Bardsey Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee
Minutes of the Meeting held on December 17th 2014 
Present :- Jane Ambrose (JA), Mike Bosomworth (MB), Lindsay Burns (LB), Jack Cairns (JC), June Gallant (JG),  Chris Sidle (CS), Ed Stentiford (ES, in the Chair) .
David Gluck (DG) was present at the request of the SC.

Two residents were also present. 

 Apologies :Stephen Bucknell (SB),  Ian Frankland (IF), Jane Ingham (JI), and Lance Tattersall (LT). 
                                                                                         .                                                           Declarations of any Pecuniary and Other Interests. CS declared an interest in M/A (c) during discussion on the possible site for development opposite the school.  
Minutes of Meeting held on 19.11.14   These were approved. 
 Matters Arising :- 
a) Further Information obtained since last meeting on potential housing sites in village-   
· Catholic Church site- LB has drafted a letter to be sent from the Chairman. 
· School site-  LT and JA had met Stephen Verity, a School Governor, and Senior Director of Northern Region of the UK for CBRE, who considered that  development for a new school and some residential development is possible on the site, but there will be obstacles to overcome and it is unlikely to be a quick process. LT queried whether this would fit with our existing housing need/ NDP or whether it would have to be seen as an aspiration for the future. JA pointed out that to make the scheme financially viable there would need to be a proportion of large houses on the site.  
b) Possible change of NP boundary to exclude areas currently in Scarcroft. The Clerk to Scarcroft PC e mailed back reporting that Scarcroft  PC is content that matters affecting  the area now part of Scarcroft can be included in both Plans. If Bardsey would prefer to exclude them from their NDP it is up to them .It was agreed that JG should again ask Ian MacKay for a progress report on our request for a re-drawing of the NDP boundary as the SC thinks Scarcroft’s suggestion  could lead to conflicts of interest. 
c) Report from Sub Committee on possible suitable sites for development to be suggested to LCC JC reported on the conclusions of this sub committee as the 2 other members (SB and IF) were not present. The results, with accompanying map, had been circulated in advance. They had first established criteria ,and after examining all possible sites, had agreed that only 2 were suitable. One is opposite the School and the other opposite the Bingley. The former is to contain a provision for widening the road to create parking for the School. JC wished to put forward these suggestions to Cllr Gruen without further delay. CS (declaring an interest in the School site) argued against ,citing taking such action without consulting the village, and acting against the advice of Cllr Procter to submit no plans until after January 13th. After much discussion and some objections raised concerning both of the sites, JC proposed that, due to the absence of his 2 colleagues from the sub-committee, discussion of this item be postponed until the January meeting. This was agreed. 
 Bardsey Neighbourhood Development Plan 2015 – 2030.- Draft Document from David Gluck and proposed amendments from Parish Cllrs- Queries to consider :-
(a) Agreement from SC to refer in NDP to need for some infill in GB- raised by Cllr Bosomworth. No vote was taken on this but there appeared to be tacit agreement that it is probably the only way to achieve the HNS requirements. The position will be better known after January 13th when it will be made clear which areas LCC is proposing to take out of GB. The remainder will remain ring fenced. 
(b) Suggestion from Cllr Ward that sites be considered where developer promises some improved infrastructure for village. DG said that this aspiration is not realistic, but it would always be possible to discuss proposals with Developers. 
(c) Agreement from SC on attitude to development in gardens. GT had circulated a list of recent residential developments in Bardsey showing that there had been a fairly high proportion permitted in gardens. There appeared to be fairly general agreement that in many cases this could be justified. This section should therefore be modified.
Other issues raised by DG in response to letters received:-

· Sporting Facilities all on one site –Agreed that reference to this better deleted as strong opposition had been expressed by people representing the Bowling and Tennis Clubs. Better to suggest support for improved facilities. 

· Agreement to include support for improvement to bridleways and cycle tracks. 

· Further discussion on point raised by JC at previous meeting re BE1, which, though amended by DG, is in his opinion still not sufficiently strong to act as a deterrent to developers. New stronger wording agreed. 
Further Timetable – DG proposed that BPC be asked to agree the draft NDP at its February Meeting (Feb. 8th). A village consultation period could commence immediately afterwards and should last 6 weeks. All village residents must receive a copy (DG could condense to about 16 pages) through their letter boxes.  All Statutory Consultees would need to be contacted .A decision should be taken about holding a Drop In session or Consultation. DG could advise on both.  
Report on Meeting held at Wetherby Town Hall on 4th December. CS reported on the meeting conducted by Cllr John Procter and attended by CS, ES and JG. This mainly concerned the Core Strategy and forthcoming Site Allocation proposals. 70,000 is now the accepted number of houses for LCC to find, with 5,000 being from the NE area. With those already agreed, this will actually leave about 2,500 to find. The outcome of the site allocations will be published on January 13th, with information available in advance after 8th January. It has recently been learnt that the University Site, Headley Hall, is probably likely to go ahead. 
With some problems still to be resolved over access, the Thorp Arch site is also likely to go ahead. PAS sites (none in Bardsey) are also likely to come under pressure for development, possibly 27% of which are likely to be in the NE Area. A GB review will have to be conducted through the SHLAA and site allocations process. When completed, there will be no further erosion of the GB . Cllr Procter stressed that no plans should be put forward to LCC until after January 13th. 
Next SC Flyer on Neighbourhood Plan – Content and Method of Distribution. It had been agreed that the flyer prepared and circulated to SC members ,should be distributed along with the January issue of Bardsey News. However, a last minute problem had arisen. The flyer, on A4 sized paper, ran to 4 sides ,and Bardsey News  have an agreement that distributors are not to be asked to take round documents of this size.  After the BPC meeting of December 11th when a number of new points were raised by Cllrs, it became apparent that there needed to be further discussion at both SC and PC level before BPC could be asked to approve the draft NDP. It therefore made sense to delay issuing the flyer until February, especially as it may be further enlarged to include news of the site allocations. It is hoped that sufficient volunteers can be found to act as “Posties”. 
 Finance – Expenditure since last meeting. The only expenditure since the last meeting has been on the fee to DG. This has now reached the agreed limit. 
 Any other Business .  None. 
 Discussion on any further professional  support required by the SC. After DG left the meeting, further expenditure on professional help was discussed. JC asked about further inevitable costs to be met in finalising the NDP.CS estimated printing costs will be about £2,000.  ES said he is hoping to apply for a further grant as the remainder of the current grant has to be used by December 31st.  All present agreed on the wish to retain the services of DG for a short period and ES offered to discuss charges with DG. 
  Date of next two meetings:
Wednesday January 21st 

Wednesday February 18th. 
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