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	COLD ASHBY PARISH COUNCIL
Minutes
Wednesday 6th July 2022





Minutes of the meeting held on Wednesday 6th July at 7.30 p.m.
in the Sports Pavilion, Cold Ashby

Minutes

Present: Councillors Roper (chairman); Bailey; Peel; Taylor; Rd Williams; Rl Williams. UC Irving-Swift; 15 village residents and the applicant in item 5b. Local PCSO.

Interests: No pecuniary interests were declared. 

1. Apologies were accepted from Councillor Harpham (family)

2. Minutes of the meeting of the council held on Wednesday 1st June 2022 were approved as an accurate record.

3. Accounts: members reviewed the revised accounts for June 2022 and also approved the payments and totals in the accounts for July which were tabled. The chairman, as monitoring councillor, confirmed that he had checked the bank reconciliation and initialled all invoices relating to the accounts.

4. Open Forum: the chairman began the meeting by announcing an extension to the period he was prepared to allow for the forum in total, but restricting the contributions from individuals to three minutes. Once the open forum closed, the council debate would begin and he requested that this should proceed without interruption. 

Open forum contributions began with the applicant in item 5b, who confirmed he was filming and recording the meeting. The chairman confirmed that this was permitted. Another resident was also recording and filming. 

The applicant was informed that prayers were not allowed at PC meetings and was asked to relate his comments to items on the agenda. He explained the international and humanitarian reasons behind his application. This was followed by contributions from several residents who made these observations on WND/2022/0437:

· Sympathy and support for Ukraine and its refugees remained strong in the village.
· The Village did not have the facilities or the transport links that refugee families would need and was an inappropriate location for that reason.
· A view from Camra experts was that the current residence use was a planning breach because the closure of the pub meant that ancillary residential use was not allowed.
· The application contravenes the WNC joint core strategy plan in respect of a commitment to preserve and enhance social and community facilities.
· The application contravenes the commitment to the preservation of important public houses in the WNC Settlements and Countryside plan.
· The application appeared to be preparing the pub for a future as a House of Multiple Occupancy (HMO), an unsuitable addition in a village with no facilities.
· Refugees should be placed near facilities in towns. Regulations on bedroom occupancy would be breached if refugees were housed in the restructured pub.
· Unitary Councillor Irving-Swift reserved her position on the application but indicated that she had requested it be ‘called in’ for a committee decision, but understood as sensible the need to ensure refugees had access to facilities.
· On a non-planning matter, the VH secretary asked if the lengthsman could assist with regular tidying of the cemetery frontage and the clerk agreed to discuss.

5. Council discussion:

a. Planning Application: WND/2022/0482: Single storey rear extension and alterations to rear conservatory. Old Brick Cottage, Naseby Road, Cold Ashby NN6 6EA. Members agreed that the application would not have any adverse effect on neighbours or the rest of the village and should be supported.

b. Planning application: WND/2022/0437: temporary change of use. The Black Horse, Main Street, Cold Ashby NN6 6EL. The following observations were made by members and the council endorsed them:

· the chairman announced that 24 letters of opposition from the village had been logged by the planning department.
· Cllr. RW observed that the Asset of Community Value status of pub was a key factor in this application. The purpose of the AVC was to introduce a moratorium on all sales whilst a potentially affected community considered the option to purchase. There had however been no talk of a sale. Also, the current status of the building had not been clarified prior to this application. If it was a pub, it should be completely empty, because residence use was not its chief function. If it was something else, then that should be the subject of the application.
· There is already and will continue to be a big impact on the community of any loss of a pub. The two other licensed remises in the village were simply attempts by residents to plug at least some of the gaps left by the closure, but could not remotely offer the same continuity of service, or the inclusiveness of a public house.
· The pub has been closed for well over two years (since March 2020) and a further ‘temporary’ change of use, with extensive restructuring, for 3 years, would mean well over 5 years without a PH in the village. This could not be described as ‘temporary’ and would spell the demise of the pub with no hope of replacement.
· In the absence of any attempt to open the pub, claims that it is not viable are not valid in any context.
· The lack of facilities to support refugees had been a constant, and accurate theme. The pub was not a suitable place for conversion to this type of housing, no matter how much the village supported the refugee cause.
· The application seemed to run counter to the pledges made in section 10.6 of the Countryside and Settlements Plan which promised protection for important community facilities such as the pub. There had been no attempt to market the pub in the way described in section 10.6.
· The change of use application did not meet any identifiable community need. Indeed its approval would be to the detriment of the local community.
· Cllr Bailey expressed surprise that the ‘temporary application’ did not include plans for how the usage would be returned to a public house facility once the refugees no longer required it.
· Cllr Taylor, speaking from personal experience, described how and why the pub performed an essential social function in the village and helped introduce new members into the community. Since its closure there had been a noticeable fracturing of the community.
· The Chairman related local plans to the national planning policy framework (paragraphs 93,91 and 84) which sees planning as a tool to provide social, recreational and cultural facilities needed by communities. Planning policies should aim to support the provision of facilities such as public houses to enhance the sustainability of communities.and make sure facilities are retained for the benefit of the community. They should provide opportunities for social interaction between people who might not otherwise meet each other. This reinforced councillor Taylor’s point.

The clerk summarised the above debate by saying that the village seemed united in opposition to the proposal. The chairman asked for an informal show of hands to see if anyone supported the proposal and only the applicant responded. The clerk continued the summary by saying there was agreement that the application breached important policies in local and national plans; that there had been a lack of enforcement of earlier breaches of planning conditions; and that the proposal ran directly counter to the needs of the community, which has no shortage of residential accommodation but does need communal facilities of every type. There was also no suggestion that the village was unwelcoming to new arrivals. The lack of facilities in the village simply made the change of use unsuitable for the proposed purpose.


6. Private Session: 

It was resolved:  to enter private session to discuss confidential staff matters (appointment of clerk).

The minutes of the private session will be issued separately and not made public.

[image: ]



Graham Jones 7th July 2022
image1.jpg




