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Much Wenlock Neighbourhood Plan 
 
Minutes of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
17th September 2012, 5.00pm to 7.00pm, Guildhall 
 
PRESENT    REPRESENTING 
 
Members of the Steering Group 
Tim Coleshaw   Community 
Bob May    Community 
Simon Ross   Community 
Charles Teaney    Community 
Cllr. Mike Grace (Chair)  Much Wenlock Town Council 
Cllr. Robert Stuart   Much Wenlock Town Council 
Cllr. David Turner   Much Wenlock Town Council 
 
In Attendance 
Rachel Walmsley  Community 
Gill Jones   Shropshire Council 
 
Guest 
Mike Ashton   MA Creative 
 
Minute Taker 
Robert Toft 
 
1. Chairman’s Welcome 
Mike Grace welcomed those present to the meeting and, in particular, Mike Ashton from MA 
Creative who had been engaged to design publications and exhibition materials. 
 
 
2. Apologies 
Liz Thomas   Community 
Cllr. Lesley Durbin  Much Wenlock Town Council 
Cllr. Milner Whiteman   Much Wenlock Town Council 
Jake Berriman   Shropshire Council 
 
 
3. Declarations of Interest 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 
(Simon Ross arrived at the meeting) 
 
(Minute-Takers note: It was agreed not to consider the minutes of the last meeting at this point, and 
they were not considered later.  They will be considered at the Steering Group meeting on 1st 
October 2012.) 
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4. Developing the Scope and Content of the Plan  
 
To Consider and Agree Content for Consultation on the Plan Objectives and Developing Options 
 
Bob May thought that it was important to publicise the proposed objectives and associated public 
meetings in the Bridgnorth Journal.  Mike Grace noted that the Shropshire Star and Radio Shropshire 
should also be contacted. 
 
Leaflets 
 
Mike Grace noted that he had suggested a household leaflet drop to the Neighbourhood Plan 
Committee and had obtained three quotes for this, from Royal Mail, DPDS and National Leaflet 
Distribution.  Of these, National Leaflet Distribution were able to start at the shortest notice and had 
quoted a price of £300 + VAT for distributing up to 5000 leaflets.  David Turner queried whether they 
would be able to reach all addresses in the parish.  It was agreed to check on this but that missing a 
few addresses would probably be acceptable.  Agreed to engage National Leaflet Distribution to 
distribute leaflets to 1300 households. 
 
Charles Teaney agreed to draft the text of the leaflet, which it was agreed should be A5 double-
sided.  Robert Stuart thought that high quality paper (120 gsm) should be used for the leaflet.  It was 
agreed that MA Creative should be invited to design and arrange for printing of 1500 copies of the 
leaflet, with 200 being retained for bulk distribution to community venues.  It was also agreed to 
commission MA Creative to design a related A4 poster for local copying from pdf format and display 
around the town. 
 
ACTION:  Robert Toft to liaise with Sharon Clayton (Town Clerk) on placing the orders with MA 
Creative and National Leaflet Distribution. 
 
Content of Exhibition Materials 
 
Mike Ashton noted that it would take a week to design and produce display boards.  Mike Grace 
explained that the purpose of the boards was to enable participants to contribute more easily by 
having displays at each "station" of objectives(s).  Charles Teaney noted that an evolutionary display 
of comments made would be useful.  Mike Ashton noted that Post-it notes were a good media for 
sharing opinions and thought that display boards should not have too much information on them. 
 
Bob May asked about the time taken to produce the display boards. Mike Ashton noted that it 
would be difficult to design and produce boards in less than a week. 
 
Charles Teaney noted that there was little consistency in the drafts to date.  Bob May noted the 
importance of engaging participants and thought that it could not be assumed that they had read 
the objectives.  David Turner thought that the displays should, however, lead down from the 
objectives.  Bob May thought that maps would be valuable in helping to visualise possibilities.  Tim 
Coleshaw thought that information needed to be pictorial if possible to engage interest. 
 
Charles Teaney noted that landowners would probably not have declared their intentions by the 
time of the early meetings. 
 
Mike Grace thought that the draft materials so far were insufficient to allow professional production 
of the boards prior to the first scheduled meeting on 26th September and suggested that this 
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meeting should be delayed.  Bob May suggested dropping both the initial two meetings with the 
new first date being 3rd October.  Mike Ashton noted that final drafts would then need to be with 
him by 26th September.  It was agreed that the first meeting should now be on 3rd October. 
 
Rachel Walmsley asked whether Mike Ashton was able to help with content.  Mike Ashton thought 
that he would be able to work up designs if given ideas.  David Turner thought that an introductory 
board and map would be useful. 
 
Robert Stuart asked about the likely cost of the design work.  Mike Ashton agreed to quote for this.  
He noted that any photos included should be high-resolution to enable them to display well on the 
A1 boards. 
 
(Mike Ashton left the meeting) 
 
Mike Grace noted that further meeting dates needed to be agreed and noted that Saturday 6th 
October and Thursday 25th October had earlier been considered. 
 
ACTIONS: 
 
(i) Simon Ross to set up Doodle Poll to look at members' availability for 6th and 25th October and 
to check availability of Priory Hall for these dates; 
 
(ii) Robert Toft to check on availability of Edge/William Brookes School on 25th and 27th October; 
 
(iii) Gill Jones to check on availability of folding display panels; 
 
(iv) David Turner to draft press notices concerning public meetings. 
 
(Gill Jones left the meeting) 
 
Rachel Walmsley noted that the budget for the events needed to be known.  Agreed that Charles 
Teaney and Rachel Walmsley would work to develop exhibition materials calling on others as they 
needed them. 
 
To Agree Further Activity Towards Drafting the Plan, Including Support from Planning Aid  
 
Mike Grace noted that the later sessions would be different in format and that it would be necessary 
to agree with Mary Jacobs about the Planning Aid engagement after she had spoken to them further 
on 20th September. 
 
 
5.  Plan Timetable 
 
Bob May thought that the engagement of a technical writer for the later stages of plan development 
should be considered.  Mike Grace noted that the Neighbourhood Plan Committee had asked 
whether there should be a more iterative process of development of the draft plan rather than 
separate produce and consult stages. 
 
Bob May thought that the key issue was the consideration of site options particularly for housing.  
He suggested that further events might be held with a simplification of options. 
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Charles Teaney was concerned that, were the formal draft stage to be removed, it would not be 
possible for Shropshire Council to indicate that the plan conformed to their planning strategy.  David 
Turner thought that Shropshire Council would be able to feed in any concerns during the iterative 
development process. 
 
Mike Grace noted that not consulting on the draft would lead to more risk of comments during the 
formal consultation stage.   
 
 
6.  Date of Next Meeting 
 
It was agreed that there would be a meeting on 24th September (at 5pm in the Guildhall) with the 
specific purpose of refining and agreeing the exhibition materials to send to MA Creative.  This 
would not be a formal meeting of the Steering Group but it was agreed that it should have delegated 
editorial control over the materials. 
 
The next formal meeting of the Steering Group was agreed to be on 1st October, starting at 5am in 
the Guildhall.  Further meetings would be held fortnightly after this date. 
 
 
 
 
 
Signed         Date 
Chairman 


