



APPLETON ROEBUCK AND ACASTER SELBY PARISH COUNCIL
www.appletonroebuckandacasterselby-pc.gov.uk.

Clerk to the Council: Mr John Passmore, Lavender Cottage, 
Broad Lane, Appleton Roebuck. YO23 7DS
E-mail: clerk@appletonroebuckandacasterselby-pc.gov.uk
Telephone: 01904 744521

[bookmark: _GoBack]Minutes of the proceedings of the Appleton Roebuck and Acaster Selby Parish Council meeting held by remote ‘Zoom’ meeting, at 7-30 pm on Wednesday 7th October 2020.
	

PRESENT:
Cllr. Janet Flint (Chairman); Cllr. Les Rayment (Vice Chairman); Cllr. Shaun Milner; Cllr. Trevor Phillips; Clerk.

Public: 2

01	To receive apologies for absence.
	Apologies were received from: Cllr. Nigel Wallbank.
02	To confirm the minutes of the meeting held on Wednesday 2nd September 2020 as a true and accurate record.
The minutes were confirmed as a true and accurate record.
03	To consider matters arising from the above minutes.
	It was noted that there was one matter arising regarding the non publication of images mentioned in them, which will be dealt with in item 13.
04	To receive declarations of interest.
	There were none.
05	To consider requests for dispensations to Councillors regarding their general interest when considering Selby D.C.’s new Local Plan and associated topics.
	The Clerk reported that when considering topics such as this where proposed development affects all residents, it could be argued that all Cllrs. had an interest. This situation was catered for by the use of dispensations allowing Cllrs. to take part in discussions, and he was seeking advice from Selby D.C. The report was noted. 
06	To note that the latest advice from both YLCA and SLCC, is to continue to hold Parish Council Meetings remotely.
	The advice was noted.
07	To note that a freedom of information request to provide a copy of the recording of the September Meeting has been received, and a copy sent out.
	The above was noted.
08	To consider whether the Parish Council should continue to record meetings, how long the recordings should be kept, and to amend Standing Orders if necessary.
	The Chairman reported that a request had been received to have a copy of the September Meeting. Due to the size of the file it was not possible to upload it onto the website even in standard compressed form, and sending out the copy was a lengthy process. She proposed to discontinue recording meetings. It was noted that in any event the minutes were the legal record of the meeting, and it was resolved to discontinue recording meetings. It was further resolved to erase past recordings, and amend Standing Orders Accordingly. 
09	FINANCE MATTERS:
1) To approve the following payments:
a) Clerk -Stamps £7.80
b) Laura Swain up dating website September £11.66.
c) Clerk Microsoft renewal and Zoom September £94.38.
d) Selby D.C. waste service £240.80.

The above payments were all approved.

	2) To note the 2020-21 National Salary award:
The Clerk reported that the new rate, an increase of £0.31 per hour has been implemented, together with back pay from April 2020. The report was noted.
10	1) PLANNING; to consider planning decision notification(s).
a) 2020/0724/TPO. Tree works to Sycamore and Golden Leylandii at 1 Westfield Drive A.R.- approved. 
b) 2020/0258, 0259, 0278, 0279, and 0287/ATD. Change of use of agricultural buildings to dwellings, Roebuck Barracks A.R. – approved.
A late item:
c) 2019/0790/CPE. Lawful development certificate for the keeping of horses at Land off Broad lane A.R. – approved.
The above decisions were noted.
2) To consider writing to Selby D.C. regarding b) above to seek training and or clarification regarding the provisions of Class Q in particular the exclusions in Q1.
The Clerk reported that in the objections of both the P.C. and a planning consultant, there was a difference of opinion regarding the above, to that of the planning officer. Recent research had revealed a guidance note from Hertfordshire, which removed the double negative, allowing sense to be made of the conditions, and agreeing with the officer’s view. The CEO at Selby had discussed offering training sessions and it was resolved to write to see if this could be arranged.
11	PLANNING; to consider planning application consultation notification(s).
a) 2020/0956/CPE. Lawful development certificate for existing use for residential, Roebuck Barracks A.R.
b) 2020/1044/DEM Prior notification for demolition of wooden framed barn, Roebuck Barracks A.R.
It was resolved to support both applications.
12	PLANNING; to receive a report on consultations on the Selby D.C. local plan site assessment. Cllr. Rayment.
Cllr. Rayment reported that Selby D.C. had invited 7 Parish Councils to a remote meeting on 1st October to discuss a presentation of the above. 3 P.C.s had attended and He, Cllr. Flint , and Cllr. mills had attended. The aim of the meeting was –
a) to highlight sites that had been put forward for possible development across Selby District under the recent Call for Sites and to explain their site selection criteria
b) to gather local information from the parish council on sites put forward.
Site selection criteria included: Services; Infrastructure; Flooding; Contamination; Environmental constraints; and Access to public transport.
Sites have been sorted into three categories – housing, employment and mixed use. Selby informed that their target was to build at least 365 houses per year. Whereas, a Government formula suggested 589 which Selby D.C. are questioning.
Using local knowledge, Parish Councils have been asked to provide comments on the sites put forward in their parish before the end of the year.
Selby have just released the slides to the presentation and it was resolved to discuss the matter at the next meeting.
13 	To receive and discuss an update on the Council for British Archaeology for Yorkshire regarding ‘lost Chapel’ of Chapel Green and the withdrawal of consent to publish images supplied.
	The following report had been attached to the agenda: ‘The Clerk reports that the copyright owner of images of the above site gave permission in no uncertain terms for same to be distributed and published on 17th and 18th August 2020. These images were sent out and published with the agenda for the September meeting, and likewise with the unconfirmed minutes. After this time Cllr. Rayment received an email from the copyright owner on the 13th September, stating that he was withdrawing his consent to publish, as a result of an approach by the Land owner asking that he withdraw his consent for the images to be published. Cllr. Rayment received a further email on the 25th September threatening legal action and a bill of £2000.00. The Clerk wrote to the owner pointing out that the images had been published before he wanted to withdraw consent. The Clerk received a telephone call from the owner, who said he had been in contact with the Land owner and Cllr. Mills, and given his assurance that he had withdrawn his consent. He demanded that they be removed that day, and not printed in the Magazine. After consultation with the Chairman it was decided to remove the images from the Website and to contact the printers. This action was conveyed to the copyright owner who accepted that this action resolved the matter.
The magazine had been printed at this time and has subsequently had to be reprinted in part, the cost for which the P.C. will be held responsible. The P.C. now finds itself in the position of having published an Agenda and producing minutes without documents that should be associated. Ironically there is a clearer image taken from google earth which it is understood can be published.’
The Chairman stated that correspondence circulated to Cllrs. demonstrated that permission had been given as outlined, and that she had instructed that the images be removed from the website and the magazine. Mr. James Mills questioned this, referring to previous correspondence. The Clerk reiterated that unequivocal approval had been given on the 17th and 18th August, and that the copywrite owner withdrew his consent on the 13th September, after they had been published. Mr. Mills stated that he had requested site of the documents but this had not been provided. The Clerk reported that advice was being sought as to whether this information can be released due to the sensitivity of the matter, of which he had been notified in a reply to him. Mr. Mills continued to question the validity of the dates and the Chairman stated that the discussions were now going round in a circle, and moved that the item be closed. It was resolved so to do. 
14	To consider an update regarding the frequency on emptying the rubbish bin at Colton Bridge. Clerk.
	The Clerk reported that Selby D.C. have requested their contractors to monitor the situation. The report was noted.
15	To consider pruning/removing the remaining trees planted by the P.C. on Old Road A.R.
	The Chairman reported that the land owner adjacent to the trees was in favour of removing them. The Clerk reported that the estimated cost would be £400.00 to prune them, and £600.00 to remove them. It was noted that: Cllr. Musgrave had indicated that NYCC Highways were not in favour of trees next to roads for safety reasons; they impede the cutting of the hedge, and are poor specimens; maintenance costs will be ongoing; and that they were planted to celebrate the Millennium. It was resolved to contact the Tree officer at Selby D.C., the land owner and Highways, and discuss further.
16	To consider applications and Coopt a Parish Councillor.
	The Clerk reported that the closing date for the two vacancies had expired, and there had been no triggering of an election. The Parish Council are therefore required to coopt a suitable candidate as soon as possible. There was one applicant, Mr. Mark Addinall and it was resolved to coopt him to the Appleton Roebuck Parish.
	The Clerk reported the Resignation of Cllr. Mills, and that he had notified Selby.D.C. The Acaster Selby vacancy may be filled by cooption, whereas the newly created vacancy requires the Notice period to expire, the notices having been placed on the website and notice boards. 
17	To receive an update on updating Council Website to be available to people with disabilities.
	The Clerk reported that Function 28 had updated the website, within the deadline.
	
18	To receive and consider update(s) on matters raised by parishioners at previous meetings.
	There were none.
	
19	To consider correspondence including late items.	
	There were none.
20	To receive and discuss parishioners comments.
	There were none.
25	Date of next meeting

Wednesday 4th November 2020
	
	The meeting closed at 8-31 p.m.
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