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Neighbourhood Plan Working Group
Draft Minutes of Fourth Meeting, 4th August 2026


Present:
Phil Goodier	(PG)		Group Chair
David Gluck	(DG)		Consultant
Dean Culshaw	(DC)		BMPC Chair
Rupert Scales	(RS)		BMPC Councillor / Heritage & Local Character sub-group lead
James Hobson	(JH)		Housing Provision and Affordability sub-group lead
Jane Fowler 	(JF)		Communications sub-group lead
Rod Hepple-Willson (RHW)	Transport and access sub-group lead
Chris Edmondson (CE)		Flooding & Utilities Capacity sub-group lead
Richard Houseman (RH)	Community Facilities sub-group lead
Paul Collinson	(PC)		Green Spaces sub-group lead

1. Apologies
(None)


2. Minutes of the last meeting, 30th April 2026
These were accepted as a correct record.

3. Parish Council Meeting Feedback
The sub-group structure and leads is supported.  We have approval to spend the first £1,500 on the Adept Consulting Work.  The Clerk has confirmed that she has delegated authority to proceed with suitable expenditure recommended by this team without PC approval – although this will still be sought for larger costs.


4. Matters arising and Action Review

Actions

	#
	Action
	Who
	When
	Status

	Previous Meetings

	1.12
	A paper communications route will be set up for the digitally excluded
	JF
	TBC
	In communications plan – consider complete here.

	1.10 
	Identify NYC Planning contact / support
	Sue Reid 
	April 23rd 
	Complete – Joan Jackson. PG / DG met in July.

	2.9
	Prepare briefs for Sub Groups before 20th June
	DG
	15th June
	Complete

	2.10
	Notify other stakeholders of the decision to produce a NP
	Clerk
	15th May
	DG to prepare a list of stakeholders – Complete.
DG / JF to draft the letter – Complete.
Sue to send out on behalf of the PC – Unsure – PG to chase.

	
10th June  2026 Meeting

	3.1
	Put updated project plan on website
	DG / PG
	15th May
	Complete and updated again for this meeting.

	3.2
	Set up FB account for NDP
	JF
	31st May
	Complete

	3.3
	Set up YouTube channel for NDP and post videos publicising 20th June
	JF
	15th May
	Complete

	3.4
	Meet village organisations (e.g. WI, Coffee Mornings, Churches) to talk about NHP
	JF / PG
	Ongoing
	Ongoing

	3.5
	Put regular updates in the Parish Magazine
	JF / PG
	August – for September edition
	Complete / Ongoing – drop from here as in Comms plan

	3.6
	Set up OneDrive account
	PG
	30th June
	Partially complete – PG to move to PC domain

	3.7
	Set up a register of all the comms we have done (retrospective & ongoing)
	JF
	30th June
	Complete / Ongoing – drop from here as in Comms plan

	3.8
	Approach the History Group to ask them to support the Heritage & Local Character WG
	RS
	20th June
	Compete – David Derbyshire attended the last meeting

	3.9
	Approach Rod Hepple-Wilson (Community facilities) and Jackie Holder (Transport) about the two remaining sub-group leads
	PG
	11th June
	Complete – Rod now leads transport.  Richard now leads community facilities.

	3.10
	Approach agreed people about sub-group membership before 20th June
	PG
	15th June
	Complete

	3.11
	Approach Adept Consulting to check scope on surface water in common drains, check if capacity of sewage treatment is in scope and understand reduced terms if YW decline to engage
	CE
	20th June
	Complete 11/6

	3.12
	Get approval from PC to spend up to £1,500 on Phase 1 of the Adept proposal subject to the above
	PG
	16th June
	Complete

	3.13
	Arrange tables / refreshments / table card holders for 20th June meeting
	PG / RS
	20th June
	Complete

	3.14
	Send out a meeting reminder – to our volunteer list + PC mailing list (via Steve)
	JF
	15th June
	Complete.



5. Project Management Update
DG shared the updated project plan (attached below) which was supported.  



A useful discussion took place about the fundamental step of preparing the plan for each subject area.  It was agreed that:
Step 1 :		Define the “as is” with evidence-based data where possible : Target end 2026
Step 2 :		Recommend / draft the “so what” (i.e. the draft policies) based on the above.

We will aim for aspirational and very ambitious objectives in Step 2 – the subsequent consultation will determine how realistic / deliverable they are!  The recommendation now is “shoot for the stars”!

Sub-Groups will feedback their “Step 1” conclusions between October and December 2027.

6. Finance 
The Clerk has prepared a finance report which was circulated after the meeting.  This highlighted the importance of preparing a budget.



7. Sub-Groups Update:

a) Comms                                                 	JF
· The Comms plan (attached) was discussed and approved.
· The first Village Survey will focus on the draft (once approved) Housing Provision & Affordability questionnaire, with some additional questions added to support Flooding & Utilities Capacity.   CE / JH to complete consolidated draft
· Survey will  be based on households (not individuals) – 1 per household
· Hand-delivered – team / route needed
· Completion – paper and online (both) – IT solution needed
· Aim to send out in early September, complete by end of month (3 week survey time)
· It was agreed to purchase 4 noticeboards to provide info / progress on the NDP – ideally to be positioned in both churches, Village Hall and Pub 



b) Housing provision & affordability    JH

· See comments on survey above
· Update below:




c) Heritage & local character               	RS
The History Group is now supporting the group (David Derbyshire).  A good first meeting.  Photos are being taken to support character recommendations.

d) Flooding & utilities capacity             	CE    
Adept have now approached YW for the Phase 1 data request.  PO still required? (Clerk).
It is accepted that the beck impacts on this group and Green Spaces – a joint meeting will be arranged.
YW have been doing significant data collection in the village recently.


     
e) Transport & access              		RHW







The proposal to purchase traffic monitoring equipment was approved up to £800 total cost.  GDPR compliance was discussed.  It was agreed that detailed village communications should go out before the monitoring starts.  Also, a Highways Consultant should be approached to check the format of our data collection is appropriate for a future consultant-led report.

f) Environment, Landscape & Water                                      	PC
Gypsum was discussed – the gypsum report will be referred to in the final NDP.

g) Community facilities                          	RH
A good first meeting has been held, focussing on the school.  It was noted that the school is nearly full and 50% of students come from outside the Village.  Places cannot be ring fenced for villagers.  A summary of some of the background was circulated but will not be included in the published minutes due to confidentiality issues.


8. AOB
None

9. Date of next meeting
Wednesday 30th September at 7pm : Methodist School Room / Teams


(Action list on next page)





Actions

	#
	Action
	Who
	When
	Status

	Previous Meetings

	2.10
	Notify other stakeholders of the decision to produce a NP
	Clerk
	15th May
	DG to prepare a list of stakeholders – Complete.
DG / JF to draft the letter – Complete.
Sue to send out on behalf of the PC – Unsure – PG to chase.

	3.4
	Meet village organisations (e.g. WI, Coffee Mornings, Churches) to talk about NHP
	JF / PG
	Ongoing
	Ongoing

	3.6
	Set up OneDrive account
	PG
	30th June
	Partially complete – PG to move to PC domain

	
4th August  2026 Meeting

	4.1
	Sub-groups to feedback their “as is” conclusion data in our Oct / Nov / Dec meetings
	Leaders
	Dec 2026
	Proposal for which group at which meeting made

	4.2
	Send out budget pro-forma (PG) and complete (All) – to discuss at our next meeting.
Need to identify and address any 2026/7 funding shortfalls.
	All
	End-August
	Spreadsheet sent out.

	4.3
	Look at purchase of 4 noticeboards for NDP updates – both churches, pub, Village Hall (permission needed from all!)
	JF
	End-Sept
	

	4.4
	Prepare first village survey to address Housing Provision & Affordability – plus some questions on Utilities / Infrastructure.
Check survey with our data expert.
Make available in paper and online format.
	JF / CE / JH
	End August
	

	4.5
	Distribute / collect surveys
	JF / Team
	Sept (3 weeks)
	Comms team volunteers to help delivery / collection

	4.6
	PO Required for Adept
	Clerk
	August 10th
	

	4.7
	Drainage / Utilities Group to approach c.10 stakeholders for info / opinions
	CE
	September 15th
	Need to confirm Stakeholder communications have gone out first (2.10)

	4.8
	Joint meeting needed between Flooding / Utilities & Green Spaces groups to discuss the beck
	CE / PC
	End-Sept
	

	4.9
	Purchase traffic monitoring equipment (Amazon) 
	RHW / Clerk
	Immediately
	

	4.10
	Village communications for traffic monitoring starts 
	RHW / JF
	August
	

	4.11
	Identify Highways Consultant to give opinion on our traffic counting proposal
	DG / RHW
	August
	



P Goodier
6th August 2026
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NHP Finances Update to 31st July 2026



FUNDS RECEIVED 2026 / 2027



Precept									£5,400.00

BMAG										£1,910.00

CiL Monies									£4,595.65

Bank Interest									£       26.49

										£11,932.14



EXPENDITURE TO 31.07.2026



Meeting Expenses								£      30.18

Consultant Fees								£1,082.00

										£1,112.18



KNOWN FUTURE EXPENDITURE



St Johns Meeting Room June						£       10.00

Printing Expenses								£       49.00

Consultant re Yorks Water							£1,500.00

NHP Consultant to year end 31.03.2027					£5,778.00

										£7,337.00

Cameras for Speed Survey		EITHER				£    680.00

										£8,017.00

					OR					£    840.00

										£8,177.00





Opening Bank Balance at 01.04.2026					£11,932.14

Less Current Expenditure							£   1,112.18

Less Known Future Expenditure						£    8,017.00

Balance Left									£    2,802,96



OR (If camera costs are the higher sum)					£     2,642.96



There was a boost in income with the utilising of the CiL monies, however, there has been unforeseen expenditure of some £2400 for the Drainage Consultant / Yorkshire Water and the Cameras for the traffic survey. 
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Minutes of Meeting

Sub Group : Housing Sub Group

Date : 15th August 2026



Present: Dean Culshaw, Julie, Sue, Paul Heap, James Hobson (Apologies from Andrew Carruthers)



Summary of the Discussion:

· Review of Housing Needs Survey Template



Summary of Priorities for the next 3 months:

· Finalise Housing Needs Survey and Distribute to local residents.

· Review other housing evidence including:

· Council’s Districtwide HEDNA

· ONS Data

· Housing growth projections using Census data

· Housing Market/ House prices Assessment

·  Review of housing permissions, allocations and delivery rates for BM over last 10 years

· Review good practice design guides and codes



Issues to raise with Steering Group:

· Review and sign off Housing Needs Survey



Approvals (financial, other) required from Parish Council

· Nothing required at the movement
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Minutes of Meeting

Sub Group : Flooding & Utilities

Date : 31/07/2026

Present: Martin Minett, Bob Upton, Chris Edmondson



Summary of the Discussion:

· Update on Adept contract

· Reviewed current information on BM drainage, sewerage, beck catchment area

· Reviewed list of information gathering tasks and 3rd parties to engage with (WIP)

· Reviewed other ND plans (WIP)



Summary of Priorities for the next 3 months:

· Collate / summarize existing information

· Include drainage / utility questions on village survey

· Submit EIA to Yorkshire Water

· Send request for info email to ~10 stakeholders (4 drainage, 6 utilities)

· Liaise with ADEPT on YW engagement progress / next steps



Issues to raise with Steering Group:

· Village survey timing / scope

· Letter (timing / contents?) to stakeholders



Approvals (financial, other) required from Parish Council

· Purchase order needed for £1500 + VAT (Step 1 with Adept)
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Proposal for the purchase of fixed traffic observation camera equipment - 29072026.pdf
PROPOSAL FOR THE PURCHASE OF FIXED TRAFFIC-OBSERVATION CAMERA
EQUIPMENT

Background

The Bishop Monkton Neighbourhood Development Plan will give Bishop Monkton the
legal power to shape the development of and within Bishop Monkton where new homes
and businesses are built, mandate local design standards, and protect vital green
spaces. Once approved, it becomes a statutory document that local councils must use
when deciding planning applications.

The Neighbourhood Plan must document the current and future capacity of the village
and its ability to accommodate future development as both manageable and
sustainable.

The Transport & Access Subgroup are charged with assessing traffic and access issues
within the village as part of its key tasks.

This proposal is to formally request funding for a local traffic observation programme to
support the traffic and travel evidence required for the Neighbourhood Development
Plan.

Executive overview

The purpose of the proposed programme is to establish a reliable baseline of how traffic
currently moves into, out of and through the village. This will provide locally collected
evidence that can be used to understand present-day conditions and support future
traffic modelling as part of the Neighbourhood Development Plan.

North Yorkshire Council describes neighbourhood planning as a mechanism through
which communities can help shape development in their area. Government planning
guidance also emphasises the importance of establishing accurate baseline
conditions, including current transport use, demand and cumulative journeys into and
out of an area. (North Yorkshire Council)

We propose installing a small number of fixed traffic-observation cameras at selected
locations around the village. Each camera would record during two consistent
observation periods per day, with each period lasting a minimum of up to two hours.

This would provide up to:
o four hours of observation per camera per day;
e approximately 28 hours per camera over a seven-day week; and

e upto 120 hours per camera over a 30-day survey.



https://www.northyorks.gov.uk/planning-and-conservation/planning-policy/information-about-neighbourhood-planning



The observation periods, while flexible, would be selected to cover the times when the
roads are expected to be busiest, likely including the morning and afternoon or early-
evening peaks and mirror times used and approved by NYC as part of planning
applications. Using the same observation windows repeatedly over several weeks will
allow us to distinguish normal recurring traffic patterns from occasional or transient
events.

The recordings would be analysed to produce data covering:
e vehicle volumes;
e direction of travel;
¢ vehicle type, including cars, vans, motorcycles, buses and larger goods vehicles;
e« estimated vehicle speeds;
¢ time-of-day traffic patterns;
¢ frequency and repeat-use patterns;

o estimated vehicle emissions and CO, characteristics, where suitable vehicle
information is available; and

o differences between routine local traffic and less frequent or transient traffic.

The objective is not simply to count vehicles. It is to create a structured dataset
describing the character, timing, direction and composition of traffic using the roads.

This will establish a baseline against which potential development scenarios, changing
travel patterns and future transport proposals can be modelled and assessed. We will
also seek to mirror any methodology used by developers to verify or refute published
findings.

Why a sampled observation approach is valuable

The proposed programme is not intended to claim that every vehicle movement
throughout every hour of the month has been captured. Instead, it uses repeated and
consistent observation periods to create comparable daily measurements.

This is an established principle in traffic analysis. The Department for Transport does
not count every vehicle on every road continuously. Its national traffic estimates
combine automatic counters with sampled roadside counts, including camera-assisted
and manually observed counts. It also uses representative samples for minor roads
because continuously monitoring every road is neither practical nor necessary for
producing useful traffic estimates. (Road Traffic Statistics)

The value of the proposed dataset comes from four features:



https://roadtraffic.dft.gov.uk/about



Consistency

The cameras will observe the same locations during comparable periods each day. This
creates a consistent time series rather than a collection of unrelated individual
observations.

Repetition

A single two-hour count could be influenced by unusual circumstances. Repeating the
same observation over several weeks allows us to identify the normal range, average
conditions and day-to-day variation.

Coverage of the busiest periods

The selected periods will focus on the times when traffic demand and its effects on the
village are most visible. This will capture commuting, school, business, delivery and
other peak-period movements.

Multiple observation points

Using cameras at several locations will enable us to understand not only the number of
vehicles but also how traffic enters, leaves and moves through the village.

The resulting dataset will therefore support analysis such as:
e average vehicle flows during each observation period;
o weekday and weekend differences;
e morning and afternoon peak profiles;
o directionalimbalance;
e percentage of vans and heavy vehicles;
e typical and exceptional speed behaviour;
e recurring versus unusual traffic volumes;
e potential through-traffic patterns; and
e comparison between different entrances, roads and junctions.

The observation will also capture current and future breaches by HGV vehicles of
restrictions contained in any current and planning permissions of the use of required
routes into and out of the village and the adherence to weight restrictions, currently 7.5
tonnes.

The results will be clearly described as an observed peak-period baseline. They will not
be presented as a formal Annual Average Daily Flow figure or as a complete 24-hour
census.





This distinction is important, but it does not reduce the value of the data. Government
guidance states that baseline existing conditions should be established accurately and
should include current use and demand by different forms of transport, including
cumulative trips into and out of an area. (GOV.UK)

The Department for Transport also notes that local, current traffic data can provide a
more accurate picture of an individual road or small area than national road-link
estimates, which may be based on older counts or modelling. (Road Traffic Statistics)

Why motion-triggered recording is unsuitable

Having considered the use of motion triggered recording we have concluded that
although motion-triggered cameras use less power and storage, they are not
appropriate for this particular survey.

A motion-triggered camera must first detect movement, wake from its low-power state
and begin recording. For vehicles travelling at normal road speeds, this delay can result
in:

¢ the beginning of the vehicle movement being missed;

¢ some faster vehicles not being recorded reliably;

¢ incomplete views of vehicles;

e inconsistent numbers of usable video frames;

e inaccurate estimates of speed and direction;

e missed vehicles where one vehicle masks another; and

« different detection performance depending on weather, lighting, temperature
and vehicle size.

Motion detection systems are generally designed to provide evidence that an event
occurred. They are not designed to create a complete and consistent observation of
everything passing through a defined road section.

They can therefore introduce an unknown sampling bias. For example, a large, warm or
slow-moving vehicle may be detected more reliably than a small or fast-moving vehicle.
That would make it difficult to know whether changes in the results represented real
traffic changes or differences in camera activation.



https://www.gov.uk/guidance/transport-evidence-bases-in-plan-making-and-decision-taking

https://roadtraffic.dft.gov.uk/about



Why constant recording during defined periods is preferable

During each selected observation period, the camera will record continuously rather
than waiting for a motion event.

This means every vehicle passing through the camera’s field of view during that period
can be assessed using the same recording conditions.

Continuous recording thus provides:

e acomplete record of the selected period;

e consistent timestamps;

e multiple video frames for each vehicle;

o more reliable vehicle classification;

e Dbetter directional tracking;

e astronger basis for estimating speed;

¢ visibility of closely spaced or overlapping vehicles; and

e evidence that can be reviewed and quality checked.

It also allows the analysis system to distinguish between a vehicle entering the scene,
crossing a defined observation line and leaving the scene. This reduces the risk of
counting the same vehicle more than once.

By recording only during two selected windows, we gain most of the analytical
advantages of continuous recording without the cost, storage requirements and privacy
implications of operating cameras throughout the entire day.

Proposed analysis
The recordings would be processed through a controlled local analysis workflow:
1. Detectvehicles entering the observation area.
2. Track each vehicle through the video.
3. Record when it crosses a defined counting point.
4. Determine its direction of travel.
5. Classify the vehicle by type.
6. Estimate speed using calibrated distances within the scene.

7. Where technically and legally appropriate, read the registration temporarily to
obtain vehicle characteristics.

8. Use available vehicle characteristics to estimate fuel and emissions categories.





9. Remove or anonymise identifying information.

10. retain only statistical traffic records in relation to development proposals and
those required for the Neighbourhood Development Plan.

The principal output will be an anonymised dataset and report. The programme is
intended to understand traffic patterns, not monitor individual residents or enforce
traffic regulations.

Expected outputs
The work will produce:
e abaseline traffic dataset for the selected roads;
o traffic volumes by location, direction, day and time;
e vehicle-type profiles;
e observed speed distributions and speed bands;
e peak-period comparisons;
e recurring and transient traffic-pattern analysis;
e indicative emissions and CO, profiles;
¢ maps and visualisations of traffic movements;
¢ adocumented description of the survey methodology and its limitations; and

¢ anevidence base that can support traffic modelling and policy development
within the Neighbourhood Development Plan.

The dataset could also provide a baseline for future repeat surveys, allowing the parish
to measure change following new development, road interventions or changes in travel
behaviour.





Proposed equipment

Each observation point would require the following equipment:

Indicative cost

Item Purpose L.
per unit (inc VAT)

Tapo C401 Fixed 1080p video capture with local £40
outdoor camera microSD storage
Mounting Bracket, stainless steel bands and

- £10-£15
hardware secure fixings
Weatherproof Protects the external power supply and £10
power-bank box connection

Provides additional power during
USB power bank . . £20-£30
scheduled recording periods

High-endurance Local storage designed for repeated £15-290
microSD card video recording

The selected Tapo C401 is IP65 rated, records at 1080p and accepts microSD cards of
up to 512GB. A high-endurance Class 10 card is recommended for repeated video
recording. (Tapo). This, in our view, while a slight increase in the original estimated cost
represents, in our view, the best value equipment for the uses proposed

The estimated equipment cost is therefore approximately £95-£120 per observation
point (inc VAT) £79.17 - £100 (ex VAT).,

For eight observation points, two at each location to capture both directions, the
indicative equipment cost requirement would be approximately £680-£840, plus the
power enclosures and any shared installation materials.

Before purchasing all eight units, one complete observation station would be
assembled and tested to validate:

e scheduled recording;
e battery duration;
e storage capacity;

e camera positioning;



https://www.tapo.com/uk/product/smart-camera/tapo-c401/?utm_source=chatgpt.com



e image quality;

e speed-estimation calibration;

e vehicle detection and classification; and
e the practical maintenance process.

The equipment will be self-contained, including camera and battery, easily moveable,
so can be moved to different locations and reused when and however often required, as
necessary.

Contingency

We would suggest an addition of contingency amount to the budget request to include,
not finally confirmed amounts e.g. posts which on which to mount our equipment, if
needed, which we estimate at approx. £100, inc VAT) and/or increasing memory and
battery capacity to facilitate the capture of data over an extended period.

Legal matters

We understand that private individuals can legally monitor traffic flow on public roads in
the UK. No licence is required to film or photograph traffic and vehicle registration
numbers are considered public rather than private information. There is also no
intention to retain or publish any footage orimages, but we are very aware of the GDPR
requirements and obviously will comply.

We will ensure that we are not in breach of any law, regulation or requirement, that there
are appropriate notices, as necessary, the data is both encrypted and backed up and
there is restricted access.

Locations

Boroughbridge/Roecliffe, Burton Leonard and towards Ripon, past Harvest View, and
Moor Road have been selected to capture traffic coming into and leaving the village and
make the data collected as robust as possible so that if challenged it stands up to
auditable scrutiny. This means the data can be refreshed and updated whenever
necessary. We are mindful of the current VAS sign at Harvest View, and that planned at
Church Farm, and consider that this equipment will supplement the data available from
those and can, as part of the build, determine exactly what data we wish to capture. The
data collected will also supplement and validate and be validated by the data supplied
from any NYC capability assessing traffic movement/flow/speed/type of vehicles etc.
during any temporary installation

The equipment will not be limited to this single exercise of initial locations selected as it
may be redeployed for future surveys, in different locations and used to validate
changes over time. It will thus provide locally owned evidence when responding to
development or highways proposals.





Monitoring and modelling

Monitoring will be managed by David Fearne, a member of the Transport & Ac cess Sub
group who will produce the necessary equipment at cost, manage the data and once
the data is documented undertake modelling based on programmable criteria, as is
required. This includes the potential impact of each currently agreed building site,
Church Farm and Avant Homes, the proposed additional houses at Church Farm, the
suggested Caddick development and any other sites proposed or considered, as
detailed in the current “Call for Sites” and any future update published by North
Yorkshire Council.

The findings will be more detailed, being subject to enteral validation, and are more
statistically robust.

Oversight Capability

David Fearne has the competence and capability from his professional career to
undertake both the monitoring and modelling and Rod Hepple-Wilson, using his
professional skillset, will provide oversight of the programme on behalf of the
Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering Group to which periodic reports will be
submitted.

Funding request

We therefore seek formal approval to fund the equipment required to establish up to
eight reusable traffic-observation stations.

The proposed programme offers a proportionate and cost-effective way to establish an
objective baseline of traffic and travel conditions. It will provide substantially more
evidence than isolated manual counts while avoiding the cost and complexity of
permanent traffic-monitoring infrastructure.

Most importantly, it will give the Neighbourhood Development Plan a locally relevant
dataset from which future scenarios and transport impacts can be assessed, rather
than relying solely on anecdotal observations or potentially outdated estimates.

Timescale

We are mindful of the submission of the application for up to 85 homes on Mains Lane
by Caddick Land Ltd and recognise the significance of the output of the programme
proposed. We are thus keen to progress at pace subject to clarifying any matters in
relation top the proposed programme, direction as to the siting of the equipment, as
necessary, and approval of the budget to proceed.






image4.emf
T&A Sub Group  Minutes - 08072026.pdf


T&A Sub Group Minutes - 08072026.pdf
*ha

Bishop Monkton

Neighbourhood Development Plan
Transport & Access

Bishop Monkton Neighbourhood Development Plan
Minutes of Meeting
Sub Group : TRANSPORT & ACCESS

Date : 8 July 2026

Present: Rod Hepple-Wilson (RH-W)(Chair), John Feeny (JF), Jackie Holder JH (by Teams), Carol
Hunter (CH), Sean O'Neill (SO’N), Lesley Taylor (LT), Duncan Turnbull (DT), Carole Walton (CW),
Chris Wyatt (CWy)

Apologies: David Fearne (DF)
Summary of the Discussion:

e Group fully understands the remit and highlights short and longer term benefits of fully
documenting the impact of already agreed and proposed developments within Bishop
Monkton

e Listing of issues and areas of concern documented and agreed

e Issues arising not within remit to be passed to other Neighbourhood Plan Sub Groups
and/or, where appropriate, to Parish Council, e.g. suggestions for 20 m.p.h. speed limit

e All assertions should be evidenced and ideally externally validated, where appropriate
Summary of Priorities for the next 3 months:

e Undertake and document a risk assessment on transport matters, initially based upon
safety, and expand as necessary

e Undertake traffic survey based upon available technology and methodology within the
Sub Group as well as in person measurement and link with information available from
current and planned Parish Council manged speed control measures

e Using data collected document risks, both current, agreed proposed, model impact on
Bishop Monkton and suggested mitigants.

e Document current controls with Bishop Monkton
Issues to raise with Steering Group:

e Adetailed map of the village so that the Group is able to accurately document the whole
village current status, document issues and possible mitigants and issues to be
addressed.

e Seek access to information available from current, and in due course planned, speed
controls.





Approvals (financial, other) required from Parish Council

Indicative approval for an external consultant to review and assess the Group findings
and validate for use in both the short and longer term as well as for inclusion within the
Neighbourhood Plan. This may require validation when completed and an update
validation pre completion of the Neighbourhood Plan. Cost to determined.

Similar approval to augment existing traffic measurement capability to best evidence
current road usage over more extended period than previously measured to best
evidence issues to be documented and validated. Cost to be determined.

Develop a proposal for the purchase of fixed traffic observation camera equipment to
undertake a Local Traffic Observation Programme.
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Bishop Monkton

Neighbourhood Development Plan
Transport & Access

Bishop Monkton Neighbourhood Development Plan

Minutes of Meeting

Sub Group : TRANSPORT & ACCESS

Date : 27 July 2026

Present: Rod Hepple-Wilson (RH-W)(Chair), David Fearne (DF), Jackie Holder JH (by Teams),
Carol Hunter (CH), Sean O'Neill (SO’N), Lesley Taylor (LT), Duncan Turnbull (DT), Carole Walton
(CW), Chris Wyatt (CWy)

Apologies: John Feeny (JF)

Summary of the Discussion:

The Risk Assessment to prioritise issues, initially based upon Health & Safety is
progressing

Initial road surveys have largely been completed. These are to be both collated and
expanded to ensure that they are fully detailed and in the same format before sharing.
This update will include e.g. road dimensions and signage. These will be linked to
detailed mapping based upon group sourced mapping pending receipt of a council
supplied map.

Plans to undertake a detailed Local Traffic Observation Programme were discussed. The
methodology was explained and agreed with approval to submit the detailed Proposal to
purchase equipment to undertake the programme, the costs to include contingency for
siting, as necessary, and potentially upgrading the equipment to improve the robustness
and detail obtained.

The application for formal planning consent by Caddick Land Ltd. on Mains Lane was
discussed. The sub-group will focus on the contents of this document to use the Traffic
Observation Programme to challenge the accuracy and robustness of the document
and will focus on the false impressions the document presents. The group are mindful of
the timetable for formal responses which is to be extended by the Planning Authority
following application by the Parish Council.

A Traffic in Village toolkit for communities was presented to the Group. This includes
both Case Studies, including locations known to the Group, and a valuable toolkit which
the Group will use as part of its consideration of the wider Transport & Access brief.

Summary of Priorities for the next 3 months:

Progress the formal application for funds for the equipment to undertake the Traffic
Observation Programme.

Carry out the initial Traffic Observation Programme so the data is available to include in
any formal response to the Caddick Land Ltd planning application.

Document risks associated with current, agreed and proposed developments and using
collected data model impact on Bishop Monkton and suggested mitigants.

Expand the detailed Road Surveys to include greater detail and collate into a common
form.





Issues to raise with Steering Group:

e Seek access to information available from current, and in due course planned, speed
controls.

e How the Group can support the Parish Council it its formal response to the Caddick
Land Ltd planning application

Approvals (financial, other) required from Parish Council

e Formal approval to purchase equipment to progress the Local Traffic Observation
Programme.

e Indicative approval for an external consultant to review and assess the Group findings
and validate for use in both the short and longer term as well as for inclusion within the
Neighbourhood Plan. This may require validation when completed and an update
validation pre completion of the Neighbourhood Plan. Cost to determined.
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 	 BISHOP MONKTON NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN – OUTLINE PROJECT PLAN	

V4 4/8/26





		Stage 1 – Getting going



		ACTION

		BY WHEN / UNDERTAKEN

		BY WHO



		1. Public meeting to raise awareness and endorse the process

		27/11/25

		BMPC



		2. Parish Council decision to undertake the NDP



		16/12/25

		BMPC



		3. Funding issues – agreement of budget and funding to cover all costs including retaining external support

		16/12/25

		BMPC



		David Gluck confirmed as retained external consultant



		4. Statement of Community Involvement drafted and agreed

		20/1/26

		Consultant /BMPC



		5. Letter to Local Planning Authority informing them of decision to proceed/requesting 

approval of the Neighbourhood Area.

		6/3/26

		BMPC



		Joan Jackson confirmed as NYC planning department contact



		6. Consultation on Neighbourhood Area.

Neighbourhood Area approved by NYC.

		n/a

8/7/26

		NYC



		7. Volunteers recruited to Working Group

		Jan-Mar 2026

		BMPC



		8. First/second/third/fourth meeting of Working Group – agreement of Terms of Reference, membership, secretariat, chair, sub groups

		30/3/26

30/4/26

10/6/26

4/8/26

		Working Group / consultant



		9. Stakeholders identified and informed

		July 26

		Working Group/ BMPC



		10. Communications plan drafted and agreed – website. Social media, newsletters etc

		July 26

		Consultant/ JF / Working Group



		11. Meet with NYC Planners to seek understanding on ongoing support

		10 July 26

		PG/DG 



		Stage 2 – Implementation



		1.Key issues defined; draft Vision and Objectives

		30/4/26

		 Working Group /    Consultant



		2.Sub Groups established to gather data against key themes and site assessments/surveys

		30/4/26

		Working Group



		3. Sub groups provided with guidance and work commences

- Housing Provision & Affordability

- Heritage & Local Character

- Flooding & Utilities Capacity

- Transport & Access

- Environment, Landscape & Water & gypsum

- Community Facilities & Local Economy

		20/6/26

		Consultant/Working Groups



		4. Recruitment of consultant for drainage and sewerage capacity study

		September 26

		Working Group



		5. Household survey – housing needs, attitudes to growth, key requirements for a sustainable community

- Design draft

- Distribution/Survey Monkey

		September 26





June 26

September 26

		Sub group/ Consultant



Consultant

Working group



		6. All sub groups report back to WG

		Oct-Dec 26

		Sub Groups



		7. Develop draft Plan V1 – vision, objectives, options, issues, findings, evidence base, etc

- Consultation (light touch)

		Dec 26



Feb 27

		   Working Group /   Consultant



		8. Draft pre submission Plan

		May 27

		Consultant/NYC/Working Group



		9. Parish Council agreement of draft pre submission Plan

		May 27

		BMPC



		10. Screening from Local Planning Authority for Strategic Environmental Assessment / Habitats Regulation Assessment = required/not required.

		May 27

		NYC / Consultant



		11. Design of Plan for consultation

		May-June 27

		Designer



		12. Regulation 14 consultation – public meeting, household/business/stakeholder survey

		June-July 27

		Working Group 



		13. Analysis of feedback from Reg 14

		September 27

		Consultant



		14. Agreement of modifications to pre sub plan

		October 27

		Steering Group



		15. Modifications to pre submission Plan

		November 27

		Consultant



		16. Basic Conditions Statement written

		Sep-Dec 27

		Consultant



		17. Consultation Statement written

		Sep-Dec 27

		Consultant



		18. Approval of Submission draft by Parish Council

		December 27

		BMPC



		19. Design/print final submission draft

		January 28

		Designer



		20. Website populated with all relevant documentation

		January 28

		BMPC



		Stage 3 – approval



		1. Submission to Local Planning Authority 

		February 28

		BMPC



		2. Regulation 16 consultation

		March 28

		NYC



		3. Appointment of Examiner

		March 28

		NYC/BMPC



		4. Formal submission of draft Plan for Examination

		May 28

		NYC



		5. Modifications and final Plan produced

		June-August 28

		NYC



		6. Local referendum

		September 28

		NYC



		7. Adoption

		September 28

		NYC



		8. Publication and presentation to the community

		October 28

		BMPC
























