Bardsey Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee

Minutes of the Meeting held on January 28th 2015 held in Bardsey Village Hall 

Present :- Ed Stentiford (ES)(in the Chair), Ian Frankland (IF), Chris Sidle(CS), Jack Cairns( JC), Lance Tattersall (LT), Mike Bosomworth( MB), Lyndsay Burns (LB), Stephen Bucknell (SB), Jane Ambrose(JA) , Jane Ingham (JI) and June Gallant (JG).
 Apologies: None. 

                                                                                         .                                                          . Declarations of any Pecuniary and Other Interests. None 

 Minutes of Meeting held on 17.12.14   These were approved. 

 Matters Arising :- 

a) Further Information obtained since last meeting on potential housing sites in village-   
· Catholic Church site -ES reported that he had written to the Church Authorities raising the subject of the future of the site but has received no reply to date. 

· School site – There was nothing further to report. 
b) Possible change of NP boundary to exclude areas currently in Scarcroft. JG reported that she had been in contact with Ian Mackay who had promised to consult the Legal Dept. He personally saw no problem in having the boundary redefined but there will have to be a period when the change is advertised even if legal permission is granted. . 
 Proposal from JC that “Recognising the circumstances listed below, the SC/PC submit a request to SAP for GB boundary change (changes) suitable for 55 manageable houses/ apartments in or close to the historic core of the village”

· No unidentified land is available in Bardsey to meet our Housing Needs aspirations for 55 manageable size homes, other than in Green Belt.

· Infill might partly meet our needs, but some GB release will be needed to meet our full Housing needs requirements. 

· LCC are currently undertaking a review of GB boundaries through the SAP process and a short window of opportunity is available to us to advise SAP of our dilemma and of our need for GB release.

· The SC/PC with all its local knowledge, has an opportunity to indicate its preferred criteria for location of GB release ,rather than relying on uninformed allocation of housing.

· Failure to submit a request to SAP for GB boundary change will almost certainly result in failure to meet our HNS aspirations. 

JC argued that in order to meet the HNS needs land will have to be released from GB. During the present SAP process we have a short window of opportunity to advise of our current dilemma and to suggest  our preferred criteria for the location of any GB release .This was discussed at length with no agreement reached. Many members felt that in the present circumstances, when the SAP appears to have become a political issue, it would be unwise to offer any possible ammunition to those opposing the Headley Fields proposal. Another negative factor was that the village has not been consulted about this approach proposed by JC.                                                                                                                                                    An amendment was then proposed by SB, and again after some discussion ,put to the vote. The amendment was “Recognising the circumstances listed below, the SC/PC submit a request to SAP for GB boundary change (changes) suitable for 55 smaller homes within walking distance of the village core”. This was proposed JC, seconded SB. Voting was 3 in favour, 5 against, 1 abstention, and no vote cast by the Chairman. The amended resolution... was therefore lost.
Proposal from SB for obtaining “Affordable Housing” in Bardsey and steps taken towards this. 
SB argued that the HNS looked to cater for 2 distinct groups of people – those wishing to downsize and those on lower incomes looking to purchase a first home. For the first he considered affordability less of an issue, and mooted schemes such as the School site and Bramham Estates proposals could provide a way out in an extended time scale. 

Affordable homes for the less affluent can only realistically be delivered in partnership with a Registered Provider, or if a Community Land Trust can be established .A section 106 Agreement would be proposed as a condition of planning approval which would hold the land in perpetuity on an affordable housing basis and could include a clause limiting availability of such houses to persons with a clearly defined local connection .  This will not work with GB released land as the new GB status immediately increases the value of such land, making it attractive to speculative developers. 

SB knows some Rural Housing Enablers and has spoken to a number of them. One of his contacts has offered to look into such possibilities in Bardsey. The rest of the SC supported this idea but it was pointed out that this would not be a complete solution to the HNS requirements and would only be achievable on an extended time scale. 

 Bardsey Neighbourhood Development Plan 2015 – 2030. David Gluck has circulated the latest draft , incorporating comments from members of the SC at their December meeting. He has requested comments ASAP to this latest draft. 
Report on LCC Site Allocations Meeting on Jan 13th.This has been reported in the Wetherby News . Cllr Gruen has asked the Planners to re-consider the Headley Fields site which Cllr John Procter and the Conservatives had understood to have been given the go ahead. This could mean that village sites will again need to be considered for development.
Next SC Flyer on Neighbourhood Plan – Content and Method of Distribution. CS is preparing a revised draft. At its January Meeting BPC agreed that this would be distributed by post and they would meet the cost. 
 Letters from Cllrs Tatman and Ward re discussion on NDP and forthcoming flyer at BPC January  Meeting , and further comments from both on the Revised Draft NDP document. 
a) Cllr Tatman in and e mail on 7th January reiterated that it is not too late to send in suggestions to LCC for change to the GB.

b) In an e mail received late afternoon of the day of the present meeting, GT had sent in detailed comments on the revised NDP. He had enumerated minor errors of fact and punctuation, and had made observations on various points in the Housing Section of the document. Not all members of the SC had read the e mail and it was not discussed. 

c) Cllr Ward argued that in the NDP we should state clearly that we can’t at present fulfil the HNS requirements . If this results in our having to work in future with LCC to identify suitable land  in the GB to achieve this target this also should be stated. We should also state that any future development outside the current development area should be adjacent to core facilities – Church, School, VH, or Sports Centre, if possible within walking distance. Preference should be given to any developers offering to build cycle paths and footpaths. 

JC expressed support for much of this e mail but it was not discussed further. 

 Finance – Expenditure since last meeting. There has been no further expenditure.
 Any other Business .   LT asked whether it would now be up to the PC to approve/ amend the revised NDP document. It was agreed that this is correct. 

  Date of next  meeting:- Wednesday February 18th. :                                                 
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