Cumbria Association of Local Councils

ALLERDALE/COPELAND DISTRICTS 

Note of a joint meeting of the executives of the Allerdale and Copeland districts
1st November 2010
Parton Village Hall 

 PRESENT:-

Brian Crawford (Millom TC)

Geoff Smith (Crosscanonby PC)

David Polhill (Gosforth PC/Ponsonby PC))

Ranald Stewart (Ponsonby PC)

Mike McKinley (Gosforth PC)

Brian Wilson (Dearham PC)

Adrian Dalton (Drigg and Carleton PC)

Susan Brown (Haile and Wilton PC)

Muir Lachlan (Ennerdale and Kinniside PC)


Guy Richardson (Calc Lead Officer MRWS)

Chris Shaw (Liaison Officer Allerdale and Copeland)

APOLOGIES:-

Anne Woodcock (Greysouthen PC)

Keith Hitchen (Drigg and Carleton PC)

Victor de Quincey (Bothel and Threapland PC)

1 Note of last Meeting. The note of the meeting held on the 26th July 2010 had been circulated and was agreed. Guy said he would speak to David Claxton and arrange for a MRWS page on the Calc website where information including agreed notes of previous meetings would be posted.

2 Matters from the previous meeting

Chris said that there were some issues which were not substantive items in the agenda

i) The Memorandum of Understanding between three principal authorities has not been resolved. Calc attended the last meeting in August 2010 but it was now believed a further meeting had been held and it was thought another draft had been prepared but Calc had not been a party to these latest discussions. It was noted that Allerdale B C were to debate a motion at the next full council meeting to be held on the 3rd November 2010 calling on the council to withdraw its Expression of Interest 
ii) The question of the role of Calc as representatives of local councils in Copeland and Allerdale on the MRWS partnership had been discussed at the September general meetings of the two district associations when both meetings had agreed that the present position should continue. 
iii) A meeting had taken place on the 6th August 2010 when Keith Hitchen and Geoff Smith representing Calc had met with Mike Davidson (Allerdale BC), Elaine Woodburn (Copeland B C) and Tim Knowles (Cumbria CC) to discuss the two issues that Calc had flagged up at the start of the year. The note of the meeting had only recently been circulated and the matter was to be discussed at the steering group meeting to be held on the 10th November 2010. Geoff said that whilst there had been little movement from the principal authorities on the terms of reference which although still in draft form still called upon the partnership to make a recommendation to the decision making bodies he felt that they were more receptive to the argument that there should be an independent chairman. Guy said that he was conscious that the term advice to decision making bodies rather than recommendation was being used more frequently and whilst the responses to his letter to other members of the partnership had not shown total agreement with the Calc position he felt that by highlighting the issue other partners were now having to consider whether their representative could properly endorse a recommendation. On the question of an independent chairman Guy acknowledged that time was running short but he did detect a feeling that the three principal authority members who had chaired the partnership until now may be reluctant to embark on a second round.  
3. BGS Report The report had been circulated together with an executive summary and a Q and A paper from DECC. Mike said that the Gosforth PC Vice Chairman was to consider the document and the parish council would share any views he may have with the joint executive. Chris said that the partnership was hoping to arrange a seminar to which joint executive members were welcome to attend. Coverage would include i) recap on the findings of the BGS study ii) explanation of the aquifers issue iii) discussion on the Nirex work iv.) exploration of the public’s concerns. He said that the aim was to hold the meeting before the first community day on the 19th November 2010. Guy said that the work programme asked two questions in relation to the BGS study. In terms these were whether the partnership is confident in the integrity of the BGS report and whether in the partnership’s view there were sufficient areas remaining in West Cumbria to make further progress worthwhile. There was agreement that the answer to the first question was yes but so far as question two was concerned it was agreed that no answer could be given at this stage when so much of the remaining areas not ruled out for the underground workings was within the Lake District National Park. Mike said that this report would concentrate the minds of the LDNPA who were the planning authority within the boundaries of the national park. Chris said that the partnership programme manager was looking at ways the BGS map could be overlaid onto an ordinance survey map which could in turn be overlaid onto a parish boundaries map. Guy said he would issue an e –bulletin to parish councils explaining the present position now that the BGS report had been published
4. Progress of the sub groups 
a) PSE group Chris said that round two of the public and stakeholder engagement was to run from now until early February 2011 He said there were a number strands as below
a. Publications and Briefing Notes.  Secure articles in a range of publications including those of Partnership members.  Support Partnership members with text as required. Write and publish a suite of Briefing Notes on key issues such as voluntarism and the right of withdrawal. 
b. Newsletter to all households.  Mass communication to provide an overview to the Partnership's work.

c. Media liaison, advertorials and advertising.  In addition to continued press releases and media invites to meetings, we will buy advertorial space at key moments to advertise the process and raise awareness. We will also discuss with the BBC whether there are opportunities for providing some more in depth coverage on Radio Cumbria and possibly also on regional TV as part of their public service remit.  

d. Conferences, exhibitions, stands.  We will explore opportunities to provide a presenter and/or exhibition stand to relevant conferences and meetings, events and other locations such as supermarkets, libraries. 

e. Website.  Main portal for information, ranging from accessible overview to detailed Briefing Notes as well as the full audit trail of Partnership documents. Overhaul the structure and graphics of the website to improve its accessibility. 

f. Neighbourhood Forums. Update the 22 forums in West Cumbria on progress made in last 6-9 months by writing individually and directly to everyone on the Forum database.  In particular this written update would publicise the bespoke community events (see below) to attend if people wish to ask questions or discuss in more depth the issues arising that the Partnership are seeking feedback on. 
g. Community Drop-In Events.  Three bespoke community drop-in events in each West Cumbrian borough, offering a more in-depth opportunity for people to deliberate on the discussion topics, as well as ask general questions and feed in views.  The drop-in events would be designed, organised, facilitated and reported on by the Partnership, hence giving the flexibility required.  Events will comprise an exhibition held throughout the day with set times for presentations and discussions at 2-hourly intervals over the course of the day.  Open to the public, with careful advertising of the agenda.  Overall, a more dynamic and interactive event targeted at members of the public who are directly interested. 
h. Discussion Pack.  Development of a standardised pack of information with a film that sets out the background and all the topics, suitable for 14+ year olds.  Participants can choose which topics they discuss and which they skip, and in turn which topics they feed views back on via the questionnaire.  Delivered largely by local 'intermediaries' that already work in the community such as Connexions and CVS.  The Pack will be widely marketed and sign-posted in every other strand 
i. Residents' Panel.  Extended focus group enabling the Partnership to understand public views on specific topics to some depth. This would reconvene the Panel run in PSE1 to ensure some continuity. 

j. Bilateral meetings.  Offer a range of individual meetings to update specific organisations and seek their views on topics that are most appropriate to them.  Possibilities include: any parish councils, key non- governmental organisations (NGOs), Schools Council, Cumbria Tourism, LDNPA, Chamber of Commerce, MPs etc.

k. Stakeholder Organisations Workshop.  Broadly re-run this to enable wider stakeholder organisations a chance to hear progress and input into key topics. Focus on BGS output, how to form advice before a decision about participation, and principles for community benefit. Arranged for 13th January 2011.

l. Opinion Survey. Re-run the opinion survey at the end of PSE2 to gauge whether, and how, public views are changing with respect to MRWS and how effective (or not) PSE2 has been in raising awareness. 
b) Community Benefits group Guy said that Fergus was leading this group and he was uncertain what arrangements were in hand  because Fergus was leaving Copeland on the 14th November 2010. He said that a contract had been awarded to Galson Sciences Ltd who had produced a report drawing together the most up to date overseas experience in order to determine whether there are model or benchmark principles that might form the basis of future agreements with government and a common understanding upon which the provision of community benefits would be based. He said the document was in draft form and it was agreed that the final version would be circulated

 c) Impacts Group Guy said that this group had only met on one occasion. He said that the group had tendered for qualitative research work on perceptions but only one firm had responded and it was unimpressive. It was agreed that the issue should be reconsidered before further action would be taken.
6. Net Support Chris said that in PSE2 the partnership was seeking views on a quantitative indicator based on net support. This would be on the basis that more people supported as opposed to objected with no account taken of those who did not express an opinion. The partnership had accepted that if during PSE 2 it became apparent that the public thought this hurdle was too low then it would be dropped. Guy said Calc had expressed concern that any survey should be able to differentiate between those who expressed view and were living in an unsuitable area from those who were in an area that may be a potential host community. 
7 NDA Strategy Chris said that the NDA strategy consultation was open for comment until the end of the month and he particularly pointed to the section on Higher Activity Waste. NDA were now exploring the possibility of waste storage consolidation rather than keeping HAW at its site of origin pending geological disposal. David said that the NDA seemed reluctant to advise local councils when undertaking consultations.
8 Nuclear New Build Brian Crawford said that parish councils needed to be aware that  RWE the developer at Braystones and Kirksanton were arguing that the potential sites should not have been removed from the revised draft national policy statement on which DECC were now consulting. It was agreed that a note would be circulated to the Copeland local councils 
9. Other Matters Mike said that he had asked at a meeting between MRWS partnership members and LDNPA park strategy and vision committee members whether host communities would be identified before or after a decision to participate was taken He was told it would be after which he said was not in accord with the MRWS white paper.
It was agreed to meet again on the 17th January 2011 at 10.00am at Parton Village Hall.

JCS November 2010.

