 Bardsey Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee 

Minutes 

Meeting held in Bardsey Village Hall on Wednesday August 7th 2013.
Present:,Stephen Bucknell (SB), Lyndsay Burns(LB), Jack Cairns (JC), Ian Frankland (IF), June Gallant (JG),  Chris Sidle( CS) and Ed Stentiford (ES) in the Chair.
Geoffrey Tatman (GT) was also present. 
 Apologies. Jane Ambrose (JA), Mike Bosomworth (MB), Jane Ingham (JI), Lance Tattersall (LT).
 Declarations of any Pecuniary and Other Interests. None. 
Minutes of Meeting held on June 26 and July 17thand cancellation of meeting planned for July 25th. These were approved and the latter noted.  
 Response to SHLAA site selection by LCC.

ES reported that, following extensive e mail correspondence with members of the SC, he had replied on behalf of Bardsey Parish Council to the SHLAA Consultation document from LCC. 

Unfortunately, by replying on line, he had been unable to obtain a hard copy of his response. 

GT said that in a month’s time it would be possible to view the representations at Rossington Street.

JC wished to register his concern at the procedure used by Bardsey NP Steering Committee to compile its response to the SHLAA Sites consultation. His concern was not directed at any individuals , but was a collective criticism of the SC for not fully involving itself in the formulation and approval of such an important consultation response prior to submission. 
Housing Survey – Report on Sub- Committee Meeting held on 3rd July  and Interim Conclusions – CS  had e mailed members of the SC with minutes of the meeting of the Sub Group of the SC and explained that this had been the first attempt at interpreting the results of the HNS . Circumstances  had obliged them to release some of this information earlier than desirable to avoid any appearance of lack of transparency .

SB raised various issues over the interpretation of the results and these were discussed by the Group

· The HNS results identified 123 households looking to move in next five years.  Of these 55 were looking for smaller homes.  7 were young adults looking for their first home, the remainder were established visitors looking to downsize.  Those wishing to “up-size” would generally be catered for either by existing homes being vacated by “downsizers” or by developer lead speculative or windfall developments.  Therefore, the focus of NP should be on the needs of those wishing to stay in the village but move into smaller homes – demand currently not catered for by developer led new-build.
· Some homes could be adapted. A general developer would have no interest in these but a Housing Association could provide them. Bardsey would not be an attractive location in terms of funding options/commercial viability due to it scoring poorly in terms of amenities, public transport, sustainability, etc.. However, JC endorsed the demand for such facilities. He has spoken to a number of residents who wish to downsize but continue to live in Bardsey. There is need for developments like Russell Court and the former Castle Hill Nursing Home. 
· Young people could also benefit from some low cost housing.  This should be separate from that provided for the old, but would be better integrated into a wider, mixed size development. On the other hand, younger people, LB pointed out, might prefer a city location.
· Areas for affordable housing must not be too isolated. LB agreed. They would quickly fail any Section 106 covenant as it would prove difficult to allocate homes if too remote. 

The detailed comments of SB are to be passed to CS for possible inclusion in the summary of the HNS.
Other points raised in connection with the HNS:-

· Should the whole report be put before the village? Generally agreed that a summary is preferable.

· LB – Should the HNS be updated in 10 years time and if so should monies be set aside for this? Generally considered desirable but every 5 years  preferred. 
· Will there be much response from the village to sight of the results? Answer considered to be in affirmative if PC is seen to act on them.

· Do we have hard copies made? – Agreed that CS will arrange for 100 to be printed. These to include comments from the SC. 

· Would the Catholic Church site be suitable for affordable housing? SB considers it would be ideal. 
· Acceptability of Green Belt in the SHLAA developments – CS argued that Nick Boles MP has changed his attitude over planning policy from suggesting that the field was virtually wide open to the previous view that building in the green belt is permissible only in exceptional circumstances . This is thought to be due to the strong showing of UKIP at the local elections. 

GT, however, reported that he had been told by Ian Mackay that the green belt is being reviewed and there is certain to be some building there. 
Approval of the HNS 
The SC agreed to accept the results of the HNS and JG is to write and thank RK and ask whether she has any further comments. Much of the report will appear in its entirety in the final NP document.  
                                                                                                                                                                Suitable Publicity to Residents. CS stated that in his opinion it was urgent to issue another printed flyer to the village .The SC agreed to a folded A4 flyer in colour, and JC said that the October Newsletter would be the earliest when one could be included. The flyer should include an update on the NP and SHLAA process and results of HNS.
 Next Stages in drafting the Neighbourhood Plan. ES had copied the Contents Page of the approved NP plan of Upper Eden for all Cllrs. The sites for housing in their area are generic, and not specific, and the whole plan is quite short. He wondered whether this model would be appropriate for Bardsey. Most members of the SC agreed, arguing that in this way they would avoid antagonising areas of the village, and would have a better chance of getting the 50% approval rating required for acceptance of the plan. JC, however, suggested that the SC should be proactive and suggest specific site preferences .He felt strongly that the main consideration should not be how to get the document accepted. The SC agreed to draw up the general points- numbers of houses, types most desirable (high quality) etc in the first instance and then see whether there should be referral to specific sites. ES will start this off. I
Further Public Consultation –It was agreed that a further consultation was required as the SHLAA scenario has changed so drastically since last November. This may be held in November 2013. 
Any other business. None. 
.Date of next two meetings: - Wednesday 18th September 

                                                  Wednesday 16th October.  

 .
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