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Present:

Cllr Elaine Woodburn (CBC), Rhuari Bennett (3KQ), Paul Walker (CBC), Steve Smith (CBC), Cllr Michael Heaslip (ABC), Richard Griffin (ABC), Stewart Kemp (CCC), Paul Feehily (CCC), Cllr Keith Hitchen (CALC), Chris Shaw (CALC), Guy Richardson (CALC), Paul Gardner (Osprey Communications), Stuart Smith(Wood Holmes), Richard Harris (3KQ), Cath Little (CBC)
1. 
Apologies
1.1 Apologies from: Cllr Tim Knowles (CCC), Cllr Alan Smith (ABC), Peter Kane (GMB)
1.2 In the absence of Cllr Allan Smith (ABC) Chair, Richard Harris (3KQ) chaired the meeting.

1.3 A discussion took place around the regular non-attendance of some Members at the Partnership and Steering Group meetings. It was agreed that RB would re emphasise the importance of regular attendance to the relevant Member organisations, in particular GMB/Unite.
2. 
Actions & Minutes – Doc 213
	3.13
	Action completed, the results are an agenda item for today’s meeting. Apologies were received from DECC for the short notice of the response


	5.
	DECC Consultation on Siting Process is deferred to 9th September SG meeting.


	5.1
	Responses from local authority officers (CBC & CCC) still to be circulated. Responses to be circulated to the Group by 6th September.



2.1       Updates
2.1.1 Procurement of Consultant – Re Brand Protection Project
RB outlined the process being used to assist in the appointment of the consultants to do the brand protection work being headed by Cumbria Tourism and Cumbria Chamber of Commerce on behalf of the Partnership.

An interview/assessment panel will be headed up by Cumbria Tourism and Cumbria Chamber of Commerce along with any other Members who wish to be involved. 
Following discussions it was decided that CBC and CCC would volunteer to be part of the panel. Feedback received from LDNPA to Rhuari was they would initially be on the panel but if they were happy with the candidates they would drop out at interview stage.

MJH raised a point of concern around the project brief that went to the consultants. The concern was that we need to make sure that the research asked for concentrates on the impact of GDF only and not on the impact of the nuclear industry in general.

It was agreed that the steering of the process should come under the umbrella of the Community Benefits Sub Group.

Action: RB to talk to Richard Greenwood around the steering of the process  

2.1.2 NDA - Acceleration of the Geological Disposal Programme
The NDA have suggested a short presentation slot at the September or October SG meeting in order to share with the Members the initial potential options identified for acceleration of the geological disposal programme.

Although this proposal may only be an aspiration of Government, the Steering Group has serious concerns which need to be expressed. 
It was agreed that a letter would be drafted to Charles Hendry, Minister of State at DECC expressing the concerns of the Partnership and the risk of accelerating the process. The letter will include an offer to come and explain the reasoning behind the thinking. The Partnership although potentially not in agreement needs to have a view and an understanding going into PSE 3 in order to answer any questions that might be asked by the public.  
RB will make sure that DECC is well aware of the situation.

At this time the SG will decline the potential options update offer from the NDA. 

Action: RB to draft a letter and send to SG Members for comment.
2.1.3 MoU

SS advised that the Principal Authorities MoU has now been agreed.

The document will be tidied up and circulated to the Partnership.
2.1.4 3KQ - RB informed the Group of a potential opportunity for 3KQ to bid for the consultancy to support NDA in their non-MRWS Partnership engagement work. 
A discussion took place around possible conflicts of interest and the public perception view. Although the public perception view may be of some concern the SG cannot dictate what work 3KQ decides to take on.
3KQ are still considering their position and will keep the accountable body and Steering Group informed once a decision has been reached. [Since the meeting, 3KQ have withdrawn from this bidding process so as to avoid any potential conflict of interest arising].
2.1.2    Exhibitions Stands – PG asked for assistance if at all possible from Partnership Members for the Millom & Broughton Show on Saturday 27th Aug and at Keswick on Monday 29th Aug.
DVD - PG advised that he would be circulating the last draft DVD script early next week for final comment. Any thoughts and comments need to be circulated to Paul as soon as possible.
3. 
Community Benefits
1.1. PW introduced this item and gave an outline of the background to it. The letter

and amended response to the Partnership’s Community Benefits Principles from DECC, previously circulated, was discussed.

1.2. It was generally agreed amongst members that the revised response from DECC to the Partnership’s Community Benefits Principles met the requested clarification/revision and that the new cover letter agreed the principles as a basis for negotiation in a potential Stage 4.  
1.3. A discussion to place around compensation vs mitigation in Principle 5. There are two distinct paragraphs, planning issues the first impact and then the siting process. It was agreed that further clarification and a drafting fix is needed.
1.4. Some Members questioned the reference to the West Cumbria Strategic Forum in Principle 12. It was agreed that this is only used as an example of engagement and does not need to be changed or removed.
4. 
Community Benefits: Property and Blight
4.1 The Community Benefits Sub group have touched on idea of property valuations. However there was nothing in particular agreed that the Partnership should do on the issue within the current Work Programme.
The following three options were discussed as possible ways forward:
1) Do Nothing – note to tackle in Stage 4 if relevant

2) Collate Knowledge from UK & abroad 
· Use of PVP’s, how they work, rates of take up. 
· Galson Sciences commissioned for 1.5 day max. 
· Note a PVP needs writing.
3) Develop a PVP – and agreed it with DECC Quantity surveyors working with PV economic development units – Cost (unknown) could investigate
4.2 Following discussions it was agreed that Option 2 is the way forward assuming provision within the existing budget. The issue should also be highlighted in PSE3.   
Action: RB to contact Galson Sciences to commission the work detailed in Option 2 
5. 
Siting Process
5.1 Following the 18th September meeting re the Siting Process an action was taken by 3KQ to draft a con doc chapter on the Siting Process. The document was circulated but further read time was allotted in the meeting.  

In order to move forward agreement or amendment of the current words in this chapter needs to be done as everyone needs to be comfortable with what it says. A lengthy discussion followed around the Community Involvement text in the document. 
5.2 GR expressed concern that the document had only been received the evening before the meeting. Initial thoughts from CALC were that the document is a long way away from where they want to be and that it is so much different to doc 186.
5.3 SK said that CCC felt that 95% was there in text and context but some bits need to be ironed out. There is a need to realistically manage the expectations in stage 4. 

5.4 EW said she thought that the summary text covered the issues well.

5.5 CALC agreed to consider what changes could be made to meet the needs of  their constituents. What do they see in Doc 186 that is missing, and what form of words will satisfy?
Action: CALC with help from RH draft the next version of the siting chapter of the Con Doc 
5.6 RH & RB to do soundings with local authorities.
6. 
Consultation Document
6.1
RB gave an update on the present con doc drafting situation and highlighted the following priority timetable. 

      Con Doc Steps


            5th Sept      
                                                                                                        Amendments
            9th Sept 

          12th Sept      Draft 4 to Partnership prior to meeting                    Pilot

          20th Sept


                                                                                                        Amendments 
            3rd Oct        Draft 5 to SG


          10th Oct

         
 17th Oct       PSE 3 starts   (ends 20th January 2012)
Action: All Members are asked to commit to working towards the timeline and ensure that diary time is blocked out around the circulation of the Con Doc. 

7.
Any other business
7.1 
No other business
8.
Actions
	
	ACTION
	WHO

	Agenda Item 2.1 Updates
	

	2.1.1
	RB to talk to Richard Greenwood around the steering of the Branding Project process  
	RB

	2.1.2
	Draft a letter to Minister and send to SG Members for comment.
	RB

	Agenda Item 3 –Community Benefits
	

	
	No actions required
	

	Agenda Item 4 – Community Benefits: Property & Blight
	

	4.2
	Contact Galson Sciences with a view to commissioning the work detailed in Option 2 around property value protection
	RB

	Agenda Item 5 – Siting Process
	

	5.5  
	CALC with help from RH draft the next version of the siting chapter of the Con Doc 
	CALC & 3KQ

	Agenda Item 6 – Consultation Document
	

	6.1
	Commit to working towards timeline and ensure diary time around the circulation of the Con Doc.
	ALL

	Agenda Item 7 – Any other business
	

	
	No other business
	


Draft 3 to Partnership for email comments & SG discussion





Partnership Meeting





SG Sign off
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