MINUTES OF A MEETING OF NARBOROUGH PARISH COUNCIL HELD ON MONDAY 7 MARCH 2016 IN THE CHURCH CENTRE BEGINNING AT 7.30pm
Present:



Mr J Collins


Chairman



Mr A Brinsdon

Vice-Chairman



Mr S Davey


Councillor



Mrs R Green


Councillor



Mr M King


Councillor



Mr P Wilkinson

Councillor & Breckland Councillor

Also In Attendance:



Mr P Smyth


Norfolk County Councillor



Mr R Sheldrake

21 Members of the pubic



Mr D Burchell

Clerk to the Council
1) Apologies. Councillor Williams’ apologies were submitted too late to be brought before the Meeting but were accepted in retrospect.

2) Minutes of Meeting held on 1 February 2016.  The minutes of the meeting held on Monday 1 February 2016 were unanimously approved and signed as a true and accurate record of the meeting.
3) Declarations of Other Registrable Interests.  The following Declarations of Other Registrable Interests were made under the Breckland Code of Conduct:

a) Councillor Wilkinson – Items 11a, 11b, 11c, 11d and 11e.

b) Councillor Collins – Item 11c.

4) Public Participation.  It was unanimously resolved to suspend Standing Orders to allow the members of the public, and the County and District Councillors to address the meeting.

Standing Orders Suspended at 7.33pm

Standing Orders reinstated at 7.55pm.
5) Chairman’s Announcements.  There were no Chairman’s announcements.

6) Meadow Road Development.  
a) Mr Sheldrake briefed the meeting stating:

i) The proposed development area consisted of the allotments currently owned by Mr Sheldrake, the meadows off Meadow Road to the east of the church right of way up to the rear of Old Vicarage Park and the meadow to the west of the Church right of way up to the dyke.

ii) Breckland Council had initially stated that the land off Meadow Road is unsuitable for development but that he was addressing those objections and was awaiting a reply.  No form of outline planning application would be submitted until Breckland had changed their stance.

iii) He believed that the proposed development connected to the old part of the village; was close to an existing settlement and would recreate an old settlement (The Meadows).

iv) He proposed a large wooded area that would screen the development and would be available for public use and dog walking.

v) The development would consist of Pocket Neighbourhoods and self-build plots.

vi) He proposed to replace the allotments and build a new Heritage Centre and provide green space.

vii) Preferential allocation would be given to local people.

viii) Pocket Neighbourhoods consist of a cluster of 12 or fewer dwellings around a central communal area with cars having restricted access.

ix) He proposed that the development be kept under the control of Trustees, the Parish Council, the Parochial Church Council and residents.

x) The development would not be disposed of to a national developer and he would employ local builders.

xi) The development would consist of a maximum of 30 to 40 dwellings.

b) The following concerns were expressed by the council and members of the public: 

i) Increased traffic movements along Denny’s Walk especially outside the school.

ii) What element would be affordable/social housing? – this would depend on the rulings in force at the time of application?

iii) Would the whole area need to be developed or could development be restricted? – yes development could be restricted. 

iv) How many dwellings did he expect to put on the allotments site? – 20.
v) What control would there be over the self-build plots – as developer Mr Sheldrake would have direct control over the type of dwelling allowed on the self-build plots additionally Mr Sheldrake would exercise strict control over the other aspects of the development.

vi) Would Meadow Road be brought up to highways standard prior to work commencing? – yes.

vii) What standard would Meadow Road be brought up to? – this would be up to Norfolk Highways to decide.

viii) Would services such as sewerage, school etc be able to cope? – part of the planning process would be to check this and then to either refuse planning or have the services upgraded if required.

7) Council Web Site:

a) It was noted that the old site was still active – the previous web master would be asked to take the site down.

b) It was agreed that the links in place on the old web site should be transferred to the new site.

8) Dog Waste Bin:

a) It was noted that:

i) Breckland had approved the location on the Playing Field just inside the Eastfields entrance  
ii) The Clerk had submitted the licence application.

b) It was unanimously resolved that the Clerk sign the licence agreement on behalf of the Council.

c) It was unanimously resolved that the Council purchase a Fido 35 Dog Waste bin from Glasdon Ltd at a cost of £257.24 excluding VAT.
9) Queen’s 90th Birthday Commemorative Medals.  There was no seconder for the proposal that the Council purchase 105 Queen’s 90th Birthday commemorative medals for presentation to the pupils of Narborough School at a cost of £216.95 excluding VAT – motion not passed.

10) July Meeting.  It was unanimously resolved to move the July meeting to Wednesday 13 July 2016 to facilitate the Clerk’s visit to Portugal.

11) Planning Applications:

a) 3PL/2015/1180/O – outline application for erection of 40 new dwellings at Chalk Lane – undecided.

b) 3PL/2015/1192/O – outline application for retail buildings at Chalk lane – undecided.

c) 3PL/2015/0926/D – Chalk Lane development – permission granted.
d) 3PL/2016/0121/HOU – Rosewood, Swaffham Road – loft conversion – no objections.

e) 3PL/2016/0005/VAR – The cabin, Swaffham Road – Removal of condition3 on 3PL/2010/0979/F to C3 general use:

i) The Council noted that:

(1) The C3 condition was used to obtain retrospective planning permission for the original application.

(2) The applicant had unsuccessfully applied for removal of this condition on his own behalf but was now applying on behalf of his sister who was suffering from illness.

ii) The Council agreed that they were not in a position to be able to address the legalities of this application and would therefore advise Breckland Council that Narborough Parish Council was unable to come to a properly advised decision on this application.

12) Correspondence.  There was no correspondence to be reviewed.

13) Reports:

a) Community Centre Management Committee.  Councillor Brinsdon advised the meeting that the Committee was waiting to finalise a Right of Access Agreement with the developer of the proposed retail site to the south of the Community Centre.  The Community Centre had passed an inspection by the County Emergency Coordinator. There would be a Queen’s 90th Birthday Party in the Community Centre on 16 April from 7pm to 9.30pm.  The Committee was in the process of revamping the kitchen equipment.

b) Swaffham SNAP.  Councilor Wilkinson advised the meeting that the February Swaffham SNAP meeting had been cancelled – the next meeting would be on 15 March.

c) NorfolkALC.  Councillor Wilkinson advised the meeting that the Clerks’/Councillors’ Training Plan for the next year would be issued shortly.

d) Prince of Wales Trust.  Councillor Wilkinson advised the meeting that the Prince of Wales Trust was supporting a planning tool brief to aid communities in the planning process.
e) RAF Marham F35 Construction Programme.  The Chairman advised the meeting that he had attended a briefing at RAF Marham on the F35 construction programme.  During the construction of the VETOL pads for the F35 the main runway at RAF Marham would be closed and use made of the short north/south runway; this would mean that aircraft taking off and landing would route between Narborough and Pentney but pilots would be briefed not to overfly either village.  The F35s noise footprint will be considerably larger than that of the Toranado.  Construction traffic would be requested to route via the A47/A1122, and to avoid Narborough, but RAF Marham would have no direct control over constructors’ traffic.  However, RAF Marham confirmed their support for our proposal to request Norfolk Highways that temporary ‘No Access for RAF Marham Construction Traffic’  be erected at the three A47(T) Narborough by pass junctions.     
14) Finance.  The following invoices were unanimously approved for payment:
a) D J Burchell – Clerk’s salary for February - £277.15

b) HMRC – PAYE for February - £60.20

c) Norfolk Association of Local Councils – Web site construction - £150.00

d) Westcotec Ltd – Lighting maintenance - £167.79

e) Viking Direct – Office supplies - £146.33.

f) Narborough w Narford PCC – Centre hire - £36.00

15) Village Matters:

a) Gullies and Drain.  It was noted that the gullies and drains at the Denny’s Walk/Marham Road junction and at the northern end on the east side of Marham Road were still prone to flooding and that as far as the Council was aware Highways had not been out to inspect them.  The County Councillor was asked and agreed to follow up this matter on behalf of the Council.

b) 68 Westfields. It was noted that Cotman Housing Association had planned to remove the trees overhanging 68 Westfields at the end of March.

c) 115 Westfields.  It was noted that the occupier of 115 Westfields had complied quickly with the request to trim back the tree over hanging the public footway at the south-eastern corner of his property.

d) S106 – Chalk Lane Development. It was noted that unfortunately due to the new rules introduced in April 2015 the monies allocated from the Chalk Lane development S106 had already been allocated to the provision of a MUGA or Skate Park.  Any future S106 allocations would be available for allocation to keep fit/play projects as approved at the proposed Village Meeting in late spring/ early summer. 

e) Village Maintenance.  It was noted that Mr J Robinson had been unable to accept the contract to carry out the village maintenance programme to problems obtaining the necessary insurance.  The Clerk would continue to source a suitable contractor.

16) Next Meeting.  The next meeting is on Monday 4 April and will follow the Village Assembly which begins at 7pm.
The Meeting Closed at 9.20pm
. 
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