CHUTE PARISH COUNCIL

MINUTES OF THE EXTRA-ORDINARY MEETING OF THE PARISH COUNCIL HELD AT THE VILLAGE HALL ON THURSDAY 5th APRIL   2007. (N.B. Began - following Annual Parish Meeting - at 21.00)
Present:
Simon Falla.



Eddie Quirk


Tim Harker.



Jonny Sykes








Douglas Micklethwait


David Clark : Parish Clerk


In attendance :  Mr T Curran - parishioner.
N.B.   In the absence of the Chair and Vice Chair, Cllr Falla was elected to preside
ITEM 1 :   APOLOGIES :   David Brown (Chairman) : on leave. Becki Withers (Vice Chair)  

ITEM 2 :  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST :  There were none.

ITEM 3 :  





APPROVAL OF  PREVIOUS MINUTES
3.1
Approval of the minutes of the meeting on 15th March 07 was proposed by Cllr Sykes, seconded by Cllr Harker and agreed by all.
ITEM  4 :   
MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MINUTES.  
4.1
Item 5:  Objection to B.T. Pole at Cadley Green   The Clerk advised that a quick response had been received to the interim letter sent to BT Openreach – it was however a standard response and was unhelpful.  A further response had been received from Will Harley (Countryside Officer) at KDC but simply to the effect that the Legal Branch comment did not provide anything of use.  There did however seem to be some conflict between the responses of various branches and the Clerk was attempting to clarify this.
4.2
Item 9 : Proposed Diversion of Footpath 18 (Chute).  The Clerk advised that WCC had responded to Members comments by suggesting that the landowner’s agent should arrange an on-site with this Parish Council to explore the impact of the proposed diversion – WCC would be happy to be represented.  Mr Todd had also indicated informally to the Clerk that he would be happy to discuss the form of a covenant. Formal reaction to the expected approach would be determined at next Meeting.
4.3:  
Item 14:  Allotments/’Longview’ Boundary.  The Clerk noted that Mrs Mustey was anxious to clear the way for her erection of a fence along the shared boundary – response to her letter of 3rd January 07.  It was understood that she had been in poor health recently and had asked her brother in-law, together with Mr John Turner, to liaise with the Parish Council and to make arrangements to proceed on her behalf as soon as the necessary arrangements had been made to remove impediments to the erection of the fencing.  Cllr Sykes advised that considerable progress had now been made and, on the return of the Chairman from leave shortly, he would liaise with him with a view to tie up final arrangements.

ITEM 5 :  PLANNING APPLICATIONS
Adjournment 
The Chair noted that three objections to the Planning Application at Item 5.1 below had been lodged with KDC and were available on their web-site.  He welcomed Mr T Curran, one of the objector,  and adjourned the meeting to permit him to explain his objections and for this position to be explored with him. Following a constructive discussion the Meeting was then re-convened.
5.1
Application K/56152/F  Erection of dwelling on ‘Land adjacent to 2 Prospect Cottages’ Upper Chute.  (Clerk’s note – the papers completed circulation on 2nd April and an on-site meeting took place on 3rd April).   
5.1.1   It was noted that the common theme of the objections raised was that of the impact the proposed build would have on the loose knit character of the immediate area and this was in accord, inter alia, with the Conservation Area Designation Statement description of ‘the open exposed nature of the northern part of the settlement’ and it’s statement that :-
‘The density of the development is also essential to the character of the various parts of the village.  Where a more generous spacing of buildings might physically allow for the insertion of an additional dwelling, this will not be acceptable if it would be likely to destroy the established open grain to the surrounding pattern of development’
This guidance was felt to be open to interpretation – specifically: at what point does a development contravene the designation statement and associated ordnances?  Further, Members were also concerned to recognise a wider social need to approve the construction of relatively small properties that might go some way to balance the rather larger residential developments that had taken place in the community.  Hence Members found considerable difficulty in taking a position on this application and could not initially reach consensus on the issue in respect of planning guidance.
5.1.2   Following further discussion, it was felt that a major factor was the relatively recent erection of the new property (Peel House) on land between Melbury Lodge and the land which was the subject of this application.  As a result, the proposed build was now an ‘infill’ project and, although modest in size, would have a major impact on the character of this part of the settlement.  Members considered that the interests of the immediate neighbours constituted the best litmus test as to the materiality of the planning guidance concerning ‘the loose knit nature of the community’.  Therefore it was reluctantly decided that the Parish Council should object to the application for this particular design.
5.2
Application K/56168/LBC Restoration of Annexe & Replacement of Outbuildings at Scots Poor.   & (Clerk’s note : the papers had completed circulation on 2nd April and were now accompanied by the associated application for planning permission – K56259/F – also for consideration)   The application was discussed in relation to the recently unopposed/approved application for major work on this site.  It was agreed that no objection should be made.
 ITEM  6:



ANY OTHER BUSINESS
6.1
Replacement Overhead Low Voltage Supply to ‘Wild Winds’
The Clerk advised that, in response to a ‘courtesy’ notification from SSE Power Distribution (Clerk’s note – letter and supporting plan provided)he had met the company representative on-site on 2nd April and established that :-
The new pole would be significantly shorter than the existing poles so would have minimal environmental impact.  It’s location was identified and confirmed to be would be within the garden of ‘Wild Winds’ so consultation with this Council was a matter of courtesy. SSE PD volunteered to carry the post from the track rather than attempt to deploy vehicles into the allotments area. 
In the circumstances he intended to confirm that, on the above basis, the Parish Council had no objection: this was accepted by Members.
6.2
Wiltshire Waste Development Framework – Consultation
The Clerk advised that he had been asked to indicate whether the Parish Council wanted full hard-copy of future consultative documents or would be content with a notification of issue: he proposed to accept the latter.  This was acceptable to members.
6.3





































The presiding Chair noted that the next scheduled meeting, the Annual Meeting,  was scheduled for 17th May 2007 and, there being no further business, closed the meeting at 21.55.
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Signed


Dated


