	YORKSHIRE DALES NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY


	ITEM  1

	Minutes of the meeting held at The National Park Office, Yoredale, Bainbridge on Tuesday, 30 September 2008.



	Present:

R Alderson, C Armitage, J Blackie, Mrs A Brooks, WH Brown, SHK Butcher, P Charlesworth, A Colley, G Dalton, W Fenten, TRN Harrison-Topham, KJ Lancaster, C Lis, SR Macaré, Mrs D Millward, Mrs Y Peacock, Dr KM Petyt, JK Roberts and W Weston.



	COPIES OF ALL DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED ARE IN THE MINUTE BOOK


	92/08
	MINUTES


RESOLVED –

That the Minutes of the meeting held on 29 July 2008, having been printed and circulated, be taken as read and be confirmed and signed by the Chairman as a correct record.
	93/08
	PUBLIC QUESTION TIME


No notifications of public questions or of the intention to make a statement had been received.

	94/08
	EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC


RESOLVED –

That the public be excluded from the meeting during the consideration of Item Nos 19 and 20 on the agenda on the grounds that they both involve the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in paragraph 3 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A to the Local Government Act 1972. 
	95/08
	APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE


Apologies for absence were received from R Bird, Mrs S Marshall and S Shaw-Wright. 
	96/08
	DECLARATIONS OF LOBBYING


A Colley reported that he had been lobbied on Agenda Item No 9 – Wood Lane Car Park, Grassington.
	97/08
	STATEMENT OF FINAL ACCOUNTS 2007/08


CONSIDERED – the report of the Senior Finance Officer.

The Head of Finance and Resources drew members’ attention to the list of amendments to the draft accounts referred to on page 2 of the report and to a ‘late paper’ circulated at the meeting entitled: “Independent auditor’s report to the Members of the Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority’.
RESOLVED -

That:

a)
the revised Statement of Accounts for the Financial Year Ended 31 March 2008 be approved;

b) following (a) above, the Chairman of the Authority be authorised to sign the balance sheet on page 22 of the Statement of Accounts 2007/08 and the Annual Governance Statement on page 10;

c) the release of £14,000 into the 2008/09 budget as explained in paragraph 6b) of the report of the Senior Finance Officer be approved.

	98/08
	AUDIT COMMISSION – ANNUAL GOVERNANCE REPORT 2007/08


CONSIDERED – the report of the Senior Finance Officer.
The External Auditor confirmed that all outstanding matters referred to in his report had been cleared and there were no ‘risks’ to draw to members’ attention, although a number of minor areas for potential improvements of internal control had been noted. 

In response to members’ questions he stated that:
· further to the inclusion on page 29 of his report of a statement to the effect that the “opinion is currently outstanding”, the work was now completed and the opinion would be signed;
· the  reference on page 3 to “Flooding” was to highlight what was seen by the Auditor as a potential risk for the Authority;
· with regard to the Authority’s pension fund (part of the North Yorkshire County Council Pension Fund) his role was to audit the assets and liabilities of the fund.
[Note: TRN Harrison-Topham declared a personal non-prejudicial interest in the item being a member of North Yorkshire County Council’s Pension Fund Committee.]

RESOLVED –

That:

(a)
the contents of the Annual Governance Report, Appendix A to the report of the Senior Finance Officer, be noted; and
(b)
the Treasurer, Chief Executive and Chairman of the Authority be authorised to sign the Letter of Representation at Appendix B to the report of the Senior Finance Officer, or an appropriately amended version thereof.  The signing of the letter to be deemed as evidence that Members have had opportunity to comment in accordance with the ISA 260.  

	99/08
	CHAIRMAN’S REPORT


CONSIDERED – the report of the Chairman.
The Chairman stated that the Europarc and ANPA Conferences which he had attended had been very valuable, and other members who had attended the latter endorsed that view.  

A member who had also attended the Europarc Conference stated that one of the sessions had been on “High nature value (HNV) farmlands” and possible help for upland faming and changes to the Common Agriculture Policy.  The Chairman added that the subject might be appropriate for members’ further consideration at a Policy Development Forum.  It was, however, suggested that it would be beneficial for members to first view the papers and presentation on this which had been produced for the Conference and which would be on the Conference website from 15 October.
RESOLVED –
That the report and further comments be noted and members be circulated with a link to the Europarc Conference website.

	100/08
	MEMBER CHAMPION FEEDBACK


CONSIDERED – the report from the Member Champion for Forward Planning who added that the Authority’s ‘Statement of Community Involvement’ had been approved as fit for purpose.  

A member questioned whether (as stated in paragraph 2 of the report) the Authority’s annual target for affordable housing should be “up to 44 units a year” or should be “at least 44 units a year”?

RESOLVED –

That the report and further comments be noted.

	101/08
	CHIEF EXECUTIVE’S REPORT


CONSIDERED – the report of the Chief Executive, together with a copy of a letter to the Chief Executive dated 19 September, from Tony Clark, Richmondshire District Council Executive Director, which provided an update on the new refuse collection and re-cycling arrangements (Alternate Weekly Collection – AWC) introduced by the District Council in June.

With regard to the issue of refuse collection and re-cycling in Richmondshire, members acknowledged that the Authority had only a limited remit with regard to the revised arrangements and would be unlikely to be able to affect operational arrangements to any significant degree.  Members also acknowledged that District Councils had very stringent targets set for them with regard to re-cycling and that for the majority of towns and villages the new arrangements had been introduced satisfactorily.  
However, some concerns were expressed as to the impact of the new arrangements on the landscape of parts of the National Park.  It was suggested that the majority of problems in the more isolated rural locations were the result of the introduction of the ‘lane-end policy.  It was appreciated that the new arrangements would take some time to settle down and that the District Council was taking positive steps to address the identified difficulties.  
Mention was made of the fact that similar schemes had been introduced in Craven and South Lakeland areas of the Park.  They had not resulted in similar difficulties, or, if they had, these had not been raised with the Authority.
Members welcomed the District Council’s proposals to provide further resources to fund an additional operative and vehicle to assist with the delivery of the AWC services and to continue to review and evaluate the operation.

RESOLVED –

That:

(a)
the report and further comments of members and officers be noted; 
(b)
the Chief Executive write to Richmondshire District Council to ask
(i)
when carrying out its next review of AWC services, it considers the landscape implications of pursuing a ‘lane-end’ policy in very sensitive locations; and

(ii)
that the Authority be consulted on the Council’s next review of AWC services and policies in respect of refuse collection and re-cycling; and 
(c)
subject to the outcome of the District Council’s consideration of the evaluation of its AWC services, the Chief Executive decide whether the matter should be reported back to the Authority. 
	102/08
	WOOD LANE CAR PARK, GRASSINGTON


[A Colley declared a personal non-prejudicial interest in this item as a member of Grassington Parish Council.]

CONSIDERED – the report of the Head of Finance and Resources.  

It was proposed that the car park should be sold to Grassington Parish Council for the sum of £1 with a covenant to require that the site be maintained as a car park in perpetuity.  

Members were generally supportive of the view that the ownership of the car park should be transferred to the Parish Council, although there was some debate on the terms of that transfer.

The Authority’s Solicitor advised of two options for the transfer of the site:

(i) with a covenant that the site should only be used as a car park; and

(ii) with a ‘clawback’ clause in the contract which would ensure that if, at some future date, the site was sold by the Parish Council, the Authority would receive a % of the sale proceeds.
Members stated that when the site had originally been handed over in 1967 it had been for the sum of £1 and that, in effect, the Authority had only obtained ownership of the site by default.  It was suggested that on local government re-organisation, the ownership of the site should have been transferred to the Parish Council, rather than the County Council.
It was pointed out that the site was an asset of the Authority valued at £16,500 and unless it could be guaranteed that it would never be sold, any contract of sale to the Parish Council should ensure that the Authority would receive a proportion of any sale proceeds.

A member expressed concern that if, as proposed, the site was sold for £1 this could set a precedent for the disposal of other assets of the Authority.  Members were reminded that whilst the Authority did not possess a large property portfolio, most of those properties/sites had been acquired in the same way as the Wood Lane car park.

In response to a question about any legal costs that might be involved, members were advised that each party would normally bear their own costs.

A member expressed concern that the proposal to sell the site for £1 had been made by a member of the Parish Council that would be benefiting from the ‘sale’, and questioned the adequacy of ‘in perpetuity’ which, it had been suggested, would effectively only be for 25 years.  The Chairman reminded the meeting that declarations of interest were matters for individual members.

A member reminded the meeting that the original donation of the site had been intended to be for the use of the people of Grassington and suggested that the proposed covenant would only be providing what had originally been intended.  He suggested that the Parish Council should be requested to pay the Authority’s legal costs up to a maximum of £400.
The Chief Executive reminded members that precedents for the sale of Authority assets already existed, with the former National Park Centre at Clapham and Yorebridge House, Bainbridge.  He pointed out that the Authority’s car park permits would not be valid at Wood Lane, resulting in residents from the wider park having to pay a charge. 
RESOLVED –

That the Authority, being satisfied that the disposal of the land to Grassington Parish Council for the purpose of its continued use as a car park is likely to contribute to the promotion of economic and social well-being in relation to the Grassington area and people resident in it, resolves to sell the Wood Lane car park to Grassington Parish Council for £1, subject to the imposition of a covenant that the land continue to be used in perpetuity as a car park, and subject to the Parish Council meeting the Authority's legal costs, up to a maximum of £400.
	103/08
	DIRECT ELECTIONS CONSULTATIONS


CONSIDERED – the report of the Chief Executive who drew members’ attention to the foreword from the Minister which aimed the consultation clearly at Parish members, although the possible introduction of direct elections for local authority appointed members was also referred to.

Members expressed a range of views and raised a number of issues including:
· a preference for elections for all members
· a preference for elections for all local authority and parish members, but questioned why the consultation singled out parish members only, who it was suggested had to elected twice (once to their parish council and then again to be selected for nomination to the Secretary of State) 
· questioning the current process for the selection of parish nominees and a perceived lack of transparency in the process

· a preference for the status quo as it seemed to result in a spread of skills and talents amongst the membership

· a reluctance to differ from the views of the English National Park Authorities Association which favoured the status quo

· not supporting direct elections for all members

· suggesting that direct elections for local authority appointees would diminish the regional effectiveness of the Authority

· pointing out that many parish members were not elected but co-opted onto parish councils

· highlighting the robust selection process that Secretary of State appointees had to undergo

· suggesting that the ‘Scottish model’ was new and only of limited value as an example
· favouring the direct election of all non-Secretary of State members, although accepting the possibility that this could in due course result in the reduction in the number of local directly elected members from 16 to 8
· questioning the ‘fairness’ of the current parish election process where large parish councils with, for example, in excess of ten members and which met on a monthly basis, had the same voting power in selecting parish member nominees as a parish meeting that only met annually

· regretting the recent loss in parish representation from Richmondshire

· highlighting that the current process of District and County Council ‘political’ appointments resulted in a number of members being from outside the park who may have little knowledge or understanding of national park local issues

· supporting the direct election of parish members although regretting the reduction in numbers of parish representatives

· pointing out that currently all members are appointed and suggesting that direct elections for some members could be divisive

· wishing that the National Park Authority could extend its responsibilities and have all its members directly elected
· believing that the current system works quite well although endorsing earlier comments that the appointment of parish members was ‘a bit of a mystery’

· supporting suggestions that the method of appointment of parish members should be more robust and be better communicated to residents to enable them to be more involved in the process
· highlighting the importance of members remembering that they represented all the park - none were directly elected
· in supporting direct elections for the parish district and county appointees, the reported costings of the election process were questioned.

RESOLVED –

That in response to the consultation on direct elections to national park authorities, the Authority view was in favour of the status quo.

 [Messrs Blackie, Harrison-Topham and Lancaster requested that their votes against ‘status quo’ be recorded.]

	104/08
	NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY PRIORITIES 2009/10


CONSIDERED – the report of the Head of Conservation and Policy.
Members’ attention was drawn to the recommendation from the Audit and Review Committee that the Authority should consider increasing the priority given to planning policy work and the extract from the Planning Policy Performance Improvement Review set out in Appendix D.  
A member, in supporting Option 1 as set out in Appendix D, pointed out that additional Planning Delivery Grant of £72,000 would enable the Authority to address the issues without needing to increase the priority given to planning policy work.
In contrast, it was suggested that when the planning delivery grant was received, its allocation should be looked at in the wider context of the Authority’s finances and in the light of funding for 2009/10.
The Chief Executive stated that whilst Option 1 would breach the current policy regarding staff salaries (that staff costs should be managed within a target that they should not exceed 70% of the Defra core grant) that was a situation that could be managed.  

In accepting that this was a ‘light touch’ review of the Authority’s priorities, members noted that 2010/11 would involve a more fundamental review.
RESOLVED –

That:

(a)
the Authority’s priorities for 2009/10 be unchanged from those for 2008/09 as set out in Annex A to the report of the Head of Conservation and Policy; and
(b)
on the basis that the Authority will receive an additional £72,000 of Planning Delivery Grant, the recommendation of the Audit and Review Committee in respect of the priority given to planning policy work be addressed by adopting Option 1 as set out in Annex D to the report.

	105/08
	LINTON CONSERVATION AREA – PROPOSED EXTENSION


CONSIDERED – the report of the Assistant Building Conservation Officer.
In response to a question about the lack of response from the Parish Council, members were advised that at an open meeting in the village 25 residents had attended and had all made positive comments.
RESOLVED –

That:

(a)
the revised character appraisal for Linton Conservation Area, attached as Appendix A to the report of the Assistant Building Conservation Officer, be adopted; and


(b)
additional areas of the village of Linton, as defined by the boundary map attached to the report and named Map 2, be designated as part of the Linton Conservation Area.
	106/08
	CARPERBY CONSERVATION AREA – MANAGEMENT PLAN


CONSIDERED – the report of the Assistant Building Conservation Officer.
RESOLVED –

That the Management Plan for Carperby Conservation Area as appended to the report of the Assistant Building Conservation Officer be adopted by the Authority.
	107/08
	DISABILITY EQUALITY SCHEME


CONSIDERED – the report of Head of Conservation and Policy.
RESOLVED –
That the Disability Equality Scheme appended to report of the Head of Conservation and Policy be endorsed.

	108/08
	APPOINTMENTS TO THE YORKSHIRE DALES ACCESS FORUM


CONSIDERED – the report of the Access Development Officer.

RESOLVED –
That:

(a)
the proposal that the Chairman of the Access Committee should not be eligible to represent the Authority on the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum be endorsed;

(b) 
Messrs Butcher and Colley be appointed to represent the Authority on the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum for a period of three years from January 2009; and

(c) 
it be endorsed that, as set out in paragraph 15 of the Access Development Officer’s report, the appointments panel for the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum should consist of the Chairman of the Authority, the Chairman of the Access Committee and the Head of Park Management.

	109/08
	MEMBER FEEDBACK


CONSIDERED – the report of the Secretariat Officer, together with a late paper circulated at the meeting reporting feedback from the Member Champion for Conservation of the Natural Environment on her attendance at the Yorkshire Dales Biodiversity Forum Co-ordination Group meeting on 9 September 2008.
In response to a member request, the Deputy Chairman expanded on his report, stating that the main item at the Strategic Partnership meeting of relevance to the Authority had been affordable housing, although nothing new had been raised.
A member enquired whether the decision of Natural England to reduce the number of local BAPs (Biodiversity Action Plans) in Yorkshire would affect the Yorkshire Dales.

RESOLVED –
That the report, late paper and further comments be noted.

	110/08
	PLANNING COMMITTEE


CONSIDERED – the minutes of the meetings of the Planning Committee held on 8 July and 12 August 2008.

RESOLVED –

That the minutes of the meetings of the Planning Committee held on 8 July and 12 August 2008 be received.

	111/08
	ACCESS COMMITTEE


CONSIDERED – the draft minutes of the meeting of the Access Committee held on 22 July 2008.

RESOLVED –

That the draft minutes of the meeting of the Access Committee held on 22 July 2008 be received.

	112/08
	FINANCE AND RESOURCES COMMITTEE


CONSIDERED – the draft minutes of the meeting of the Finance and Resources Committee held on 8 August 2008.

RESOLVED –

That the draft minutes of the meeting of the Finance and Resources Committee held on 8 August 2008 be received.


	The remainder of business was considered in private


	PUBLIC SUMMARY OF BUSINESS CONSIDERED IN PRIVATE


	113/08
	PRODUCING A COSTED PLAN FOR THE DALES COUNTRYSIDE MUSEUM


[J Blackie declared a personal non-prejudicial interest as the owner of a tea-room in Hawes and W Weston declared a personal non-prejudicial interest having worked with the Architect.]

CONSIDERED – the report of the Head of External Affairs which sought approval for expenditure to enable the production of a costed business plan for improving facilities at the Dales Countryside Museum.
A member commented that at a recent meeting of the Planning Committee the thrust of a debate linked to development on the site had been that any future proposals requiring planning approval in respect of improved facilities at the Museum should be considered by members.

RESOLVED –

That the expenditure of £9,000 for work to produce a costed business plan for improving facilities at the Dales Countryside Museum be approved.

	114/08
	SEDBERGH NATIONAL PARK CENTRE


[KJ Lancaster declared a personal and prejudicial interest as a former Chairman of Sedbergh and District Historical Society.]

CONSIDERED – the report of the Sustainable Tourism Officer which reported on the effectiveness of arrangements in respect of the Authority’s property at 72 Main Street, Sedbergh and which sought approval to extend the arrangements to March 2010.

RESOLVED –

That the current arrangements with the Sedbergh Book Town Group and the Community Office be continued until March 2010.
PAGE  
1
NPA30sept08pubmins

