
Housing Focus Group – Minutes on Meeting January 10th 2019 

Meeting at 7pm in the Parish Council offices. 

Background information for new members of the FG:  

We are keeping a rough record of our meetings as a kind of audit-trail to demonstrate to 

the future Examiner of our NDP (and anyone else interested) how the policies that 

eventually go into the NDP were developed, especially in terms of public involvement. 

Attendance: 

The meeting was attended by seven members of the public,  four members of the Steering 

Group, plus Michael Callan, a regular observer at NDP meetings – a total of 12. 

Welcoming 

Roger Kayes (RK), lead on Housing, welcomed the group and invited those present to 

introduce themselves and to give an idea of their interests, which everyone did. 

Discussion of Housing themes 

RK passed around copies of his document “Potential themes for ‘Housing and open space’ 

Focus Group”, a list of 10 topics on two sheets of A4.  (It had been posted on 

perranplan.co.uk, but only 24 hours earlier.)  The document drew on the work undertaken 

during the previous twelve months to assess what a Perranzabuloe NDP might possibly 

achieve under the topic of housing area. 

The topics on the list were discussed during the rest of the meeting.  Particular points 

raised included: 

Affordable housing 

It was reported that earlier in the day LiveWest (formerly DCH and Knightstone) held a 

meeting in Halveor Court, Perranporth to publicise the availability of 16 affordable homes 

(30% of the total development) on the current Linden Homes development on Liskey Hill.  

Considerable discussion followed regarding the HomeChoice Register (HCR) criteria for a 

household to establish a ‘local connection’ and the level of need (or priority) as recorded in 

the banding from A to E.  Linda Boylen clarified that when newly available properties, such 

as on the Linden Homes site, become available, households in Band A with a local 

connection are the first to be offered a home; subsequently households in Band A with a 

local connection to adjacent parishes would be offered a property, before those on Band B 

with a local connection in Perranzabuloe… and so on. 

Michael Callan suggested that it would be helpful if a note could be prepared and put on 

the website to clarify basic issues about the HCR and allocation of affordable housing, 

particularly against the background that there seems to be a myth circulating that some 

major cities up-country are ‘buying up’ AH in Cornwall for residents from those cities.  Nick 

Marsden, CC’s Affordable Housing officer for this area, frequently gives talks on AH and he 

may have something already prepared. 



Rory Jenkins reported that he has heard that developers make most money from building 

3 bedroom properties, resulting in there being an inadequate supply of smaller houses in 

the parish.  Doubt was expressed among the group as to whether the NDP could influence 

the size of market houses on new developments, as distinct from the types of Affordable 

Housing provided – on which the Affordable Housing team of Cornwall Council exerts a 

strong influence. 

Questions were raised about the number of people who were taken off the HCR when the 

120 Taylor Wimpey development on Liskey Hill, Perranporth, was occupied.  (This issue 

was also raised at two of the public meetings in November.)  It was reported that some of 

the Affordable Housing on Liskey Hill went to people without a local connection, with 

implications for the number taken off the HCR. 

Second Homes/Permanent Residence Policy (PRP) 

This issue was discussed at some length including: whether there is concern among the 

public about the number of second homes: difficulties with enforcement: the negative 

impact on CIL receipts (in Perranzabuloe this would be zero, for the part of the parish 

covered by a PRP): any new houses used second homes would have a greatly reduced 

impact on doctor’s surgeries and school place provision: and whether a PRP is also a 

constraint on whole-year holiday letting. 

Various members of the group felt strongly that this was not something that should feature 

in our NDP, and that the option should not be included in the forthcoming questionnaire 

(largely on the grounds that it would be difficult to provide a balanced summary of the pro’s 

and con’s).  When put to a nominal vote, 5 voted in favour of including the option in the 

questionnaire, with 5 against.  The chair, RK, will take the issue to the SG, particularly 

since several members of that group have expressed strong support for this option, and in 

the light of his belief that - for many members of the public - it is an issue that NDPs 

frequently do address and thus they would be expecting to see it in the questionnaire. 

Moving forward 

Five new members expressed an interest in helping move the agenda forward, and 

welcoming their offers, RK suggested that they meet up informally in the next few weeks to 

discuss how to proceed.  He expressed an intention to email them in the near future. 

The meeting finished at around 8.45pm  


