Bardsey Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee 

Minutes – November 14th 2012. 
Meeting held in Bardsey Village Hall (Committee Room) on Wednesday 14th November 2012.  

Present : Stephen Bucknell (SB), Lindsay Burns (LB), Jack Cairns (JC), Ed Stentiford (ES), Ian Frankland (IF), June Gallant (JG), Jane Ingham (JI), Geoffrey Tatman  (GT) and Lance Tattersall. (LT). 
2 Bardsey residents.also attended.  

Apologies: Jane Ambrose (JA),and Mike Bosomworth (MB) 
Minutes of the meeting on 31st October These were approved. 
Declarations of Pecuniary and Other Interests Cllr Tatman and the Chairman declared an interest in Site 3363.
Matters arising-
Report on Open Day on November 10th.
ES reported that the day had been very successful, with 233 people attending and completing questionnaires, although this represented only 8% of the total population.  Brian Tungate (BT) has kindly offered to put the results on a spread sheet. 
There had, however, been some negative comments and the SC discussed these:-
· Some residents considered that the SC should have given a red traffic light to all sites. ES considered this not to be an option, as Cllr John Procter had publicly advised at the Open Meeting earlier in the year. There is also the argument that some additional housing is going to be required over the next 20 years for elderly residents wishing to remain in the village but to downsize, and for the next generation wishing to start on the housing ladder in the village. IF reinforced this point, reminding the SC that the NP Overview posted in April 2012 stated that no development is not an option. 
· JC commented on the fact that at the afternoon Q & A session several people criticised the SC for not including on the questionnaire a statement that “ all sites could be rejected and classified as Red”, and because of this claimed that all the response forms should be regarded as invalid.  He said that this should be strongly refuted by the SC as all 15 sites had been included and the further option of voting for none ( also emphasised to people on arrival), had been an option. The SC would have to follow the wishes of residents if the majority voted for no development, but this was not the considered view of the SC. 
· The issue of obtaining feed back from the large proportion of the population not responding to date had to be addressed. There was much discussion on how to tackle this. There was agreement that door to door contact would be best but difficult to achieve. An expensive mail shot delivery might be needed. A housing needs survey also needs sending out ,either at the same time or separately.  The idea of appointing Street Champions was agreed on and SC members offered to suggest suitable people from each street for this purpose. 
· Queries had been raised about the presence on the SC of GT as the owner of Site 3363. ES had checked with Andrew Birkbeck,(AB) who had advised that there were landowners represented on other SCs. 
The SC considered it would be useful to seek clarification on certain deadline dates and get clarification concerning the 80% of sites considered acceptable to Ward Cllrs and Planners, and the 20% unacceptable. To obtain a response on the latter issue, it was judged that a joint inquiry from all the local villages would be most effective, and the initiative could be taken at the next joint Project Board Meeting on December 5th. JG was asked to consult AB about key dates for the NP plan, the Core Strategy and the Site allocation plan. 
An offer of assistance has been received from Chris Sidle,( Marketing ) and the SC expressed agreement for IF to invite him to join the SC. 
LB reminded the SC about Top Ten Tips circulated by AB on 20. 6.12. – a useful aide memoir.

Making the new data public was next discussed. This should be obtained from BT in the next few days, but should first be summarised before going into the public domain. It should then go out on the Website and Newsletter in December, making clear that this is just the start of the NP process. 
There may be need to revisit the site allocations suggested by the SC in the light of responses from the public. 

ES thanked all members of the SC for their help on November 10th. 
Register of Interests for Members of Steering Committee.  JG is in process of receiving  these. 
Suggestion from SB to use a housing survey template used in Harrogate area to initiate a housing needs survey in Bardsey. SB has acquired further info but has not yet obtained the template. He has discussed the issue with Sicklinghall who have conducted a Housing survey with use of the Harrogate template. 
.Reports by Working Groups :
· Planning AB has suggested that the 3 additions to the 12 original SHLAA sites may not  be accepted by LCC. It is also possible that other sites may be put forward.  
Other sites suggested by residents for green light adoption/ additions to the list of acceptable sites are part of 1108, adjacent to Bank Top, but avoiding the flood plain of the remainder of the site, and the old garage site off the quarry in Syke Lane. From a UDP map it appeared that the brownfield site of the old garage had already been earmarked for development. GT to check. 
· Education There was nothing to report. 

· Health.- Nothing new to report. 

· Infrastructure – Nothing further to report.  
                                                                                                                                                               Any other business. ES reported that the SC needs to consider the needs of small businesses in Bardsey. He will talk to Chris Sidle about this. 
Another issue to be considered is Flooding where local knowledge is all important (e.g. re Site 1108). ES considers the latest survey available to be outdated, not incorporating the continual changes occurring. It is known, however, that Developers can still build in the Flood Plain. In relation to this, GT informed the SC that the application for 6 houses at the end of First Avenue , subjected to a massive flood compensation scheme and first proposed in 2009, has now been recommended for Chief Planning  Officer approval. 
Maps on the Website – IF said that the present one was not very clear and wondered whether those used at the Open Meeting could be displayed. LB thought there could be a copyright   issue. LCC may provide maps (ES to check with AB). 
Blog and Twitter – As there had been so little interest shown in using these social networks, when a show of hands at the Q & A session was requested, it was agreed to continue disseminating NP info via the Website and Newsletter. 

Query addressed by SB to Ian Mackay. As there had been no response on this, JG was asked to contact him and to ask whether there is a Rural Exceptions Policy in place ,or any kind of policy supporting control of housing development in terms of protecting sites for the provision of affordable housing to meet the needs of rural communities. It would also be useful to know, if they do have such policies in place, whether they employ an officer to support communities in undertaking such endeavours. 
Cycleways and Footpaths – SC agreed that wherever possible on sites to be developed, they would press for such paths as links to adjacent villages and for the benefit of the local community. 

 Date of next two meetings: Wednesday 12th December and Wednesday 23rd January .  
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