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NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN (3 VILLAGES) STEERING GROUP MEETING, 
THE VILLAGE HALL, PUNCKNOWLE, 27th FEBRUARY 2025 

 
Present: Brian Bowsher  (Chair)  [BB]     

Sally Bowsher [SB]       
  Paul Bullen [PB]    

Ellen Simon [ES]  
Michèle Vassar [MV] 
 

Apologies: Jackie Hunt [JH] 
 

1. Governance Update 
 

(a) Finance Update 
SB shared the latest analysis of expenditure against the second tranche of the Locality grant. 
This showed that approximately £2,000 was unspent against the consultancy costs and 
about £900 against other project costs. It was anUcipated that most of this funding would be 
spent, primarily to cover consultancy costs and the work to undertake the Community 
Survey. SB noted that all work must be completed and invoiced by the end of the financial 
year with any unused funds required to be returned to Locality. She asked to be provided 
with any outstanding invoices by mid March (AcLon: All). She would also progress directly 
the consultancy, web upgrade, and room hire expenses and co-ordinate the End-of-Grant 
Report to Locality (AcLon: SB). 
 

(b) AddiUonal Grant to support AECOM on Engagement  
BB noted that AECOM had secured an addiUonal Technical Support funding to facilitate 
community engagement in support of their Design Guide work (which, like the Design Guide 
work, would be contracted directly with them). This acUvity should be progressed once the 
dra^ Design Guide had been agreed. BB would check if such support could span financial 
years (AcLon: BB) [NB Subsequently covered by correspondence between MV and AECOM]. 
 

(c) InteracUons with Dorset Council 
SB noted a recent DAPTC training event that had covered a number of aspects of planning. 
Given the government’s push for more housing, she noted that, where there was insufficient 
housing stock this might lead to more speculaUve applicaUons for new build. However, a 
Neighbourhood Plan should provide greater protecUon from unwanted applicaUons. She 
also reported that Design Guides seemed to be abracUng increased abenUon and interest. 
She noted that funding from Locality for the 25/26 fy would be the last year of its current 
three-year allocaUon from central government. 
 
BB noted that he, PB and Councillor Fran Marsh would be abending an all-day DAPTC 
meeUng on 4th March focused on planning that would also include a session with the leader 
of Dorset Council. 
 
BB noted the intenUon for a number of the SG to meet with Philip Reese in early March. The 
dra^ list of quesUons to Philip Reese had been shared on 22nd February and PB requested an 
amendment, suggested by Amy Burneb, to ask his views on the requirement or not for a 
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Housing Needs Assessment. It was recognised that we should ensure that JH had the 
opportunity to comment on the dra^ quesUons. It was therefore agreed that BB would 
progress the request to Philip Reese to set up the meeUng, but await JH’s input before 
submigng the list of quesUons. (AcLon: BB). 
 

(d) Parish Council Update 
BB had previously shared feedback from the PC’s February meeUng (see email of 8th 
February). He noted that the PC Chair, Geoff Fry, had subsequently resigned as Chair due to 
health issues (but would conUnue as a Councillor). There will therefore be an elecUon of the 
new Chair at the next meeUng. The process has also begun to replace Councillor Eonne 
Sinclair who had resigned from the PC. 
 
It was agreed that in his report on the NP to the next PC on 4th March, BB should cover the 
following points:  

• update on finances,  
• alert PC to new Technical Support grant to support community engagement on 

Design Guide,  
• progress in Design Guide (early dra^ available),  
• update on Community Survey (NB PC to see final dra^ of both Design Guide and 

Community Survey prior to publicaUon), 
• plan to send leber to owners of buildings that should be included as non-designated 

heritage assets in the Plan (AcLon: MV to share draQ template), and  
• request for NP to present progress on Neighbourhood Plan at Annual Parish 

Assembly planned for May. 
 

2. Programme Review 
PB led the review of the programme. This is reflected in the abached notes and acUons 
provided by PB.  
 

3. Discussion Topics 
There was a useful open discussion on ways to increase the membership of the Steering 
Group and how best to review the emerging Plan. These consideraUons took account of the 
importance of ensuring that the Plan best represented the views of the community whilst 
avoiding unnecessary bureaucracy. The recent informal group to review the Community 
Survey was thought to have worked well and may provide some useful thinking on the way 
forward. No decisions were reached (deliberately, recognising JH’s absence). 
 
MeeUng concluded at 8.45pm 
 
 
Brian Bowsher 
28th February 2025 
 
Issued 10th March 2025 


