
Hellifield Parish Council Extraordinary Meeting Minutes
Thursday 5 December 2024 6:00pm – Wesley Chapel, Haw Grove
Attendees: 
Chairman Julian Sleath, Vice Chairman Wayne Harding, Councillors Neil Bates, Karen  Dunwoodie, Sophie Lemal, Harriet Maddock and Wendy Robinson plus 16 members of the public.

AGENDA: Councillors to discuss and agree by way of formal vote the action that HPC will take regarding the current amended planning application for the Flashes.

Details: 2020/21553/OUT Proposal: Outline application with some matters reserved for the development of up to 73 lodges, reception cabin with parking, and landscaping including ground modelling and water features (resubmission of previous application 42/2016/17496 refused 28 March 2019) Location: Land To The East Of Waterside Lane, Hellifield BD23 4HJ (The Flashes)

Chairman Julian Sleath addressed the meeting and detailed the following: 
· A short introduction was being given to enable clear understanding of meeting purpose

· Councillors were asked to declare any interests. None declared. 

· Confirmed meeting to decide on HPC proposed response (if any) to the Flashes planning application

· Background supplied – going on for years culminating in last week’s Public meeting so public could raise matters of concern regarding Flashes Application. This meeting not a repeat of that

· Full info required by NYC Planning (incl Environmental Impact Assessment - EIA) has not been supplied. Until this is received, I believe the planning committee will not make a decision.

· HPC has no authority / no decision making power / no ‘golden ticket’ relating to any power or influence – HPC are just one more consultee making a comment

· Consultation period ended yesterday (4 Dec) – HPC consulted with NYC Planning re this meeting. They agreed HPC could submit comments shortly afterwards, which will be done (Facebook comments indicate 17 Dec may be a different closing date for Councils to comment, this is not the case)

· Many members of the public have already submitted comments. If you still want to do so, although final date has passed, I am fairly confident (no guarantee) that anything submitted in near future will be included. Recommend urgency if not yet done.
Chairman Julian Sleath went on to confirm the meeting format and procedures:
Meeting format 

· 15 minutes for members of the public to speak - must be relevant to the agenda item above.
· Balance of meeting - Councillors to discuss and decide on response (if any). No public participation. 

· Councillors will Vote on response (if any)

Meeting procedure

· Public participation to be closed after 15 mins

· If there are a number wishing to speak, each individual limited to max of 3 mins up to the 15 mins total.

· Anyone wishing to speak should raise their hand and the Chair will indicate who should speak next. 

· Anyone speaking should state their name and confirm they are resident of Hellifield Parish

· Any comments by members of the public to be submitted through the Chair. 

· There will be no debate or discussion between members of HPC and members of the public 

· If any representations are not on subject (HPC decision/response on amended planning application) they will be cut short

· Public participation will close promptly after 15 minutes

· Meeting to continue with discussion, decision and vote by HPC on how to proceed

· Meeting to conclude by 7pm

The Chairman confirmed that it was time for the public participation to commence. Clerk to record the time.
· Trevor Metcalfe (resident of Hellifield) had questions to ask. 

1. Will HPC Councillors be required to declare any interests?

2. HPC has opposed the applications twice in the past and will look foolish if no objection made now given only minor changes to the application. If the application is supported, developers may decide to increase the size of the development again

· Paul Emsley (resident of Hellifield)

1. How can the discussion be finalised when there is no EIA report? Cllr Sleath agreed with Paul Emsley and confirmed that so far as he is aware no EIA has been received but that he thought that one of the proposals that he would be suggesting be put to a vote would go some way to addressing the issue being raised (by Paul).

· Trevor Metcalfe said that the Flashes are part of Hellifield’s heritage and it would be a shame to lose it.

This ended the Public Discussion period as no further comments or questions were raised.
The Chairman confirmed it was now open to the Council to consider and make comments, taking into account various proposal options he had sent to the Councillors before the meeting (below), or any other proposals Councillors wished to make: 

1) HPC puts in an objection

2) HPC supports the amended application.

3) HPC does neither of the above and submits no comment but just lets individuals submit their own comments/objections (or support) to NYC which incidentally Simon Myers said was a very effective way of getting a view across, as the more comments/objections the better and more likely to be taken notice of.
4) Halfway house and HPC says it wants to comment but doesn't have enough information until full information e.g. Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), etc is available, but no guarantee the HPC will be able to comment later.
5) Regarding amended planning application no. 2020/21553/OUT. Hellifield Parish Council ("HPC") in the absence of availability of full information (including the requested EIA) has no alternative but to object to this proposal and recommend refusal of the same. 

Should full information (including Environmental Impact Assessment) subsequently become available which materially changes what is currently believed/thought to be the situation regarding this site then HPC may possibly review and or modify it's comments/decision to object or the terms of it's objection accordingly

The Chairman then pointed out:

1. Whilst declaring an interest is a matter for an individual concerned to decide on themself. He does not believe (as has been raised on social media and here at the meeting) that mere ownership of  shop in the village constitutes an ‘interest’ as such requiring a statement of interest.
2. Any changes between comments/objections now and those made previously do not amount to, as has been mentioned, a ‘u-turn’ as the councils which made comments previously were different councils entirely to the current council and, with the exception of the Chairman, comprised of entirely different members.
3. Councillors should speak in alphabetical order (surname) after initial comments by Cllrs Dunwoodie and Robinson who had been set the task of preparing a draft potential formal objection.
· Cllr Dunwoodie – felt that having been asked to prepare the draft objection for submission, it was a surprise to then have to have a further meeting to discuss this. However objection prepared largely in line with the last one from 2017. Some changes had been made to make it relevant to current application.
The Chairman agreed that the objective was to prepare a draft objection and bring it back to the table to be approved, however in between time, others had raised differing views, hence the extraordinary meeting.
· Cllr Robinson – stated that she respects others views including those who support the planning application and was sorry that they had felt reluctant to voice their opinions. 

Cllr Robinson stated however that, after looking at the past history of the Flashes she took on board why others are against the proposals and felt passionate about it. The applicant has not supplied all required relevant information and Craven Council did not act promptly enough when rules were broken. But we must focus on what is happening today and in the future. She asked for any of those supporting the development to go through the objections and give their reasoning for setting them aside. The advantages of employment and trade need to be put alongside the value, not monetary, of the countryside. Cllr Robinson said that we are custodians of the area and it is important to consider what we are bequeathing to future generations.

Cllr Robinson expressed the hope that all fellow Councillors had visited the site recently so as to fully appreciate the nature of the planned development.

· Cllr Bates – confirmed that he agreed with proposal number 5 from the Chairman’s suggested list of possible ways forward for HPC.
· Cllr Harding – stated that taking this from a non-personal position he has had varied views from the public raised, more in favour of the application than against. Younger people mention difficulties being able to survive in today’s economy and support the application whereas the older villagers are more financially stable and are against it. He was also prepared to support proposal number 5.
· Cllr Lemal – commented that she was ‘on the fence’ and could see both sides. She would support  proposal number 5 from the list.

· Cllr Maddock has spoken to a lot of people in the village – many of whom she felt are in favour of the application. She would however support proposal number 5 from the list.
To finalise, the Chairman made a proposal that, with a slight amendment/addition (to the final paragraph of the proposed draft objection) that an objection be formally raised in line with proposal number 5 from his list of suggestions, i.e. that HPC object to the amended application and recommend refusal of planning permission with the caveats and reservations: Should full information (including Environmental Impact Assessment) subsequently become available which materially changes what is currently believed/thought to be the situation regarding this site, then HPC may possibly review and or modify its comments/decision to object or the terms of its objection accordingly.

All Councillors voted unanimously in favour of proposal number 5 as set out above subject to, as discussed, a minor amendment/addition. 

Meeting closed at 6:25pm
Signed           Julie Sleath - Clerk to Hellifield Parish Council – December 2024

