NEWPORT, WORMIT AND FORGAN COMMUNITY COUNCIL

DRAFT
MINUTES OF THE MAY 2011 MEETING

HELD IN THE SMALL BLYTH HALL, NEWPORT, ON MONDAY 9th MAY
Present were:
Mr Stewart McKiddie (Chair), Mrs Hilary Cunningham, Mrs Renee Hepburn, Mrs Kate Legg (Secretary), Mrs Louise O’Neill (Treasurer), Mr Ian Paterson, Mrs Caroline Penny, Mr Stephen Rottger (Vice Chair), Mrs Vivien Rough
Apologies from:
Mr Nicholas Johnston, Mrs Margaret Wright 
Cllr Maggie Taylor 

In attendance:
Cllr Tim Brett, Cllr Ron Caird
Visitors:
Lesley Geissler, Kevin Symaniak
4 Members of the Public 
Chairman’s Remarks
The Chairman welcomed back the Secretary and minutetaker and thanked Mr Rottger for undertaking their and his own roles as Vice Chair and Planning representative at the last meeting. Mr McKiddie had taken part in Byway Patrol the previous week, a new group to keep paths and streets clear. CC members and Newport In Bloom (NIB) and Wormit in Bloom (WIB) were invited to come along to the Patrol. The Chairman had also attended a meeting regarding funding for the Tay Bridge disaster memorial; this was looking promising. Unfortunately there had been a spell of litter dropping, vandalism and fireraising within the community. Hopefully this had been brought under control. The WIB & NIB meetings had gone well and further donations had been received. He then invited the night’s visitors, Lesley Geissler and Kevin Symaniak, to speak to the meeting.
Kinbrae Park Group 
Lesley Geissler explained that late last year their group had contacted Cllr Caird regarding improving Kinbrae Park and had arranged a site visit there. The current facilities were not ideal with some equipment actually posing a danger. Pupils and the Headteacher of Newport Primary School were involved and had embarked on a project on what the children would like to see at the park. This involvement continues with the children coming up with names for the group. A plan had been drawn up and the group stressed that Fife Council had been very helpful throughout the whole process. The plan was distributed to members of the CC. There would be two parts for different age groups and a sensory section for those with disabilities. 

Kevin Symaniak detailed that the actual installation of the new equipment etc. was about 18 months to 2 years off, but now the group was seeking support from the local community. The next stage is funding; again Fife Council have provided good advice here. The key concern was raising awareness within the community to respect the park and thus maintain the resource once all this work has been put into it. The current problems of dog fouling and the age of existing equipment were discussed.

Fundraising included a planned Race Night at the Rio Community Centre. Mrs Rough and Mr McKiddie suggested putting together a press release and publicising the group via the website.
The current plans would cost approximately £77,000 to implement and hopefully funding sources for half of that had been identified. Cllr Brett noted that this was significantly higher than that usually spent on such facilities, which he believed to average at £10,000. Cllr Caird commented that this was on a larger scale. Cllr Brett highlighted that being a long drawn-out settlement meant that there were several parks within the local community, so resources needed to be where all local children had access. Lesley Geissler pointed out that Kinbrae Park’s location meant that it was heavily used by the school and childminders. Cllr Caird noted that Newport Kids Club also used this park.
Mr Rottger enquired if local residents had been canvassed on the new plans. Kevin Symaniak stated there had been no opposition and that there were a lot of young families living near to the park. People seemed aware of the string of accidents there last year and were keen to see something done.

Minutes of the meeting held on 11th April, 2011
The minutes were adopted on the resolution of Mrs Louise O’Neil, seconded by Mrs Hilary Cunningham with the following amendments: p.1 the trial areas were Leuchars and Guardbridge, not Glenrothes; p.2 comment on bin cleaning had been made by Mr Johnston not by the visitor; p.4 recycling skips were not there yet, rather there had been contact with the restaurant owner. Mrs Hepburn asked for clarification on the motion that had been voted on, as she did not feel the Minutes reflected her understanding of the motion. No amendment was agreed upon for this matter.
Matters arising from the Minutes
Busy Bee Planning Condition There was some discussion on the CC’s stance on this matter. Some members felt that they had not agreed to be neutral, but had been presented as being so. Mr McKiddie clarified that the terminology arose from the Planning Department’s classification of comments, meaning that the CC request for further information had to go down as “neutral”. Mrs Hepburn felt strongly that the CC should have received a response to the request for further information.
Response to Residents’ Group The CC had received a letter from the group and discussed the issues and questions raised within it with the group’s representatives, David Collison and David Barr. Mr Rottger felt that the reference to an earlier letter in paragraph 2 was a little unfair since the CC had received this letter at very short notice for the April meeting. Mr Collison apologised for the short notice, but explained the issue was how this earlier letter had been dealt with at the April meeting. The letter had not been read out in full; rather it had been summarised at the meeting and thus a key point had been missed. The residents felt that it was extremely important that Environmental Services’ opposition to the lifting of the current planning condition was noted. Mr McKiddie explained that Environmental Services were, like the CC, a third party. It was thus not usual for a third party to pass any comment on the comment of another third party. Mr Rottger further clarified that the CC’s comment on a planning application did not really hold any more importance than any other comment. Clearly there were enough objections that Fife Council would look at the application. He stressed that Environmental Services’ position was useful for the objectors, but that this could be highlighted to Fife Council, rather than the rather odd circumstance of the CC changing its comment on the basis of someone else’s comment. In a similar vein regarding a proposed compromise from Environmental Services, Mr McKiddie stated that the CC could not say what was acceptable. The CC could provide support through mediation and work to a compromise, but it would be inappropriate to make a recommendation. Mr Barr queried who could decide what was acceptable and Cllr Caird explained the Planning Committee process. Cllr Brett stressed that the actual vote would be yes or no on the lifting of the condition, but the Committee would not vote on the actual details.
Mr Barr stated that the issue was not numbers, but noise and reiterated that the residents’ position on the right to amenity had not changed since the original condition, so why should it be lifted? Mr Rottger and Mr McKiddie stressed that as the CC had not made the application, it was for Busy Bee Nursery to provide such answers/arguments. The CC had simply tried to get greater detail of what the nursery was ultimately seeking and was not taking sides on the matter.

Mr Rottger noted that a CC member had made a Declaration of Interest at the April meeting, yet may have inadvertently taken part in the vote. However this did not affect the result and if there had been a tie, the Chairman had the casting vote.

Mr Collison was conscious that the CC had spent a lot of time on the issue and had now fully examined the arguments made by the objectors. He thanked the CC for their efforts. 
Secretary’s Report and Correspondence
1. There will be a Hearing, though it will be less formal than that for the closing of the gaps on the A92. It will also focus on the particular point made on building numbers, rather than the issues of doctors and schools (see point 2). Also see Appendix 1, point 10 and Appendix 2, point 15. Cllr Brett had written on his and Cllr Caird’s behalf to protest at their being unable to take part. Mrs O’Neill would look up rights of way in the area as she believed the “Newton Park” right of way would be compromised.
Action: Mrs O’Neill
3. Mrs O’Neill and Mr McKiddie to attend

Action: Mr McKiddie & Mrs O’Neill

5. Cllr Brett had been shadowed previously and was happy to take part in the scheme.

6. Mrs O’Neill had received more new templates.

7. This would take place on 28th May not the 18th.
8. See Planning Matters. Part of this is a brownfield site. The CC has to be advised of such applications, the applicant must also hold a public event and place an advert in a local newspaper before they can make an application. Stewart Milne failed to do this before their Kilmany Road application.
10. They can advise on how a community can have 1 wind turbine if they agree to others being installed. Unfortunately the Conference is in Aberdeen.

11. Maureen Burgess, Rural Development Workers at VONEF had been looking into the CC being recognised as an environmental body by ENTRUST without having to set up a separate trust. If the Constitution is amended we can go forward with this, and this will be dealt with at the forthcoming AGM. The draft Constitution will be distributed beforehand by email.

Action: Mrs Legg

Planning Matters
Leng Home - Dwelling house application subject to a number of investigations into the effect on birds and red squirrels. 1 objection as it seems to overrun  the drying green of a neighbouring property. A visit may be necessary to see the drive. Also some restricted access issues.

Craigshannoch Road – replacement tiles and removal of a rooflight.
Older applications

19 Riverside Road, Wormit – Erection of domestic workshop and garage extension on east gable of house. Neighbour notices have been put out. It does not appear to be intrusive. Pending consideration.

5 Boat Brae - Window installation

23 Albert Crescent Plot -  Development here has had reports re. likely contamination of the land given previous use as garage. Some conditions regarding width of path and that no gates should be put on the drive. Permitted for the first house on the plot with those conditions.
7 Beechwood Terrace - 2 applications, one for a house and one for erection of a garage. There appear to be transport and environmental reasons for rejection. 1 objection on the grounds of road safety.
2 intentions (rather than “applications”) from Betts: 1) Redevelopment of Wormit Farm and 2) Development on Kilmany Road. The details received were distributed to the CC members. 1) Would see the conversion of the C listed farmhouse, and the erection of housing including affordable housing. A roundabout would be installed for access. Land on the west would be safeguarded for a rail halt. It would not include Patterson’s Yard.

2) As an outline plan, roads were not named, but it states there would be “135 houses as in the finalised Local Plan”. Cllr Brett clarified that the Local Plan was not finalised. Mrs O’Neill commented that rights of way were within the planned area.

As an “intention” it is not at the point where a comment can be made. The next step is for a public meeting and that should provide the needed details.

Mr McKiddie raised the issue of CC representatives on planning matters, and mentioned the time constraints on one person (often 14 days) to reply on matters on the behalf of the CC. He proposed further discussion of the model at the AGM.  Cllr Caird felt a sub-committee would be a good idea.
The Chairman had attended a meeting to discuss Future Engagement on Local Development plans (no Minutes were taken). The idea is to improve the feedback Fife Council receives on plans. Currently there are: (1) The St Andrews and East  Fife Local Plan which is almost approved and runs to 2018 (there is a further stage running to 2026). (2) The TayPlan of Dundee, Angus and North Fife, which is out to consultation now. Tayport, Newport and Wormit are considered part of the “core area” for Dundee development. (3) A new plan, a “Local Plan” but for the whole of Fife. 
Mr McKiddie commented that clearly no. 3 would be a very large document given that it deals with the entire county. The feeling at the meeting he had attended was generally negative towards this new Local Plan, as it would simply be too large to manage. Several of these CC representatives, such as St. Andrews, would be writing to Fife Council to say they were opposed to this plan. 
Cllr Brett clarified that the TayPlan is a strategic plan, a high level plan, whereas the Local Plan goes into the details, such as where houses will actually go, numbers etc. Fife currently has three plans with these details (of which (1) is one). Fife Council’s Keith Winters’ idea would be to combine these all into one Local Plan (3) thereby saving staff, time and simplifying consultation. This would be linked to a Forum which would be used as consultation on (3). 
Mr McKiddie felt that a Forum to discuss countywide development matters was fine, but did not see why another development plan was needed. Cllr Brett did not express a view on (3) and the Forum. He highlighted that there might be only 2 representatives for North East Fife on such a Forum. So the CC would have to consider if such representatives would be in the best position to be able to represent all the concerns of that large an area and in particular the concerns of Newport, Wormit and Forgan. He hoped local communities could at least be the third rung to filter information back, as otherwise the Forum might be considered sufficient consultation. Mr McKiddie felt that the Forum was only needed if there was the countywide Local Plan (3) and it was this plan itself that the CCs had opposed. They had felt that it was another tier; at the very least it was yet another development plan, when another was not needed.

Cllr Caird reminded the CC that the TayPlan included our local area and attention should be paid to it. In the future this part of Fife would be subsumed into it. He felt the CC needed to be vigilant given this area is coloured the same as Dundee city on it. Cllr Brett stated that you have to have a Local Plan to have the fine detail, the Scottish Government is saying there will be strategic plans of which Fife will have 2 since it looks North and South. These decide the big picture i.e. the total number of houses, while Local Plans decide the where. 
Mr Rottger had been concerned that the Forum might be used to sidestep views, but it did also seem a way of having voices heard. He felt that communities like ours, Gauldry and Tayport would probably have similar views and concerns. However he recognised representatives from other areas would not. Exclusion from the Forum seems a pity he felt and he believed the CC should keep an open mind and not exclude itself.
Mr McKiddie concluded that the proposed Fife wide Plan was the concern rather than the Forum. It was felt that the existing Local Plan needed to be finished before another one was started on.
Treasurer’s Report

The balance of funds stands at £987. As Mrs O’Neill had warned at the previous meeting, the financial position was not good. The grant had gone down to £976 from £1058 which would have a long term knock-on effect. If certain items were cut such as donations, hospitality, floral enhancement, this would get expenditure down to £929. There is some capital but it will go over the next four or five years. Then the balance will simply be the annual grant. Of course by that time the grant could have been increased. 

Mrs O’Neill noted that the rent (of a Fife Council building) had gone up, yet the grant (from Fife Council) had gone down. Looking through past years, the monthly rent was £14, when the grant was £1,078. Now it was over £20.10, while the grant was £929, which clearly does not add up. A cheaper location for meetings could be considered. The Balance Sheet was available for those wishing to see it before it was approved.

The money left over from the ringfenced £750 had to be spent on the Blyth Hall due to the grant it came from. It was thus agreed that this would go towards a flower trough around the flagpole.

Provosts’ Pictures Arrangements were made for an informal reception to celebrate their installation in the Blyth Hall. This will take place on 14th June at 4:30pm, and it is hoped relatives of former Provosts will be able to attend.
Councillors’ Reports
Cllr Caird reported : See Appendix 1
Cllr Caird noted there was some duplication on the Councillors’ Reports.
11. Mrs Hepburn stated she had heard the advertisement on Radio Tay. 

5. Mr McKiddie felt this was a very positive step.

Cllr Brett reported : See Appendix 2
1.  Cllr Brett had emailed Mr Donald the night of the meeting and some temporary repairs would take place on 10th May.
2. This would take a fortnight.

10. 75% had been removed. If householders could muck in and clear their own bit, it would be most helpful. Ian Paterson pointed out that there were large stretches where there were no householders. Other CC members noted that the problem was the sheer volume in places, so that householders could not actually dispose of it themselves.

17. Mrs Cunningham queried the current completion date and Cllr Brett stated it was now 2014. Cllr Caird noted that Dunfermline High School had had the same original completion date as Madras (2012), and Dunfermline was on target for this date. He further stated that the other option was to have Kilrymont kept as a façade and the new school built there. Mrs O’Neill queried if Kilrymont could be unlisted and prevent this problem. This would only be possible if it was unused despite a use being actively sought for 3 years.
12. Mr Rottger commented that this was flytipping from another section of the road. Mr McKiddie confirmed that the Byway Patrol had moved it so that all rubbish could be collected together by Harry Byers.
Cllr Brett reminded the CC of the next Community Engagement Meeting in May.

Other Business

Doors Open Day Mr McKiddie asked if there were any volunteers. Cllr Brett had suggested the Leng Home be open, so if the CC wanted a break this year, something would still be open. Mrs Legg concurred. Mr McKiddie noted the problem was organising events in time for the print deadline of brochures.
AGM Since the next meeting will be the AGM, the officeholders will be elected. Cllr Brett will chair this meeting.
Outgoing Treasurer Mrs O’Neill reminded the CC that she would be leaving at the next meeting. There would be a handover period. She would apply for the grant, order poppies and then hand over the accounts in August. Mrs Cunningham offered to store the poppy wreaths in future.

Action: Mrs O’Neill & Mrs Cunningham
Date of next meeting : Monday, 13th June 2011, following the 2011 AGM
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