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Present:

Cllr Elaine Woodburn (CBC) Chair, Rhuari Bennett (3KQ), Paul Walker (CBC), Charles Holmes (ABC), Cllr Mike Davidson (ABC), Stewart Kemp (CCC),Chris Shaw (CALC), Guy Richardson (CALC), Cllr Keith Hitchen (CALC), Cllr David Moore (WCSSG), Paul Gardner (Osprey Communications),Gareth Powells (Wood Holmes), Sharon Walker (CBC Notes), Andrew Craze (DECC), Phil Richardson (Galson Sciences)(Item 4), Rob Dickie (GVA), Jon Jones (GVA) – Item 7
1. 
Apologies
1.1 
Apologies from: Cllr Tim Knowles (CCC), Richard Harris (3KQ), Steve Smith (CBC), Richard Griffin (ABC), Paul Feehily (CCC), Peter Kane (GMB)
2. 
Actions & Minutes – Doc 153
	
	16th March 2011 - All Actions complete – matters arising

	3.1
	DECC will now conduct the consultation on site identification process instead of NDA

	3.7
	Letter drafted and sent, positive response received from Chamber of Commerce

	8.4
	Virtual Repository subscription renewed for one licence – 3KQ will hold the username details.


2.1 
NDA consultation, para 3.1 of Doc 153.  Upon reflection, the Steering Group decided that it might be confusing for West Cumbrian residents if the NDA organises a separate consultation event on their national framework for site selection.  It risks confusing people who have started to engage with the Partnership’s siting process work, as the Partnership is looking at the West Cumbria specific proposals, whilst the NDA is looking at a national framework.
3. 
Updates
3.1 Siting process development. As mentioned at the last Steering Group meeting, concerns have been raised by representatives of Gosforth and Ponsonby parish councils about the siting process, emphasising views from CALC more generally. 3KQ and Fred Barker (as the author of the Partnership's siting paper) have started to explore with CALC what options exist for developing the siting process in ways that can address those concerns and result in a siting process that is fair, robust and workable to all parties.  In part this involves starting to define what a future partnership in Stage 4 might look like.  Discussions are underway and will come back to the TRG and Steering Group when further developed.
3.2 Forum for Stakeholder Confidence conference, Sweden, 4-6th May.  As mentioned in Partnership meetings previously, the NDA have offered to fund three places to this conference.  Marcus Swift (Prospect) and Lindsay Gray (CTiC) are currently attending.  Rhuari has agreed with them that they attend as individual organisations and not formal representatives of the Partnership.  They will write and agree a contact note upon return.
3.3 PSE2 has now closed and preparations have started to draft plans for PSE3.  To make sure that there is adequate time in the programme it is suggested that there be 2 extra Partnership Meetings in January/February 2012.  The first suggestion is that the Steering Group scheduled for 12th January 2012 changes to a Partnership meeting in addition to the one on 26th January, and another one is scheduled for February, more details to follow when arrangements have been finalised.
3.4 Charles Holmes raised the application for an authorisation for the Waste Recycling Group (WRG) to dispose of very low level nuclear waste at Lillyhall.  There were earlier concerns about WRG’s application but the EA are now minded to grant the permit.  Allerdale BC have asked for a meeting with Andrew Fairhurst because of the timing of the impact of PSE.  The Steering Group agreed that the issue was not of direct relevance to MRWS so should be discussed outside the meeting today.
3.5 Elaine Woodburn has been approached by a concerned ward councillor with regard to the issue of how parish consultation is being dealt with, and expressed a wish that they would like consultation individually.  CALC has a mandate to represent all parishes in Cumbria.
3.6 During PSE2 all parish councils had various opportunities to engage in consultation i.e. Discussion Pack, Workshops etc and it is envisaged that there will be the same or more opportunities in PSE3.

4. 
Community Benefit Principles
4.1 Rhuari introduced this item and the Group looked at the revised document and the accompanying draft letter to DECC.  The purpose is to make sure that the community is getting enough reassurance up to the end of Stage 3 to be able to take a decision one way or the other.  The principles would form the starting point of Stage 4 discussions if the process moves forward.  In order to draft these Principles the sub-group met, secured external support and included DECC at the earliest opportunity.  Discussions followed concerning the wording and content of the report.  DECC reported that they still had some concerns about the drafting of certain principles which may require some minor drafting changes and these had been circulated to the sub-group without time yet to discuss each particular point.  

4.2 There were differing points of view about how to progress this report.  Stewart asked should we review these with the outcome of PSE2 before finalising the report.
4.3 David Moore said that it is important that we have a set of principles to show the general public so they have confidence to be able to support the process.

4.4 Stewart Kemp said for reasons of transparency he would prefer to submit the present document to DECC for their comments. 
4.5 Following discussions a decision was made that the Community Benefits sub-group need to have a further discussion before this is taken to the Partnership. Action: CB Sub-Group
5. 
Evaluation
5.1 Gareth circulated his presentation and a draft interim evaluation report was available.  The slides covered the Executive Summary and headline findings.  Any comment should be fed back to Gareth before 6th April 2011. Action ALL
5.2 This report will be put forward to the Partnership Meeting on 14th April 2011.
6. 
PSE2 Results
6.1
Draft 4 of the PSE Full Issues Report was circulated.  The Steering Group will consider the results and provide comment as appropriate.  This consists of a summary report with 6 Key Questions for the Partnership. The Steering Group was content with the key questions suggested for discussion by the Partnership on 14th April. 
6.2 
Comments by email to Rhuari Bennett Action ALL
7.
Impacts Research Results
7.1 
Stewart Kemp, on behalf of the Impacts Sub-Group, reminded the Steering Group that there had been two main strands of work undertaken.  The first was to map the expected impacts from a facility and identify when each impact could be assessed, by whom, and through what channel or report.  This initial mapping had identified the need for some additional research on the perceptions of the area if a facility were to proceed.  GVA had been procured to conduct this research, and were today presenting the results.
7.2       GVA attended to present their interim findings and provide guidance required before the Partnership Meeting on 14th April.  GVA presented the results via a slide show.  Questions and discussion covered the methodology, as well as some clarifications on the actual results e.g. to what extent people meant 'jobs in the long term' when they believed the facility would lead to employment opportunities.  The results were noted as not being fully statistically significant, but still of real value nevertheless: they could be relied upon to be indicative of people's views.

7.3
It was agreed that a narrative executive summary should be written and circulated to the Partnership in advance of the meeting on 14th April, with at least the full slides in support, if not a full narrative report.  It was noted that the full slide presentation was too long to show the Partnership on 14th April: the methodology could be reduced as well as some of the 'expected' results.  The presentation should focus on the areas which are either particularly interesting or surprising.
Actions.  All SG members are to review the slides and provide GVA (jon.jones@gva.co.uk) with comments on any factual errors identified e.g. name changes of organisational names etc, by end of 6 April 2011.

8. 
Any other business
8.1
None
9.
Actions
	
	ACTION
	WHO

	Agenda Item 3 - Updates
	

	
	None
	

	Agenda Item 4 – Community Benefit Principles
	

	4.5
	Further discussion and draft of principles
	ComBen Sub G

	Agenda Item 5 – Evaluation
	

	5.1
	Comments on interim report – 6th April
	ALL

	Agenda Item 6 – PSE Results
	

	6.2
	Comments to Rhuari
	ALL

	Agenda Item 7 – Impacts Research

	7.3
	Comments to GVA Grimley – 6th April
	ALL

	Agenda Item 8 – Any other business
	

	
	None
	


West Cumbria MRWS Partnership                         Page 4 of 4
Document 155

