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Askerswell Neighbourhood Forum 
ORDINARY MEETING 

7:30pm, Wednesday 29
th

 March 2017 
at Askerswell Village Hall 

Draft Minutes agreed by the Steering Group 12/4/17 
 

There were 15 members present including Chairman, Treasurer and Secretary: 
H.Atkinson, P.Atkinson, D.Boden, T.Boden, B Dutt, S Dutt, G.Foot, G.Hall, K.Hince, R.Hobbs, J.Mahoney, WDDCounc  
M.Roberts, J.Webb, C.Whichelo, D.Whichelo. 
 

Observers present: Godfrey Lancashire 

 
1/17 Welcome and Apologies 
The Chair welcomed members to the 
meeting.  Fire evacuation routes were noted. 
Apologies had been received from: 
M.Dyson, J. and R.Glover,  5 
E.and N.Guard, M.Hall, F and J.Hemmings, 
S. and S.Howard, M.O’Brien,  
M.Pieris, B.Sacher, J.Thomasson. 
 
2/17 Minutes of ordinary meeting of 14/12/16 10 
i)No corrections or amendments had been received 
before the meeting. 
ii)There was one correction proposed: 
a) Counc.M.Roberts demanded to know why his 
recommendation for independent Minuting was not 15 
recorded in the Minutes.  He declared that he had 
stated in the December 14th meeting that the 
Secretary should not be taking the Minutes.  When 
asked no-one else present on that occasion could 
remember such a statement being made.  It was 20 
agreed unanimously without a vote that this 
impasse would be discussed at the next meeting. 
Therefore the Minutes of 14/12 were not signed. 
 

3/17 Matters arising from the previous Minutes 25 

not elsewhere on the agenda. 

 i)Noted by the Chair that the Forum had previously 

agreed to vote on acceptance of policies so that 

process will be followed in this meeting.  The Chair 

would abstain at all times. 30 

ii)The Chair reminded the meeting that it had been 

agreed previously (39/16 ii, 14/12/16), that Minutes 

now follow the layout: 

(a)Statement of the problem (Chair provides); 

(b)Discussion; (c)Chair’s summing up, where 35 

appropriate); (d)Conclusion (includes resolution(s), 

as decided, and actions(s) where required by 

appropriate/ designated member(s). 

iii)There were no other matters arising. 

4/17 Chair’s report on progress since the last 40 

meeting 

i)Full report attached.  Topics covered: 

*Instructions of Forum carried out re. text of draft 

  NP and community feedback form, and 

   distribution and analysis of both; 45 

*Thanks to F Hemmings and draft NP/ form 

   distributors; 

*SG meeting with WDDC planners re draft NP; 

*Re-visit to draft areas in draft DDB by WDDC and 
   DAONB landscape experts; 50 
*Recommendations of SG; 

*Chair’s expectation of evidence-based decisions. 
ii)After a short discussion it was proposed the  
report be accepted. 
Proposed by RH, seconded by GH. 55 
The proposal was carried: 
All in favour , the Chair abstained. 
 
5/17 Finance Update 
The Treasurer reported: 60 
i)Receipts from Radioactivity Café Scientifique 
                                                                   £105 
ii)Expenditures related to draft NP circulation – 

printing, envelopes, postage £123:20 
iii)Account balance                                  £445:58 65 
 
6/17 Discussion of feedback regarding vision, 
objectives and policies and its analysis from the 
community consultation on the first draft of the 
NP. 70 
i)Counc. MB Roberts asked why the Forum had not 
been allowed to make decisions as to which policies 
should be included.  The Chair pointed out no-one 
had made any decisions yet.  The Forum was about 
to discuss policy inclusion and other matters based 75 
on the evidence of the feedback responses 
circulated to Forum members on 22/3. 
ii)The Forum noted the remarkably high level of 
agreement on vision, objectives and policies. 
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iii)The Chair reported the following technical points: 
*Not all on the electoral roll had confirmed this and 
many respondents chose to remain anonymous. 
*The number of answers on the tables are often 
less than the maximum of 109 as not all 5 
respondents had answered all questions. 
*The number of additional comments and the 
number of those making comments do not always 
match as some respondents included more than 
one comment. 10 
Closed question responses were first discussed: 
iv)The Forum noted that only two of the 27 draft 
policies listed had received less than 75% approval:  
(a) E4.2 and (b) E5.8, see below. 
v)The Forum noted that not all areas had received 15 
equal levels of support: Areas 1-4 were similar, Area 
6 had lower support levels but was significantly 
higher than Area 5. 
vi) With regard to (iv) (a) which refers to rural 
exception sites, the Chair reported that the Forum-20 
approved draft NP was amended post-meeting to 
comply with the LP after advice from WDDC.  
Compliance with the LP is a mandatory 
requirement.  An example would be a dwelling for 
an essential on-site agricultural worker.  It is not a 25 
back door for any development. 
vii)With respect to iv) (b)E5.8, suggesting white 
window frames only, the Chair pointed out this 
could be changed if the Forum so wished.  Two 
alternatives were discussed, and a majority 30 
favoured retaining the policy with amended 
wording. 
 
viii)Open comments, presented as lists but not yet 
analysed in detail, were then considered: 35 
The Chair reported the following technical points: 
*Some comments have been paraphrased to 
condense the report.  If more than one respondent 
made the same point this is indicated in the tables 
thus 2x ie. twice. 40 
*A number of respondents made more than one 
comment per question, so the number of responses 
sometimes exceeds the number of respondents in a 
category. 
ix)The Forum noted the large number of valuable 45 
comments offered by many respondents.  The 
Forum felt that some of the comments offering 
improvement or amendment could be incorporated 
constructively into the NP, e.g. the suggestion that 
all new dwellings include parking spaces: See Dorset 50 
Parking Provision Regulations which provide a 
guide. 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 
x)After further discussion it was proposed that 
policies with community support of 75% or above 55 

all be adopted forthwith, i.e. those cells coloured 
shades of green on the results table. 
Proposed by RH, seconded by JM. 
The proposal was carried: 
All in favour, with 2 abstentions, including the Chair. 60 
In addition, it was proposed that policy E5.8 be 
included, but on behalf of the Forum, and without 
further consultation, the SG should draw-up revised 
wording encompassing the preferences discussed to 
ensure heritage concerns are addressed but within  65 
a less restrictive regime. 
Proposed by MBR, seconded by JM. 
The proposal was carried: 
In favour 10, 0 against, with 5 abstentions including 
the Chair. 70 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 
xi)With respect to publication, it was proposed that 
the Parish Noticeboard, and the Forum section of 
the Parish Website, should carry: 
*the analysis,  75 
*the summary of main points discussed in this 
   meeting,  
*the changes the Forum has agreed to,  
*thanks to the community for their efforts in 
   contributing responses,  80 
*the offer of a paper copy of documents for those 
   not having a computer. 
Proposed by RH, seconded by JM. 
The proposal was carried: 
All in favour with 2 abstentions, including the Chair. 85 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 
xii)It was noted, in response to a query, that the 
current Forum website is satisfactory.  The SG had 
been advised that providing a link to the village 
website server from the dorsetforyou  website 90 
would be acceptable for the future.  However, this 
is not possible. By the next statutory public 
consultation stage, (Regulation 14), the website 
must be publicly available by search engine.  
Solutions to this requirement were being 95 
investigated. 
xiii)Further to ix) above, it was suggested that some 
valid comments beyond the scope of the NP could 
be debated outside the Forum, e.g. emergency 
planning. 100 
xiv)A question was asked regarding arrangements 
and timeframe for review of the NP if and when it is 
made.  The Chair replied that Monitoring was a 
separate topic included in the draft of the Basic 
Conditions Statement, and the life of the Forum was 105 
5 years. 
7/17 Report by the SG on the meeting on 13th  
March with Jan Farnan and Terry Sneller, their 
approved report circulated 22/3/17. 
i)The main points listed on the report were 110 



3 
 

enumerated and there was a comprehensive 
discussion.  After a wide-ranging debate covering 
the extensive issues raised by the WDDC Officers’ 
report, it was proposed that Option 6a), page 1, 
be adopted – The NP retains the DDB and 5 
undertakes a Heritage and Character Assessment 
(HCA) as advised. 
Proposed by RH, seconded by JM. 
The proposal was carried: 
All in favour with 2 abstentions, including the Chair. 10 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 
ii)To pursue this as recommended, it was 
proposed that an application for project funding 
be made to Locality as soon as possible. 
Proposed by JM, seconded by RH. 15 
The proposal was carried: 
All in favour , the Chair abstained. 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 
iii)It was further proposed that if funding is  
granted from the application, the Forum gives the 20 
SG a mandate to proceed to commission the 
further work of policy polishing and the HCA 
without further consultation with the Forum. 
Proposed by JM, seconded by MBR. 
The proposal was carried: 25 
All in favour, none against, the Chair abstained. 
iv)In response to a question from the floor as to 
whether this report indicated that views of senior 
planners to NPs had changed, Counc. Roberts 
undertook to make enquiries. 30 
COUNC. ROBERTS TO ACTION 
 
8/17 2017 revisit by WDDC and DAONB 
Landscape Advisors – Rating of potential areas 
for new dwellings in, or contiguous with, those 35 
in Askerswell Village. 
i)The Chair briefly reviewed the process of the 
second visit.  He reported that the two landscape 
advisors requested that they review all six areas in 
the draft NP.  Four members of the SG were present 40 
throughout the visit.  As she had requested, Harriet 
Laurie attended when her plot – Area 5 – was re- 
considered and she made representations to the 
two advisors.  The advisors left with the intention to 
re-visit again in the near future on their own to 45 
consider the visibility of each area from a distance. 
Confirmation was awaited of the joint visit report 
from both experts, and the SG seeks some 
clarifications from both on some issues they raised  
during their visit. 50 
ii)The SG does not want to give out inaccurate 
information and so recommend the issue is 
considered at the next Forum meeting.  This will  
not delay the progress agreed so far.  However, 
the SG considers that further consultation with 55 

the community may be required depending  
what is the advice given to the Forum. 
iii)It was proposed that the SG collects the 
information from the Advisors’ advice and 
presents it to the Forum as soon as possible to 60 
decide what changes to the DDB to include. 
Proposed by JM, seconded by RH. 
The proposal was carried: 
All in favour, the Chair abstained. 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 65 
9/17 Next steps in the development of the NP 
i)After a short discussion it was proposed that  
a)the Forum continue with the development of  
the NP; 
b)the SG develop an application to Locality 70 
for funds for the expert drafting of an HCA, and 
for professional polishing of policies to ensure 
vision, objectives and policies have precise 
language not open to misrepresentation later; 
c)the SG complete the on-going interaction 75 
with Landscape Advisors and draft options 
for the Forum to consider at its June meeting. 
Proposed by SD, seconded by MBR 
The proposal was carried: 
12 votes in favour, one against, with 2 abstentions, 80 
including the Chair. 
TO BE ACTIONED BY THE SG 
 
10/17 Consideration of those Draft Minutes of the 
ordinary meeting of 28th September 2016 [Draft 85 
Minutes 38/16(v)(f) and 38/16(v)(g)] not agreed 
on 14th December 2016. 
i)38/16(v)(f) Page 6, line 42 
HL’s requested amendment: 

That Lines 42 ff be removed. 90 
Revised amendment proposed: 
 Lines 42-52 to be deleted. 
It was unanimously agreed this revised amendment 
be accepted.  
ii)38/16(v)(g)Page 7, line 23. 95 
HL’s requested amendment: 
 That Lines 23 ff be rewritten 
Revised amendment proposed: 
 That Lines 23-ff be rewritten thus: 
HL agreed that “  we probably won’t get planning 100 
but I feel I owe it to my children who are some of 
the young people in this village, would like to stay 
and live here.  I’ve got three boys. They would all 
love to bring up their families in this village.” 
She added: “This is the one and only hope that they 105 
possibly have of doing this and so that is why I feel 
very strongly…”. 
The Chair asked if she was going to build it and give 
it to them? HL replied that this was none of his 
 110 
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business.  She wanted the land in the development 
boundary so that her sons have a fighting chance of 
trying to do that and if it is not accepted by planning 
and if the village as a whole, and not just the few 
people in this room object to it. .Well planning will take  
that into account, and fair enough I would accept 
that absolutely.” 
 
It was unanimously agreed this revised  
amendment be accepted. 
iii)This being so, the unconfirmed Minutes of  
28/9/16 were agreed as a correct record and  
signed by the Chair. 
 
11/17 Any Other Business 
i)The Chair asked if the Café Scientifique fund-raiser 
should continue.  After a short discussion, it was 
agreed the programme would continue. 
No other issues were raised. 
 
12/17 Date of the next meeting and the AGM 
After a short discussion it was agreed this would 
be held on Wednesday 21st June at 7.30 in 
PLEASE NOTE  The AGM will take place first, 
after that the Forum will hold an ordinary 
meeting. 
 
There was no other business and the meeting 
Closed at 8.56PM 
 


