	Finsbury Park Neighbourhood Planning Meeting MINUTES
Date: Monday 7th March 2016                                   6:30-8.00pm 

Venue: Finspace 225-229, Seven Sisters Road, N4

	RevA



	  Item
	Notes
	Action

	1.0
	PRESENT: 
Susie Barson (SBa) - Hackney
Sally Billot (SBi) - Haringey
Talal Karim (TK) - Finsbury Park Trust
Miriam Levin (ML) - Crouch End Neighbourhood Forum (part)
Susan Lowenthal (SL) - Islington
Dorothy Newton (DN) – Islington (part)
Cllr Clare Potter (CP) - Hackney
Ricky Thakrar (RT) - Islington

	APOLOGIES: 
Ben Myring (BM)
George Barrow

Clive Carter

Kevin Duffy

Janet Gibson

John Plummer

Carol O’Brien

Naomi Schlinger

Tricia Zipfel

	2.0
	CHAIR AND MINUTE TAKER 

Susie Barson (Chair)
Susan Lowenthal (Minutes)
	

	3.0
	GUEST SPEAKER – Miriam Levin (Crouch End Neighbourhood Forum)

	3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8
	Miriam (ML), who works for DCLG as a Neighbourhood Planner and is on the Executive Committee of the Crouch End Forum, advised how Crouch End manned a stall at Crouch End Festival for four days to carry out their area consultation. They defined their boundary by asking people to place a coloured dot on a map according to neighbourhood, then worked to refine the edges. See http://www.haringey.gov.uk/sites/haringeygovuk/files/application_for_a_crouch_end_neighbourhood_area_sep15_2.pdf
It was noted that Crouch End have many more than the minimum of 21 'members' (over 100 individuals, plus 20+ affiliated organisations).
ML circulated a Neighbourhood Plan Process sheet. 
Needed: a logo, a leaflet (to put in shop windows etc.), a website, and an extensive list of people and organisations leading to a public meeting to set up a steering group. 
It was noted that Finsbury Park would cover parts of 5 wards in 3 boroughs.

A big mailout should state who we are, what a Neighbourhood Plan is and have a link to a website. Meeting information and what we are doing can be provided later.

Dorothy (DN) noted that a problem was that we were NOT starting from scratch, from the SRB extending back several years.
ML said that although achieving consensus was difficult, a Neighbourhood Forum can bring disparate groups together. 

	

	4.0
	NOTES & MATTERS ARISING from Meeting 1st February 2016 

	4.1

4.2
	There were no comments on the minutes.
Matters Arising were as listed below.
	

	5.0
	BOUNDARY, COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT, SURVEYS, KEY POLICY ANALYSIS

	5.1

5.2

5.3
5.4

5.5
	Boundary: 
It was agreed that no decisions could be made on boundaries yet.

There had been several emails about the inclusion of Finsbury Park itself – the consensus at the meeting was that it should be included at the consultation stages. 

There was concern that the final area should not be too large, but the initial map needed to be inclusive of all potential locations.

Community Engagement:

It was agreed that there were many interested groups who needed to be engaged as well as local residents, workers, local councillors and planning officers. SBi identified Stroud Green Conservation Group. Finsbury Park Regeneration Board (Chair is Cllr Richard Greening) was an important 3-borough group. Cllr Mick O’Sullivan was the Chair of Finsbury Park Trust. It was agreed to notify as many local councillors as we knew personally (pointing them in the direction of the website), and create a list of those councillors who still needed to be notified.  CP was going to speak to the Hackney councillors, and RT offered to speak to the Tollington Ward ones.
A list of names would be developed for the next meeting, including traders’ groups, TRAs, churches/mosques, etc. TK would bring his list to the next meeting, DN offered to ask the three Councils of Voluntary Service (CVSs) for lists of voluntary and community groups, and others would advise of any contacts they had. A database / list of contacts would be developed. 
RT agreed to set up a website and would circulate drafts for comment and put online.
All agreed that ‘hard to reach’ groups were important and that the group should make efforts to be inclusive.
Surveys:

It was agreed that simple questions based on previous Neighbourhood Planning surveys would be most appropriate at the preliminary stage, particularly Highgate’s.

Policy:

It was agreed that it was too early to assess RT’s policy review in detail yet.

Neighbourhood Plan Process:

It was agreed that the group needed to action the items listed on the first flag on the process sheet. 
SBi would ask Highgate for further information about the final item ‘Produce a project plan with costings’.

It was agreed to follow the methodology of similar Neighbourhood Plans, such as Crouch End (SBa advised very well organised), Crouch Hill and Hornsey Rise (RT agreed to pass on the details about the 9th March public meeting to a local resident who was keen to get involved), Broadway Market (Hackney), Mount Pleasant (Islington/Camden) and Waltham Abbey (TK to confirm name).


	All
CP

RT

TK

DN
RT

TK

	6.0
	ACTION PLAN for NEXT THREE MONTHS


	6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4
6.5


	It was agreed that a big public meeting was required to set up the Steering Committee. 
This meeting was to be held in late May / early June 2016. Details to be firmed up at April meeting.
A neutral chair would be required for this meeting only. CP agreed to do this.

Venue: TL advised that 2 rooms could be used, capacity 40-50 people

We would also advertise ourselves, when ready, in existing local newsletters (FoFPk; HCA; Hackney Street Properties newsletter etc.)

	CP



	7.0

7.1

7.2

7.3
	DONM – 
It was agreed that the meetings should not always be on a Monday.

A Doodle Poll to be issued for weeks commencing 4th and 11th April
Until the date was agreed, a Chair for the April meeting could not be confirmed.


	BM



	
	


Circulation: All attendees and interested previous meeting attendees
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