Appendix C: Notes of public meetings held on 28t August 2014.

Public meetings were held on the 28" August between 11am and 9pm in the Life Point Centre on Ffynone Road to give residents and
stakeholders the opportunity to view the draft Conservation Area Review information and to discuss the proposals with Council Officers.

Presentations were held at 2pm and 7pm which were followed by group discussions regarding the proposals. At all other times there were more

informal-drop-in sessions.

The text below records the comments made by attendees on flip charts at the formal group discussions at 2pm and 7pm
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