IRCHESTER PARISH COUNCIL

Minutes of the Meeting of the Parish Council held on Wednesday 25th November 2015 at Village Hall, Irchester at 7.15p.m.





Members Present:



P Armstrong – In the Chair

                      Councillors


P Smith 
Mr D May

Mrs A May
JP Carr

M May
N Greenhalf


J Gibson

D Shroll

T Maguire
J Dunkley





The meeting started at 7.15pm. There were 7 members of the public present. PCSO R Head attended the meeting. There was no representatives from NCC.
Chair stated that a notice was displayed saying that the public can record the meeting and use social media if they require.  The notice is to inform the public that they may be recorded.
Apologies - Resolved apologies received and accepted from Cllrs R & E Elliott, L Ellis-Day & L Brown
15/73
DPI – Cllr N Greenhalf declared a prejudicial interest in 15/83 (b)
15/74
Minutes

Resolved that the minutes of the meeting held on 28th October 2015  and budget meeting minutes were agreed as true records
15/75
Public participation, police reports and NCC updates
Irchester crime stats

Theft – Woodlands, Mountain bike stolen from Shed

Burglary non Dwelling – Jungle Parc Irchester Country Park
Reddens Farm High Street Several buildings entered – Forensic lead being investigated.

Assault  x 2  – Known Offenders being dealt with

Criminal Damage – Village Hall, Damage to facia board at rear of hall.

Burglary Dwelling – Prospect Ave, unoccupied property, men in balaclavas seen leaving and getting in to dark grey Audi.

Theft in a dwelling – Grange Way – Known offender being dealt with

Theft from Motor Vehicle – Wollaston Road – Generator stolen, awaiting forensic results.

Wollaston Road – Tools stolen, no forensic opportunities

Crime dropped by 12% in villages due to the current project where a dedicated police person is due in the village every day.  Tickets to be issued for irresponsible parking around the school times however the Police only have power to give tickets for obstruction, yellow lines come under the enforcement of NCC.
Public stated reporting crimes on 101 had waiting times of 20 minutes plus and no one attended to a theft.  Felt service is poor.  PSCO said that she would attend victims if she was aware of the crimes.

Public - Parking re petition, vehicles parked on paths, Bradshaw Way & Wollaston Road prams and mobility scooters not able to pass.

School Lane petition also given regarding problems with parking, PC to write to NCC.

Play equipment broken not able to repair. – Would need to be repaired by manufacturers
Two NH Watch signs missing from Arkwright Road.

Footpaths in poor state cut through from Arkwright Road to Denton Close uneven for pushchairs and mobility scooters etc.   Report to Street Doctor.
Little Irchester – 200 homes proposal looking for pc support against the development. 
Chair thanked the police and public.
15/76
Actions/Matters from previous minutes
	Agenda
	Task
	By
	Completed/comments

	Oct
	Rec – quotes for repairs/removals
	Clerk
	Agenda item 

	
	Quotes for war memorial
	Clerk
	Agenda item 

	
	Parking School Road - police
	Clerk
	Agenda item 

	
	NCC highways visit
	Clerk
	Agenda item 

	
	Highways Agency A45/Chester Rd light
	Clerk
	Agenda item 

	
	Football litter on Saturdays
	Clerk
	Email sent

	
	Alleyway Alfred St NCC cut back
	Clerk
	Confirmed

	
	Steps clearing war memorial
	Clerk
	Email sent

	
	Christmas flag
	Clerk
	Ordered


15/77
Financial Matters

a) Approval of Payments – Resolved: That the payments of £5958.89 for November be approved.
[image: image1.emf]
b)
The bank statement as of £139,229.72 was noted

c)
RESOLVED that Cllr JP Carr and P Armstrong authorise the bacs payments for November
d)
RESOLVED that the budget be accepted and set the precept at £81,755 for 2016/17. Cllr Maguire requested that it be recorded that he was against the increase.
15/78
Recreation Grounds
a) Damage had been reported to the recreation ground which was being investigated.  It was RESOLVED to give the jobs to the lengths man instead of using individual quotations. Concern was raised regarding the play equipment and not being able to repair it.  Suggestion was made that the equipment be assessed in the New Year regarding replacement by the Recreation Advisory Group.
b) RESOLVED to allow Pindar Circus to use the recreation ground from 21st to 23rd March 2016 at a cost of £150.00
15/79
Highways – 
Street Doctor Reports:
752547 – Footpath from Railway Bridge to Knuston – Repaired

752576 – Footpath Chester Road – Work instructed 1st September

755207 – Footpath condition Newtown Road – Work instructed will be completed by Jan 2016

755595 – Weed spraying of gutters – being undertaken

756146 – Branches of conifer tree overhanging path near Bowls club – responsibility of land owner
· Alleyway Alfred Street to be cleared by NCC

· School Road – NCC stated that the pc could request yellow lines or ask the residents if they would consider installed a safety mirror on private land.
· School Lane – a petition from residents was handed in to the council regarding the problems with parking in the cul de sac.  Petition to be sent to NCC for their comments.

· The Highways Agency stated that they would look at the light on the A45 however they would not give a time scale as to when the work would be carried out.
· The kissing gate for Townwell Lane was discussed however query was raised regarding who the actual landowner is before any progress can be made.

15/80
Little Irchester/Knuston
a) There was no Highway Warden report as no new issues were raised.  Abandon car on the grass verge had been reported and also a caravan being parked outside the play area
b) Flooded at top end of village due to broken pipes.

c) Gravel in London Road needs to be removed which is on grass verge

15/81
Planning
a) WP/15/00473/FUL – amended plans for demolition of bungalow and replace 203 Wollaston Road - Refused
b) WP/15/00742/FUL/00743/ADV – Change of use from light industrial warehouse to storage and cutting area and trade counter and installation of signs
c) WP/15/00705/OUT – 200 dwellings land off London Road, Little Irchester –Irchester Parish Council objects to the application for 200 homes at Little Irchester for the following reasons:

1. The development is outside of the building policy line of Little Irchester.

2. Little Irchester is identified as a Restricted Infill Village. 

3. It is in open countryside and is located in the Nene Valley Nature Improvement area. 

4. The land where the proposed developed is located forms a feeding ground for birds, insects and animals between Irchester Country Park and the River Nene. 

5. The scale of development will almost triple the size of Little Irchester not only in scale but in population which is detrimental to the already existing community. 

6. It will provide a dormant and sedentary housing estate where the inhabitants will not work within the community but leave in the morning and return each evening. It will do little to enhance community spirit or ethos.  

7. The development of this scale of development at Little Irchester is unsustainable due to the fact that Little Irchester does not have any facilities to provide community cohesion like a shop, school or public house. 

8. Any schoolchild who lives on this site would not be able to walk to school but would have to travel by car which would impact on the road system. 

9. If the schoolchild was to attend Irchester Community Primary School the already congested School Road in Irchester would not be able to cope. 

10. There is concern about sewage and water runoff from this site from local residents. There have been incidents in the past that has seen the London Road waterlogged. 

11. There Statement of Community Involvement we have concerns about by the fact: 

a.  They refer to Little Irchester Parish Council – there is no such body.

b. A total of 17 people replied to the consultation the developers undertook by just flyering Little Irchester 

c. They did not hold a community event to which members of the village could attend and give their views and instead relied on people to write, fill in an online survey or write. 

d. Instead it took Little Irchester Parish Councillors to organise a meeting due to their concerns of the number of elderly residents of Little Irchester who would find it difficult to reply to the consultation methods implicated by the developers.  
e. 34 people attended the meeting – 30 objected, 2 didn’t comment and 2 agreed with the proposal. 

f. The document appears to state that a formal meeting was held with this Parish Council this was not the case. Selected comments from Parish Councillors are contained within this Statement of Community Involvement and certainly do not cover all comments and concerned raised at that meeting. 

12. The Planning Statement document mentions under 6.6. ‘The Parish Council has requested the provision of a community facility which is in principle acceptable subject to further discussion as to the specific requirements. These are benefits to which substantial weight should be accorded.’ It must be pointed out that there was an informal meeting held on the 16th September with members of this parish council and the developer and this was not a formal decision made by this Parish Council but was the views of some Parish Councillors. 

13. Whilst there is a proposal to include a new community hall on this site. Little Irchester already has the Hilton Hall – which should be investigated first as an option for community space. 

14. The entrance/exit to this proposed housing estate from the already busy London Road is inconceivable. Residents already in Little Irchester find it difficult to negotiate this already busy and congested road. If a secondary entrance/exist was proposed on the Gypsy Lane this would also add further congestion to the Roundabout at the junction of the Gypsy Lane/London Road. 

15. The Parish Council also reads with interest the proposal to make this housing development a Resident Permit Parking area for fear of it being used as an on street car park for the nearby Country Park. This will only result in people thinking they can park on this estate and finding that they can’t and then parking in the other streets in Little Irchester. 

16. There is not an identified ‘Housing Need’ in Little Irchester and this planning proposal basically is saying that it will contribute towards the Housing Need of Wellingborough to which this Parish Council strongly oppose. 

17. This Parish Council supports the Irchester, Knuston and Little Irchester Neighbourhood Plan, which has been investigating the ‘Housing Need’ for the whole of the Parish of Irchester and have identified that there is not a ‘Housing Need’ in Little Irchester. Therefore they cannot support this planning application.
It was suggested that all residents send objections letters to WBC rather than raise a petition.
15/82
Neighbourhood Plan
A report was emailed to councillors regarding the NHP progress.
15/83
Cemetery 
N Greenhalf left the meeting
a) Registrars report was emailed to councillors.
b) War Memorial removal of spikes RSOLVED to accept the quote for £650.00
N Greenhalf returned to the meeting

15/84
Organisation Reports
a) Discussion took place regarding including colour adverts in the village voice.  This would increase the cost of printing by £62.00 for 52pages which would increase or decrease depending on the pages required.  It was RESOLVED to increase the adverts to the following: the eight page to £15.00, quarter page £30.00, half page £60.00, full page £100.00, back page £150.00 and centre pages £175.00 The next edition would include colour. 
15/85
Correspondence

· Wollaston NHP consultation – ipc supports the nhp
· Letter from Police Commissioner – comments noted
There being no further business the meeting closed at 9.05 pm



Chair
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