Rhodesia Parish Council
Minutes of the Meeting of the Parish Council held on 3rd July 2024
Present:
Councillors K Pigott (Chair), P Hancock and M Leadbeater.
M Welch (Clerk).

There was one member of the public present.

Problems with litter in the Lane behind houses was discussed, the Chairman will send details to Councillor Pressley along with photos to see if he can help.

The motorbikes were discussed, councillors agreed to ask Councillor Pressley if he can help with this.  The allotments were reported as being a mess, this is on the agenda for discussion this meeting.  The Chairman had met with Councillor Pressley and John Foster, a poll has been put on Facebook.

A new gate was installed yesterday, Pete was unable to get through for mowing as we do not have keys, Councillors agreed to ask Councillor Pressley about the keys for the gate.

1. Apologies for absence 
Apologies were received from Councillors C Creasey, S Fielding and District Councillor Pressley.

2. Declaration of Interest
There were no declarations of interest.

3. To approve the minutes of the meeting held on 5th June 2024
The minutes of the Meeting held on 5th June, copies of which had been previously circulated to members were confirmed as a true record and were signed.

4. Matters arising
a) Vacancies
An email from Bassetlaw has been circulated, we can now advertise the vacancy for co-option.  Resolved – the Chairman will advertise this on Facebook and it will be discussed further at the next meeting.

b) Village Hall – Shelving, door
As agreed previously the Chairman had met the lady about refurbishing the hall and reported that match funding would be available if we join for a cost of £95.  Details of a paint scheme were also discussed.  Resolved – Councillor Pigott proposed we join the scheme, seconded by Councillor Hancock and agreed.

c) Allotments 
The problems were discussed and a suggestion was made that it may be possible to turn them onto a community garden, there were concerns about who would maintain this.  The clerk agreed to look into this further and circulate information for discussion at the next meeting.

d) Flooding/Aqua sacs/Flood Cabin   
This was deferred again as Councillor Fielding was making further enquiries.


e) Mining Memorial
The Chairman has been round the village and taken photos which were discussed.  There were two possible sites identified one at the top end of the village and one by the bungalows in front of the grit box, both previously had seats there and are thought to be County Council land.  Councillors agreed to discuss this further at the next meeting.

f) Speed signs
This was deferred again as Councillor Fielding was making further enquiries.

g) Asset Register
A draft document has been circulated by the clerk.  Resolved – Councillor Pigott proposed this be accepted, seconded by Councillor Leadbeater and agreed.

h) Training
Details of training courses have been circulated to councillors.  Councillor Piggott proposed councillors should contact the clerk if they are able to attend any of these and she will submit details, seconded by Councillor Hancock.

i) Caretaker
The clerk wrote to the caretaker asking for details of when he is going into the village hall, it was reported that he has entered some details on the book.  The chairman proposed the clerk email him again asking for the hours, seconded by Councillor Hancock.

The village hall windows need cleaning and the egg stain is too high to be reached safely.  Councillor Hancock offered to get a quote for the windows to be cleaned.  Resolved – Councillor Pigott proposed up to £20 be spent on cleaning the windows, seconded by Councillor Hancock and agreed.
  
[bookmark: _Hlk144354647]5. New Business  
 a) Overgrown Hedges
The chairman reported that someone had been hit by a car whilst walking round an overgrown hedge and that two overgrown hedges have been reported to County Councillor Fielding and District Councillor Pressley, the clerk was asked to chase this up.

The area mown by Pete is getting smaller due to the overgrown edges, the clerk was asked to contact him to ask for them to be strimmed, Councillor Leadbeater will forward his contact details to the clerk.

 b) Mabel Street and Winifred Street - Prohibition of parking
An email received has been circulated to councillors.

6. Planning
a) New Applications.
Envale UK - Development of a Plastic Chemical Recycling Facility and Energy Recovery
Facility with Integrated Materials Recovery Area, along with Associated Development
Including Car Parking, Boundary Treatment and Fencing, Hard and Soft Landscaping and
Ecological Enhancement – Councillors agreed to object stating that:-

1) The proposal would not be appropriate for the location given the anticipated adverse impacts of the proposed use

2) The proximity is proposed to be too close to residential communities and sensitive receptors.

3) Environmental pollution is not negligible and will have a negative impact on residents’ mental and physical health and wellbeing and the surrounding rural area and environment.

4) There are known risks of harm to people and wildlife from the type and amounts of emissions from
incineration facilities. Even if the proposed facility were to operate in accordance with an Environmental Permit, it would still give rise to adverse impacts that should weigh against the proposal in the planning process. It is important that full account is taken, as part of the planning process, of cumulative pollution impacts – including those relating to traffic.

5) The original designation for the land is now unsuitable for the proposed purposes.

6) The proposed development will have further and increased negative effects and impacts on the area, including damage to the nature and character of the area.

7) The community wishes to retain and promote the current development direction of the area, which includes an increase in mixed use residential housing, a range of recreational, leisure and retail facilities which continue to be sited within a rural setting and not negatively impacted by industrial developments. This direction is in line with both local and national strategy and policies to be more “Healthy, Prosperous and Green”.

8) The proposal directly contravenes the direction and requirements detailed within the National and local waste management guidance, including the waste management hierarchy.

9) There are significant concerns in relation to the proposed development’s claims in relation to recycling.

10) The proposed development is not believed to meet the ‘proximity principle’ in relation to waste
management.

11) There is no identifiable or warranted ‘need’ for the proposed development, and it does not align with the local and National strategy and policy direction for waste management.

12) The presence of hazardous materials/substances directly associated with the proposed development would cause environmental pollution and ground contamination which would negatively impact on the health and wellbeing of residents and wildlife within the surrounding area.

13) Traffic generation from the proposed development and associated increase in road traffic congestion and the impact that this will have on increasing harmful environmental pollution is a significant concern.

14) Road access to the site of the proposed development is a significant concern.

15) The impact on Highway safety is a significant concern.

16) The inadequacy of parking, loading and turning facilities associated with the proposed development is a significant concern.

17) The impact on conservation areas, including the impact on protected species and habitats, is a significant concern.

18) The adverse noise and disturbance resulting from the proposed use/development, is a significant concern.

19) The benefits set out in the planning application are considered to be overstated and are outweighed by disbenefits. The contribution of this proposed development to the wider development plans, laid out by local and central government, are not believed to contribute positively to the wider strategy or to the local community.

20) The negative impact of the design, visual appearance, and materials of the proposed development are a significant concern.

21) There are only very limited economic benefits, in terms of jobs creation. The economic benefits to the area are negligible.


24/00360/FUL Construction of Circa 3650sqm of Estate Road (Known as Vesuvius Way) Including Roundabout and Associated Drainage, Signage and Other Necessary Infrastructure to Serve Future Development Plots). – Councillors had no comments

24/00677/FUL Sainsburys Store - Installation of External Plant Equipment and Associated means of Access – councillors had no comments.

b) Decisions
There were no new decisions.

7. Finance
a) Balance – Unity Account £19224.39

b) Payments - the following payments were agreed, Salaries July and August £699.40, insurance £972.34, £70 JMR Landscapes -clearance of weeds, Insurance £972.34 and ICO £35.

The clerk was asked to check the number of residents following the construction of the new houses and to amend the insurance policy accordingly.

c) Banking -Signatories
The forms will be submitted as soon as they have been completed.

d) Audit
Nothing further has been heard.

8. County and District Councillors

9. Correspondence
All other correspondence has been circulated.

10. Date of next meeting
Wednesday 4th September 2024 at 7pm.

The meeting closed at 8.05 pm
