Cumbria Association of Local Councils

ALLERDALE/COPELAND DISTRICTS 

Note of a joint meeting of the executives of the Allerdale and Copeland districts
11th May 2010
Parton Village Hall 

 PRESENT:-

Anne Woodcock (Greysouthen PC)

Susan Brown (Haile and Wilton PC)


Victor de Quincey (Bothel and Threapland PC)

Geoff Smith (Crosscanonby PC)

David Polhill (Gosforth PC/Ponsonby PC))

Muir Lachlan (Ennerdale and Kinniside PC)

Mike McKinley (Gosforth PC)

Ranald Stewart (Ponsonby PC)

Keith Hitchen (Drigg and Carleton PC)

Adrian Dalton (Drigg and Carleton PC)


Guy Richardson (Calc Chief Officer)

Chris Shaw (Liaison Officer Allerdale and Copeland)

APOLOGIES:-

Alan Smith (Cockermouth TC)

Brian Crawford (Millom TC)

1 Note of last Meeting. The note of the meeting held on the 1st April 2010 had been circulated and was agreed. Mike referred to the e-mail from Guy dated the 8th April 2010 to the MRWS Steering Group advising that group of decisions taken by the joint executives on the 1st April 2010. He said that his understanding of the decision taken at paragraph 2 was that Calc reps would not be representing the partnership at all and not simply before the media. He accepted that representatives could speak to the media on behalf of Calc. Guy said that the issue needed to be looked at on a case by case basis and whilst it was agreed that Calc representatives should not give media interviews on behalf of the partnership there was the need to leave open the opportunity to speak on behalf of the partnership at, for example, neighbourhood forum meetings.
 2 The BGS study Guy referred to paragraphs 3 and 5 of his progress report paper which was before the meeting and it was noted that the it was expected that the survey would be commissioned at the 13th May 2010 partnership meeting.
3. The Calc paper and the decision making body. Guy referred to paragraphs 4 and 7 of his progress report. David Polhill asked how many were on the steering group and whether a vote was taken. Guy said not all the steering group members were present including the Allerdale portfolio holder and no vote was taken. He said that in essence the officer’s recommendations were simply vetoed by the two councillors. Mike McKinley said he was unsure that the use of the term ‘West Cumbria’ in the suggested amended aim was suitable given that the decision making body was set out in the white paper as a local authority. Guy said that the term met the requirement of voluntarism and it had to be accepted that all organisations in the MRWS partnership would take a view on whether to proceed. Guy said that it was necessary to ensure that a decision was not made on a political basis by authorities and this was a way of avoiding that outcome. Guy referred to paragraph 8 of the progress report. He said that the structure of the partnership was not balanced and he was clear that an independent chairman would bring strengths to the partnership. It was agreed that Corwm could be approached to suggest an appropriate independent chairman
4. Progress on other issues. Guy referred to paragraph 6 of the progress report and it was agreed that the scoping paper prepared by Fergus McMorrow on community benefits would be circulated. Chris said that the PSE 1 report would be agreed at the partnership meeting on the 13th May 2010 and the PSE sub group were now preparing PSE 2 which was to run through the summer and autumn.
5 Options The meeting discussed paragraph 9 of the progress paper and it was agreed that a) was not an option the joint executives wished to take. The meeting agreed that Calc should continue to argue their proposals as set out in options b) and c) and that the document annexed to the progress report should be laid before the partnership with any minor amendments that were appropriate following today’s meeting ( final  note annexed). It was agreed that at present options d) and e) should be left in abeyance. 
6. Legality of Process. Guy said he remained concerned that the process did not meet the requirements of European environmental legislation. He said he had corresponded with DECC but they had not convinced him that they could ignore the requirement to look at alternatives as had been done during the consultation period on New Build. He said that Calc had taken advice which suggested that a legal opinion should be obtained. He said he would raise the issue at the partnership meeting. 
It was agreed to meet again on the 10th June 2010 at 10.00am 
(NOTE THERE IS LIKELY TO BE A CHANGE TO THE TIME AND POSSIBLY THE DATE)
JCS May 2010.

