March 29, 2007

A meeting of the Association was held on Thursday, 29 March 2007 (7.30pm at Basingstoke Civic Offices). The Minutes and Reports covering the meeting have been emailed to all Member Councils and all appointed Councillor Representatives and are published below.



BASINGSTOKE DISTRICT ASSOCIATION OF PARISH AND TOWN COUNCILS
	APPROVED Minutes of the Meeting of the Association

	Date:
	29th March 2007
	
	

	Place:
	Civic Offices, BDBC

	Present:
	Baughurst
	Sheila Allen, Martin Slatford (Chair)

	
	Chineham
	Martin Biermann

	
	Dummer
	Julian Jones

	
	Ecchinswell,Syd’ton & Bishops Green
	Brian Flanders

	
	Highclere & Penwood
	Russ Castle, Sally Izett

	
	Kingsclere
	Peter Woodman

	
	Newnham
	Roger Booth

	
	North Waltham
	Malcolm Dixon

	
	Old Basing & Lychpit
	Keith Nuttall

	
	Overton
	Brian Langer

	
	Pamber
	George McGarvie

	
	St Mary Bourne
	Margaret Corbett

	
	Sherfield on Loddon
	Sandy Johnston

	
	Silchester
	Vanessa Richards

	Guests:
	Hampshire Youth Service
	None

	Attending:
	Newtown (and Minute Secretary)
	Ros Brandwood

	Apologies:
	Farleigh Wallop
	Lord Portsmouth

	
	Hurstbourne Priors
	Charles Cardiff

	
	Mortimer West End
	Peter Collins

	
	Newnham
	Nigel Bell

	
	Overton
	Alan Whitney

	
	St Mary Bourne
	Michael Widén

	
	Sherfield on Loddon
	Bruce Batting

	
	Upton Grey
	Penny Hardie

	
	Winslade
	John Raymond

	
	Wootton St Lawrence
	Roddy Jameson

	
	Hampshire Youth Service
	Chris Young

	1.
	Minutes of the last meeting on 12th December 2006
	

	
	The minutes were approved.
	

	2.
	Apologies - as above.
	

	3.
	Facilities for Youth in Basingstoke – Hampshire County Youth Service
	

	
	Unfortunately the scheduled speaker, Chris Young, had been prevented from attending the meeting due to family illness. However, he had indicated that he wanted to identify ways of working with the more rural parishes in the borough. Contact: chris.young@hants.gov.uk tel: 01256 334882 www.youth.hants.gov.uk
	

	4.
	Open Forum
	

	a)
	Where urban areas were considering ‘parishing’, it was agreed that it would be helpful if the District Association was approached at an early stage in the process to offer advice and support, if appropriate. HAPTC representatives to ensure that enquiries to HAPTC are advised to BDAPTC straight away.
	

	b)
	Cllr Woodman (Kingsclere) drew attention to a recent HAPTC circular regarding parish councils’ rights to comment on applications for liquor and public entertainment licenses. Correspondence issued by New Forest DC stated that new guidance from the DCMS advises that parish/town councils should be treated as ‘interested parties’with regard to such applications. Agreed: the Association to request BDBC to confirm that they will adopt a similar approach.
	

	c)
	With regard to the latest Boundary Committee recommendations on future electoral arrangements for BDBC, there was unlikely to be consensus amongst parishes and it was felt best if parishes commented individually.
	

	d)
	Following a question from Cllr Dixon (N.Waltham) there was some discussion on the way councils remunerated part-time clerks for additional hours worked, including ‘one-off’ projects and training towards becoming a qualified clerk, and the question of back-dating increments. 
	

	5.
	Matters arising from the last minutes
	

	a)
	Parishes should have been informed of funding available to them in 2007-08 for grass cutting under the new BDBC measures to reduce ‘Dual Taxation’. Further clarification was needed about the calculation of funding available for 2008-09 onwards. Cllrs Allen and Biermann offered to investigate and report back. The new measures were welcome, but it was pointed out that other areas of ‘Dual Taxation’ still needed to be addressed and that these issues should continue to be brought to the attention of ward borough councillors.
	

	b)
	There had been some email communication about BDBC’s Statement of Community Involvement with relation to parish councils and planning applications. The Association had now been informed that the planning inspectorate had accepted BDBC’s proposed amendment, clarifying the intention to regard the parish council as a primary consultee on all applications within a parish.
	

	c)
	There was some discussion on the Local Government White Paper and the Lyons Report. The view was expressed that, in time, these might lead to a move towards unitary authorities
	

	d)
	The examination of the accounts was to be carried forward to the next meeting, when accounts for the latest financial year would also be available. Cllr Allen reported that the balance at bank stood at £1,446.92, but cheques amounting to £164.45 were due for payment now.
	

	6.
	Reports
	

	a)
	HAPTC 

a) Proposed Revised HAPTC constitution and Standing Orders (circulated)

Cllr Langer pointed out some minor inconsistencies. Cllr Biermann also raised some procedural points concerning the necessity of a motion’s proposer to be present at the meeting, and amendments from the floor. Agreed Cllrs Langer and Biermann would email their comments to the Chairman, and HAPTC would be advised accordingly.

b) Proposed withdrawal from NALC by HAPTC
HAPTC had been disappointed with the service it received from NALC and had circulated a briefing paper on 21st March raising the possibility of disengaging from the National Association and suggesting that this be debated at the 2007 HAPTC AGM in October. It was noted that two representatives from NALC were due to attend the AGM. After some discussion, it was agreed not to support the proposal at this year’s AGM, that more information was needed, and that Steven Lugg be asked to produce a detailed paper for consideration at the 2008 AGM if the relationship had not improved. If a parish council wished to remain affiliated to NALC, alternative arrangements could be made to provide another conduit. 
	

	b)
	Community Safety Forum Sandy Johnston reported.

With reference to the Hampshire Fire & Rescue Disability Equality Scheme, Cllr Johnston had been reassured that the proposals would not result in firecrew or members of the public being put at risk.

Following a point raised at the last meeting by Cllr Flanders (E,S & BG) about lack of communication (Item 7b), it was to be noted that a point of contact was Chief Inspector Jill Baldry at Basingstoke Police Station.
	

	c)
	Local Strategic Partnership (LSP) Roger Booth reported.

A report by Nigel Bell on the Workshop held on 21st March on Basingstoke Borough LDF (2011-2016) Core Strategy: Issues was circulated (appendix 1).

The HAT meeting had not been attended – notes to come.

The LSP manager within BDBC was moving on.
	

	d)
	Post Watch Brian Langer reported.

There was to be a Rural Post Office Review: consultation due later in the year.

Please inform Cllr Langer of missing, or out of date, tabs on post boxes.

The sorting office is to move from Reading to Swindon. Reading will become a delivery office only.
	

	e)
	North Wessex Downs AONB Brian Langer reported.

He is to step down as the HAPTC representative: Cllr Langer was thanked for his work over the last 6 years. The annual Forum is to be held on 9th May – contact jillfurnell@wiltshire.gov.uk if interested (especially members representing parishes in the AONB).
	

	7.
	Any Other Business
	

	
	There was no other business.
	

	8.
	Date of Next Meeting and Future Dates for 2007
	

	
	Thursday 28th June at 7.30pm in the Civic Offices (and AGM) - Thursday 27th September - Tuesday 11th December.
	

	Chairman, Martin Slatford
	
	




Workshop Report: 21 March 2007
BASINGSTOKE BOROUGH LDF (2011-2026) CORE STRATEGY: ISSUES

1 Background
Members will already know Local Plans are ‘out’ and Local Development Frameworks (LDFs) are ‘in’. The aim of the Workshop was to explain to some Borough Councillors and some Stakeholders (primarily LSP members) the significance of this change, and to begin the beginning of exploring what the Borough’s Core Strategy should be: the issues (not the options and actions), in the short-term/long-term, for easy problems/difficult problems and agreed matters/controversial matters.

2. Introductory Points
2.1 In the Government’s thinking Basingstoke has both ‘Growth status’ and ‘Diamond status’. This means the Borough has some leverage to resist and change GOSE’s plans for us, but we can only take appropriate action if our counter proposals are sound and well researched.

2.2 The diagram provides a much simplified image of how the new planning system is expected to work. It indicates the importance the Borough attaches to Strong Village Plans as important planning tools for the future.

	Core Strategy (informs)

	Core Policy (LDDs*)
	Area Action Plans

	Proposals Map

	Supplementary Planning Documents including Village Plans
	All plans must be supported by Sustainable Appraisals and by Statements of Community Involvement

	*Local Development Documents


2.3 Village Plans, although not having any statutory merit in the planning process will be ‘material considerations’. Their aim is to address the longer term needs of the community and they will be evidence of community involvement, to which increasing importance is now attached. They should use a ‘bottom up’ approach. They should consider every community perspective e.g. geographic, social, age groups, concerns, interests, employment, etc. They must be supported by community consensus. They need not be directed by the Parish/Town Council.

2.4 The Borough Council is preparing to develop a Long Term Vision for the whole Borough. This will have to reflect the part GOSE/SEERA sees the Borough playing in the scheme of things for the South East but the Council believes that if well thought-through arguments can be adduced to show that GOSE/SEERA’s aims are not sustainable then the Borough’s Long Term Vision may prevail.

2.5 This underlines the vital importance of firm evidence showing the basis of each aspect of the LDF e.g.

· Transport 

· Water Study Cycle 

· Landscape Capacity (‘capacity’ was not explored) 

· Housing Needs/Markets, etc 

3. Study Groups
We then broke into 4 groups to study these themes

3.1 A Safe Borough

3.2 A Healthy Borough

3.3 A Learning and Creative Borough

3.4 A Prosperous Borough

3.5 An Environment Good to Live in

3.6 An Inclusive Borough.

After about 90 minutes during which each group considered 2 or 3 of these themes we resumed in plenary session.

4. Outcomes
Inevitably there was much crossover from one theme to another; the key points that I identified from the final session were:

4.1 Housing

· the need for diversity, quality, design (esp. in relation to climate change), affordability 

· regeneration in urban and rural areas 

4.2 Education

· we should grow our own graduates and perhaps attract a university 

· teach life skills (including skills like cooking) 

4.3 Community

· more facilities are needed esp. for youth and leisure (all ages) 

· better engagement with all groups of people in our communities 

· investigate how all our communities are changing 

4.4 Environment

· much better understanding of biodiversity and how it interconnects 

· more access to open spaces in urban and rural areas 

4.5 Transport

· plan for cars and not expect them to wither away 

· more park and ride schemes 

· more effort to persuade companies/people to use home-working 

· more grouping of homes, shops, work-places in the same location 

4.6 Prosperity

· better public transport 

· better infrastructure before, not after, development 

· attract people to Basingstoke [recorded here without endorsement!] 

4.7 Health

· more leisure opportunities 

· better lifestyle education 

5. Conclusions
5.1 There will probably be a fuller report on the proceedings from the Borough Council, in due course, and if this is for wide circulation copies will be made available to members.

5.2 The finalisation of a Core Strategy seems to be some way off. Exactly how the outcomes of the workshop reported above will be used is unclear to me. I assume it is part of the consultation process.

5.3 Because the whole spatial planning procedure is so very different from what we have all been (to a greater or lesser extent) used to, I have suggested to Cllr. Horace Mitchell, Forward Planning & Transport Portfolio Holder, that a similar session explicitly for Parish and Town Councils should be arranged.

Nigel Bell - 26.03.07

