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1) Updates, general actions, actions carried over & future meeting dates/changes

Community Events.  Jenny is working on venues and will send out a full list when they are finalised.  
Residents’ Panel/Pilot of Consultation Document.  Paul/Rhuari are now going to run the pilot sessions of the Consultation Document and 8-page overview document with support from Helen/Chris.  
Translation of Consultation Document.  AWAZ have confirmed they would like a Bengali translation of the Consultation Document and are sending us contact details for the people they use for translations.  Agreed that it would be useful to seek confirmation that they will definitely run an event before committing to the cost.  Helen can provide a text only version of the Con Doc if required.  Action – Jenny to seek assurance that an event will be run by AWAZ.
DVD.  A draft script has been circulated to the PSE Sub-Group by Paul for comments.  The aim is to discuss the subsequent amended draft with the Steering Group on 9th Sept.  

Youth Engagement.  Following input from Connexions, Jenny/Kieran will liaise over whether to contact Brathay or not.

Invoicing Copeland.  Copeland now need purchase orders for any invoices to be submitted to/paid by Copeland.  Action All - Liaise with Cath/Ian and copy in Rhuari when purchase orders are needed. 
Future meetings – 2 further meeting dates are being sought in September and October.  Action –  Jane to send Doodle links and All to respond to confirm availability.

2) Consultation Document

Current plan/timescales:

· End of 31st August – Draft 3 to PSE Sub-Group, TRG and DECC/NDA for fact check.

· 5th Sept – Draft 4 to Partnership and Plain English Society.

· 9th Sept – Deadline for comments on Draft 4.

· Early w/c 12th Sept – Draft 5 to go to Partnership (for discussion and sign off at 20th Sept Partnership meeting) and for legal review.

· 14th Sept – Pilot with Residents’ Panel.

· 20th Sept onwards – Following the Partnership meeting it is intended that any final amendments will be mandated to the Steering Group on 10th October.  Proofreading will also take place at this stage.  

· 10th October – Final sign off by Steering Group.

· 17th October (provisional) – Consultation Document ready and PSE3 commences.  

The Partnership will therefore have two opportunities to comment – once remotely, and once in the Partnership meeting.  It is hoped that any final editorial tweaks will be delegated to the Steering Group.

Timescales and unresolved issues.  It was acknowledged that there are concerns re the planned timescales as there are still issues that have not been resolved, including DECC’s response to the principles for Community Benefits, and differences of view in the Partnership on the siting process.  It was noted that whilst the PSE Sub-Group is currently working towards the above timescales, the contingency is to delay the whole programme until the issues are resolved or a way forward is found.  It was also noted that, whilst one option is to have two different views in the Consultation Document, this would also have implications for the opinion survey.  

Concerns were also noted about the time that it might take to get DECC/NDA’s approval of some of the wording in the various documents, particularly with regard to summarising some of the things that they have agreed to in a form that is acceptable to them.

Structure of the document.  The feedback on Draft 2 has been that the structure is much better – it was agreed that no overall restructure is needed.

Design.  Initial designs are looking good, a few tweaks to be made.  The Partnership will see a designed version of a chapter alongside Draft 4 of the full document.

DVD script and images/comparison.  It was felt that it had been very useful to put comparisons about sizes of above ground and underground facilities into the script.  Agreed that would be useful to do this in other comms as well (e.g. comparisons with size of Sellafield, football pitches, double-decker buses etc. – it was noted that any comparisons should be ones that people in West Cumbria are likely to relate to).  It was also noted that we need to discuss footprint and depth of the underground facilities to make it clear that it could be on one or many levels (e.g. compare to car parks/multi-storey).  A discussion was held about using miles/kilometres and it was agreed that sticking with km is OK if it is alongside useful comparisons.

Action – Helen to clarify with NDA whether their figure of 1 to 1.5 square km for the surface facilities is just for the buildings or for the whole site.  

Action – Paul to consider best comparators and graphics to use to explain scale of facilities in Con Doc, DVD and 8-page overview document.

Residents’ Panel/Pilot of Consultation Document.  The Residents’ Panel is being used to pilot the Consultation Document as they have some prior knowledge/interest.  The 8-pager will be piloted with a group with ‘fresh eyes’.  

Actions:

· Kieran/Rhuari/Helen to discuss using Citizens’ Group contact list to seek this second group.
· All – Ask friends/relatives to read the 8-pager and provide comments w/c 12th Sept.
Issues.  A number of issues that have been raised in the various rounds of comments on the draft document were discussed.  Amendments have been incorporated into Draft 3.  A number of items will be left uncompleted until further work is carried out including: ‘Roles, responsibilities and decision making’ and ‘Siting Process’.
Partnership contact details.  It was agreed that a list of Partnership member names and contact details will be included as an appendix to the report – for the councils and CALC this will be elected members and not officers, for other organisations it will be the key contact(s).  Action – Jane to check with non-council members who the key contact(s) should be and seek/confirm phone numbers for all.  

8-page summary/overview document.  The first draft had been circulated to the PSE Sub-Group for all to submit comments to Paul before it is sent to the Steering Group.  Graphic design is under way.   A number of issues were discussed including:

· Whether critical comments should be included as a 2-page centre spread as originally planned.  There were concerns about losing space for other content and it was suggested that critical could be put into the newsletter which will be sent out part way through PSE3.  Advertorials/articles in Your Cumbria/other publications are also planned, but as they need to be shorter, it was agreed that they are not appropriate for critical views.
· Whether the 8-pager is intended as a summary of the Consultation Document or a newsletter explaining the highlights of the full document.  Some felt that the consultation document needs to have a summarised version.  There were also some concerns about classifying it as a newsletter as this does not distinguish it from other/previous newsletters, and also gives it a shelf life that is shorter than PSE3.  It was agreed that it would be useful to refer to the document as an ‘overview’ rather than a summary.  

Options for inputting to the consultation.  Rhuari explained that there are two ways of inputting to the consultation – via the full questionnaire or via comments cards/slips.  The intention is that both will be included in the analysis, with the comments cards being reported as a separate section to the questionnaire responses in the consultation report.  Concerns were expressed that people should not be made to feel that submissions made on comments cards are any less worthy than full consultation responses.  
Wood Holmes supported the use of a comments slip and also noted that too much weight should not be put on the views of those who have read the consultation document as this is not how democracy works.  It was also suggested that there is a need to be explicit about how people’s views will be used.

Other actions

· Wood Holmes.  Analyse whether people do not need to look at the supporting documents to answer the questions.

· Helen.  Draft wording of question for the comments card/slip, and draw up a flowchart and wording to explain how views will be fed into and used by the Partnership in coming to its final conclusions.

· All.  Submit further/detailed comments to Paul on the 8-page document.
· Jane.  Review information needed on comments card for database sign-ups.
3) Appointment of expert reviewers for opinion survey

Following a decision at the PSE Sub-Group meeting on 27th July to restart the tender process, the 13 resulting submissions were considered.  It was agreed that Dr Sandy Ochojana of Survey Doctor and Professor Sturgiss would be appointed (subject to confirmation of his availability to deliver the outcomes to the required timescales).  
Actions:

· Kieran to commence official appointment process with CCC procurement team.

· Rhuari to manage the process during Kieran’s paternity leave with a view to setting up initial meetings in early October.

4) Equality Impact Assessment
The Partnership’s accessibility statement was discussed and it was confirmed that the aim is to find venues that meet as many accessibility requirements as possible (see Document 191).  It was also acknowledged that there are few venues in West Cumbria that meet all the requirements, however the Partnership is committed to making every effort to meet a broad range of requirements and the offer is made to endeavour to meet any requests that are asked for in advance.
It was agreed that accessibility requirements need to be considered for the DVD e.g. transcript and/or subtitles, Braille, audio transcriptions etc.  
Concerns were also raised about only highlighting Women’s Institute as the main way of dealing with under-representation of women.  It was however agreed that many ways are being used to provide blanket coverage and WI was just one example of having specifically attempted to target women.
Actions:

· Paul – Add section on accessibility to the 8-page overview document.  

· Rhuari – Add further content to the EIA to reflect the actions undertaken as a strategic response to try to engage with some of the normally underrepresented groups e.g. women and younger people.
· Ian/Kieran – Ask their equalities team to look over the document.  
· Rhuari – Ask Richard Griffin to ask Allerdale to do the same. 

5) Update on advertising on TV/Radio
Paul gave an update on rules for paying for adverts on TV (and possibly radio although the rules are not as clear) whereby you are not allowed to pay to run political adverts on TV.  An example was given of a previous ruling by Ofcom that determined that an advert was not acceptable because a) the wording was politically biased, and b) it sent people to a website that asked for a yes/no vote.  The first is less of an issue as we can make sure that the wording of any advert is very neutral, however the second is of more concern as we will be pointing people to a consultation that asks for a response.
Clearcast and RACC are intermediary organisations that try to remove the risk to broadcasters.  They have both said that we can submit copy for an advert for them to look at, however whilst it might be possible to get it through them it does not give absolute certainty that a ruling by Ofcom would not subsequently go against the broadcaster/the Partnership.  The rules for broadcasting are stronger than for other things e.g. posters etc. The rules for radio are not clear however the local stations appear to be happy to run adverts without going through a checking process.

Concerns were expressed about the implications of receiving a ruling that any advert is not reasonable, or that it is political or biased, however it was also agreed that it is very valuable to do TV and radio advertising.  It was agreed that the idea should be pursued and that the script should be given to Clearcast and reviewed by lawyers.

Action – Paul to pursue with Clearcast and, via Steve Smith, to check out the competence of Wragge’s in dealing with a legal review.   

6) Exhibition Stands
It was agreed that these have been very effective to date in raising awareness, with shows being more effective than the town centre stands.  It was agreed that it is OK not to do the full 20 that were originally planned and that the focus should instead be switched to the community events during PSE3.  
7) Other Actions:

· Kieran – Following restructure of area teams, contact new area team manager for Copeland/Allerdale to provide update and ask for provision of labels for letters to neighbourhood forums distribution list. 

· Jane/Kieran – Consider whether to offer briefings/update on the process to the new area team managers, mindful of their workloads and impending changes to the structure/set up of neighbourhood forums.

· Jane/Jenny/Kieran – Discuss contacting new area team managers for rest of Cumbria regarding promoting Community Events via their distribution lists.
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