Group. Nothing to report.  
 

 94/6 Project Management Sub-Group.  Updated. 
 

95. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 

 Nil. 
 

96. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

Steering Group - Thursday 11
th

 May  7.30pm.  (Normal meeting date clashed with the 

Annual Electors’ Meeting, at which a brief presentation would be given on progress on the 

Neighbourhood Plan to date.) 


