ROUGH DRAFT NOTES OF A MEETING OF THE HOE NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM (HNF)
TO DISCUSS THE PLYMOUTH AND SOUTH WEST DEVON JOINT LOCAL PLAN 2014 - 2034
(PLYMOUTH PLAN) HELD ON 19 MARCH 2017 IN THE GUILDHALL CHARTER ROOM

Attendees: Penny Tarrant (Chair)
Jessica Vaughan (PCC)
Chris Penberthy (Ward Councillor)
Hilary Kolinsky
Jacky Clift
Keith Tarrant
Joan Jackson
Judy Tottery
Fleur Ball
lan Roxburgh, Millbay Marina Village (Observer)

Discussion Points Included:

CP confirmed that he represented residents and business rate payers.

JV confirmed that the Group must have the right boundary and the right name before it can be
recognised.

CP will send PT documents regarding the Citadel to post on the Group’s Facebook page.

After three weeks public consultation the Forum Boundaries become formal, following which JV
confirmed that PCC had 13 weeks to approve or dispute the Forum’s establishment. JV to check and
advise PT whether the Forum must be consulted on issues affecting the area prior to PCC’s formal
establishment approval during those 13 weeks. Once established, the Forum will be included on the
list of Statutory Consultees regarding issues that affect the area. During that 13 week period PCC
notifies local newspapers, puts the proposal to establish the Forum on the Council’s website, advises
all Statutory Consultees of the proposal and puts 10 — 15 notices on local lampposts.

Action: JV would make at least 10 available to HNF to put in local libraries and for circulation.

CP advised the meeting that the Waterfront Partnership ballot had secured a second five year period
from 1 April 2017. The Board remained unchanged, meeting quarterly which included three local
councillors, and the Advisory Group will focus on the Business Plan. There are four wards in the
Waterfront Partnership. CP advocates that the several residents groups engage with the Waterfront
Partnership, and suggested that the Forum Chair should be a member of the Advisory Group, and
said he would email the Chair of the Advisory Group to confirm that this would be actioned as
previously agreed, and would copy in PT.

Action: CP to email Plymouth Waterfront Partnership and copy PT in.

CP and JV confirmed that once established the Hoe Neighbourhood Forum would become a
Statutory Consultee on planning and land use issues. The Neighbourhood Plan is subsidiary to and
must conform to the Plymouth Plan. IR asked if that included consulting on events such as MTV
Crashes and the University of Plymouth’s use of the Hoe. CP said that there was no statutory
requirement for the council to do so and pointed out that as the freeholder/leaseholder of the land,
the Council is entitled to be a member of the HNF, as for any landowner in the bounded area.



Any events on the Hoe are subject to the normal licensing restrictions.

PT mentioned that Ocean View’s planning application regarding events did not mention licensing
hours and there was concern about noise from El Café. It was confirmed that Consultee status
would give HNF advance notice of licensing applications. It is possible the HNF could become a
consultee to any licensing applications also.

Regarding the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan, PT suggested that the group should
focus on manageable issues generated by the document such as:

e the Registry Office,

e the balance of the development of flats and houses on the Hoe, including affordability,

e parking,

e the Citadel,

e accessibility of the Hoe for an aging population, and

e the demographic mix of the residents and community

HK raised concerns that the consultation feedback on the Plymouth Plan (PP) did not appear to be
reflected in the final document before the meeting, and figures that had not appeared in drafts for
consultation were included in the final document. CP said that feedback received included multiple
voices, multiple opinions and they were often contradictory.

JV said that the housing numbers mentioned came from the Strategic Housing Land Assessment, and
were to be found on PCC’s Evidence Based Page, principally from census data. The numbers for the
Registry Office, which involved considerable discussion at the meeting, appeared in the last year.

CP said that policies included in the document needed to be looked at, and although they were
outside the HNF boundaries, development such as PLY14, and PLY20, PLY14 because of the issue of
housing density and height in view of development of land in blocks and PLY20 because the Hoe
Waterfront Master Plan because it included eight strategic objectives affected how the whole area is
managed. The link between policies and sites, and statements about sustainable communities and
transport should be considered.

There was discussion about the Planning Briefing document for PLY 27, the Register office. (This has
since been found to be in the public realm and PT has lodged it on the facebook page.)

IR pointed out that DC Policy 24 requires development consideration of location, design and place
and to prevent erosion of tranquillity. It was suggested that the proposed Registry Office
redevelopment was incompatible with Plymouth City Policy 24, as it included two uses, that of a
hotel and flats. It could be argued that this was overdevelopment in a Conservation Area. The
meeting believed that either a hotel or housing would be more appropriate, but not both.
Proportionality should be considered, and whether the development was of an appropriate scale. If
the housing provided included affordable housing it would be a welcome addition to the housing
stock on the Hoe. It was noted that there was a surfeit of one and two bedroom flats in the area and
a shortage of three and four bedroom family properties. The proposed development did not follow
the build line of those on Citadel Road, Lockyer and Athenaeum Street.

CP pointed out that while buildings to the East of Armada Way were tall, those to the West were
not, and this proposed development would be out of place on the Registry Office site and that it
distorted the scale locally. It is also ouside the tall building zone. It is not a major gateway and
getting this policy overturned at this stage would be more straightforward than later in the process,
as it would be before the Planning Inspector which the council can’t appeal.



JV said that the toolkits included census data on housing type and tenure locally and CP said that the
evidence of required housing was in the waiting lists for social housing. IR said that the policy
regarding the need for social housing to be indistinguishable from privately owned housing, although
CP pointed out that the costings on a recent development had indicated that the annual service
charge would be equal to the rent on properties in some developments.

Regarding PLY35, Drake’s Island; this was to be submitted for Planning consideration soon, before
the Plymouth Plan was finalised and the Quality Hotel site, PLY29 would probably be decided before
the document goes forward. The Crescent site, although outside the HNF boundary, would have an
impact.

The Citadel is not included in the Plymouth Plan does not have a number because the decision to
release the site had been taken after the Plan was created. CP pointed out that the Royal William
Yard had required an investment of £40m before developers became interested in the site, and that
Stonehouse Barracks would also require a similar amount. The local infrastructure, such as
sewerage system was already under pressure, and more development was planned. It was
recognised that the future of the Citadel site would have an effect on both the Hoe and the Barbican,
and that the City needed to have a policy regarding this Scheduled Ancient Monument.



