DRAFT


MINUTES OF KEYWORTH PARISH COUNCIL VILLAGE DEVELOPMENT LIAISON MEETING IN THE FEIGNIES ROOM ON MONDAY, 23 NOVEMBER 2009 AT 7.30PM
_________________________________________________________________________

PRESENT:    

Parish Council: Cllrs Tony Grice, Liz Chmara & Tim Heeley.

Village Plan Development Group: Tony Kemmer, Trevor Dobson. 
IN ATTENDANCE: Neil Grocock [Clerk to the Council].

10/0001
Apologies

· Apologies were received from Cllr Jodie Elsom, Tom Caven-Atack [VPDG] and Maggie Roberts [Council Secretary].

10/0002           Declarations of Interest

· There were no declarations of interest.
10/0003
Election of Chairman

· Cllr Tony Grice was elected as committee chairman.

10/0004
Election of Vice Chairman

· Cllr Liz Chmara was elected as committee vice-chairman.

10/0005
Terms of Reference

· Copies of the committee’s terms of reference had been handed out, and TG invited questions or comments.

· TK commented that he had initially had concerns regarding the frequency of meetings [intervals of no less than three months], but that, on reflection, he thought this was reasonable.

· TG explained that the wording had been amended slightly on the basis that, in the longer term, meetings might be needed less frequently than at first.

10/0006
Finance

· TG reported that the committee would have an annual budget of £1k to finance meetings, consultations etc [terms of reference 5a] and that the Council had set aside £5k to go towards implementation of the plan; the £1k could be spent at the committee’s discretion, but any proposals in respect of the £5k would have to be referred to Full Council &/or the Council’s Finance & General Purposes committee.

· TD commented that the VPDG had little money left although it had looked at the possibility of outside funding.

· As regards the Council’s overall financial position, TG pointed out that, whilst it did have some surplus reserves, these needed to be managed carefully, especially as a reduction in the 2010/11 precept was likely; he suggested that, in the circumstances, outside funding needed to be looked for wherever possible, and that it might be a good idea to nominate a particular person to find out as much as possible about this.

· TD confirmed that the VPDG had already considered the need for a ‘funding supremo’, although no one had yet been assigned this role; in the meantime, Rural Community Action Nottinghamshire could help, and local Borough Councillors had already provided funds.

· TK commented that the East Midlands Funding Forum was another potentially useful source of information.

· TD commented that a straw poll at a recent public meeting at South Wolds school had indicated that around 50% of those canvassed would support an increase in the Parish Council precept to provide finance towards implementation of the plan.

· TK and TD raised the question of room hire: TD pointed out that meetings of the VPDG and the various Theme Forums had been taking place in private houses since funds had run out.

· After due discussion, it was AGREED that, in future, the VPDG and the Environment Theme Forum could hire Council premises free of charge, subject always to the proviso that paying customers would take precedence.

10/0007
Update from Village Plan Development Group

· TD reported as follows:

· 1700 responses to survey, but only 1500 copies of plan printed [funding a factor]; only a few left at the Post Office, library and Council office.

· Public meeting held to recruit volunteers, and discuss terms of reference and how to manage funds.

· First meeting proper of the VPDG: each forum represented, thus providing a ‘snapshot’ of  progress in relation to all themes.

· Unfortunately, VPDG meetings not yet synchronised with VDLC meetings, so detailed updates can only be provided in respect of Business and Transport.

· TK added that the VPDG was, in effect, a steering group, but one with a ‘light hand’.

· As regards the action plans which had been distributed as supplements to the actual plan,    TG suggested that the Parish Council seemed to have been assigned tasks for which it was not, in fact, responsible.

· TK responded that the Parish Council had been listed under the heading ‘Responsibility’ where it was felt that it could make a contribution, but this was not to imply that it was considered solely responsible for all of these issues.

· NG pointed out that there were, in fact, twenty-three issues listed in the action plans where the Parish Council was seemingly deemed to be responsible or partly responsible, and expressed concern that this might be misleading to residents, given that the Council currently had no policy on some of these issues.

· TD suggested that the Council had had plenty of time, since the plan was published, to object to anything in the accompanying action plans with which it did not agree.

· NG responded that the Council could not be held responsible for something by default, and queried whether there would be a second issue of the action plans.

· TD responded that no date had been set for a second issue at this stage [the Keyworth Show was a possibility].

· TH suggested that the heading of the ‘Responsibility’ columns in the action plans could be changed to ‘stakeholders’.

· TD and TK explained that dates had been avoided in the action plans as these might lead to false expectations in the short term.

· TH suggested that a ‘traffic light’ system might better emphasise the status of various issues.

· NG pointed out that the Council had not received a copy of the minutes of the recent VPDG meeting.

· TK responded that he thought a copy had been sent, but would look into the matter.

Business

· TK reported as follows:

· Business directory being developed; Council website would be the ideal place for it.

· Little interest shown in the idea of a business forum.

· Farmers’ market being considered; St George’s day a possible date for a ‘one off’; no site identified at this stage.

Transport

· TD reported as follows:

· Transport forum set up; contacts made with relevant authorities and individuals.

· Bunny Lane gateway: meeting held with designer; Cllr Keith Barton, on behalf of the Parish Council Planning committee, in attendance; doubts regarding proposed site; designer asked to rethink and re-price project.

· Interactive speed cameras: temporary signs being assessed, following which a temporary sign will be considered for Bunny Lane; traffic monitoring promised for Bunny Lane and Normanton Lane/Station Road corner.

· Church Drive: Punch Taverns contacted to explore possibility of leasing Tavern car park.

· Road safety campaign: application for funding from County Council unsuccessful; options under review.

· Shared spaces: proposal with County Council cabinet member for transport.

· Parking restrictions: audit to be carried out in December.

· Residents-only parking [long term project]: results of County Council pilot study awaited.

· Transport tracking system: system design underway.

· 20mph signs outside schools: trial results from County Council awaited.

· Car park charges: Village Plan survey results passed on to Borough Council.

Other Themes

· The following issues were discussed in brief:

· Litter/dog fouling: TG suggested that this was primarily the Borough Council’s responsibility, but that the Parish Council might consider paying for a number of bins.

· Benches: may be available following meeting between TD, Borough/County Cllr John Cottee and Ian Parker [Notts County Council Highways South].

· Parking at Burial Ground: decision likely at Full Council meeting on 30.11.09.

· Footpath network.

· Cycle paths.

· Map of Keyworth.

· Verges – TG already liaising with County Council.

· Access to countryside.

· Welfare support.

· Village Design statement: photo shoot planned.

· Playing field covenant: KPFA liaising with PCC; no developments likely until January.

· Teen park.

· Why young people feel unsafe.

10/0008
Immediate Priorities [2009/10]

· AGREED that the Parish Council website could be used as the host site for the proposed business directory [see above]; TK to liaise with TH.

· TG suggested that there should be a suitable disclaimer.

10/0009
Priorities 2010/11

10/0010
Five-year Plan

· TD and TK commented that they did not feel the time was right to consider priorities for 2010/11 or the development of a five-year plan.

10/0011
Communications/Public Relations

· AGREED that, if Parish Council representatives are required at meetings, the VPDG should make its initial approach via NG at the Council office.

· The need to avoid duplication or contradictions in the two separate newsletters [Parish Council and VPDG] in the Keyworth News was acknowledged.

· AGREED that the Council website could be used for any ‘breaking news’ emanating from the VPDG.

10/0012
Next Meeting

· AGREED that the next meeting should be on 1.3.10.

There being no further business, the Chairman closed the meeting 

at approximately 9.05pm.
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