Cumbria Association of Local Councils

ALLERDALE/COPELAND DISTRICTS 

Note of a joint meeting of the executives of the Allerdale and Copeland districts
28th March 2011
Parton Village Hall 

 PRESENT:-

Keith Hitchen (Drigg and Carleton PC)

Geoff Smith (Crosscanonby PC)

Anne Woodcock (Greysouthen PC)

David Polhill (Gosforth PC/Ponsonby PC))

Ranald Stewart (Ponsonby PC)

Mike McKinley (Gosforth PC)

Adrian Dalton (Drigg and Carleton PC)

Brian Wilson (Dearham PC)

Muir Lachlan (Ennerdale and Kinniside PC)


Guy Richardson (Calc Lead Officer MRWS)

Chris Shaw (Liaison Officer Allerdale and Copeland)

APOLOGIES:-

Brian Crawford (Millom TC) 

It was noted that Susan Brown was no longer a parish councillor

2. Note of last Meeting. The note of the meeting held on the 17th January 2011 had been circulated and was agreed. It would now be posted on the Calc website

2a Matters from the previous meeting

Guy said that there was only one matter which was not on the agenda as a substantive item and that related to the memorandum of understanding between the decision making bodies. He said that a further meeting attended by officers from the three principal authorities at which he was also present had been held earlier in the month with 3KQ chairing the meeting. He said 3KQ were now going to hold bilateral meetings with all parties.

3 Gosforth and Ponsonby Meeting with Fred Barker

David reported on the meeting which he said had not been a waste of time but there remained a gap between the Gosforth Ponsonby view and the Barker view. He said that the only point on which Fred had given ground was the proposal that the present partnership would morph into a community siting partnership if a decision to participate was taken. David said that Fred had accepted that a community siting partnership had to have representatives from the Host Community as members and at present there was no host community. David said Fred was asked if the paper (No 75) he had presented to the partnership would be rewritten and he said not but Guy said that the proposed siting process would be rewritten into the relevant section of the final report. David said that Fred seemed unable to understand why the Gosforth Ponsonby representatives thought the actions taken were not following the requirements of the white paper and kept referring to a “flexibility of approach” when the white paper was quite clear. Ranald asked about the status of paper 75. Guy said that it had been discussed by the partnership but had not been signed off and that a group including both Fred and himself were now considering in detail a process which could be applied. Guy said that the note of the meeting had been circulated around the steering group.
4 Discussion Note
Guy introduced his paper which had been circulated and said that he had set out the provisional timetable to the point where a decision whether to participate would be taken. Ranald asked why the process had taken so long. Mike said it was a long time to find out whether people thought participating was a good idea. Guy said that whilst others in the partnership may take the view that the decision was simply a stage on the road Calc had seen a decision as very important and the Calc position paper which parishes had agreed reflected that state of affairs.
 Turning to paragraph 4 Guy asked the groups view on an IPSOS/MORI survey against a referendum. Geoff said that there was another option which was to stand in the local elections on a particular platform. A majority felt that provided the main question to be asked was vetted a survey was the better way forward. Mike and Ranald took the view that neither was required. The second point in paragraph 4 discussed the question of a Calc conference to allow parish councils to debate the partnership’s consultation paper. It was thought that this was an acceptable way forward although some concern was expressed about inviting non Copeland Allerdale local councils to take part. When considering the third point it was agreed that no decision need be taken at this point although Keith made the point that it would be sensible for parish councils to advise borough and county councillors for their area the parishes view. 
Guy took the group through the criteria that the partnership was considering as set out in paragraph 5 of his paper. He asked the group whether they would welcome the opportunity to discuss these issues in depth by way of a full day meeting. No decision was taken but it was agreed that the proposal should not be dismissed. 
The group discussed the siting process and particularly paragraph 13 which Guy said gave clarity and the public an understanding of what the siting principles are likely to be. Mike and David took the view as expressed in their paper that government should return to the white paper and call for expressions of interest from potential host communities.  Mike said he believed that parishes around Sellafield may be prepared to work together in this way. David saw merit in some sifting of areas on geology/planning grounds rather than work being undertaken in areas which could soon be found to be to be clearly inappropriate on those grounds. Muir took the view that the approach in paragraph 13 would lead to more informed decision.  Both David and Mike took issue with the use of the word identification in the second bullet point but following agreement to remove that word and rewrite the sentence it was agreed that this approach be adopted by Calc representatives 
5 Report on the work of the PSE group
Chris said the Partnership’s second round of public and stakeholder engagement (PSE2) took place between November 2010 and February 2011 and a report was now being written which would be discussed at the partnership meeting to be held on the 14th April 2011. He said that one section dealt with the current levels of support as expressed through the IPSOS MORI telephone survey. That section of the draft report was circulated and Chris said that he would circulate the full report when it was completed.
6 Report from the Community Benefits Group Guy said that a draft memorandum of understanding of the principles to be applied when negotiating community benefits had been written and soundings were being taken with central government. Guy said that before the matter went to ministers he would want to be certain that it was a paper senior officials in DECC could support.  
7 Report from the Impacts Group Guy said that the report on the perceptions had not yet been presented to the impacts group who would consider the paper before it went to a partnership meeting.
8. Steering Group and Partnership Notes Chris said the minutes of steering group meetings and the reports of the partnership meetings were posted on the website when agreed and that the next meeting of the partnership was to be held at the Wave in Maryport on the 14th April 2011 and that he would circulate the agenda when it was published.
It was agreed to meet again Tuesday the 14th June at 10.00am at Parton Village Hall.
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