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Present:

Cllr Elaine Woodburn (CBC), Keith Hitchen (CALC), Rhuari Bennett (3KQ), Mike Heaslip (West Cumbria Strategic Partnership), David Moore (WCSSG),  Stewart Kemp (CCC), David Collier (Golder Associates), Paul Gardner (Osprey Communications), Sharon Walker (CBC)
1. Apologies

Fergus McMorrow (CBC), Cllr Tim Knowles (CCC), Chris Shaw (CALC), Cllr M Davidson (ABC), Peter Kane (GMB), Charles Holmes (ABC)
2. 
Actions and updates from last meeting (Doc 40)

	8
	Provision of Blackberry for CALC.  CBC to provide CALC with a Blackberry from CBC’s IT department.  Query about the financing of the Allerdale Blackberry.

	13
	Rhuari to contact organisations on Appendix 6.  LDNPA have now accepted their place on the Partnership.  RB - Ongoing

	14
	Clarify UNITE’s involvement – EW - ongoing


2.1 PSE Update

RB distributed PSE Notes 21st January 2010 (Doc 48) and went through the numbered decisions and the actions associated.    

2.2 Discussions around the effectiveness of the leaflet distribution.  There was a spike in website hits around the time of the leaflet distribution.  The Steering Group’s feedback would be to look at effectiveness and delivery.  

2.3 Residents panel in place, all day 6th February 2010 through Vision Twenty One at the Copeland Centre.  The results and views from this will feed into the PSE Round 1.

2.4 Neighbourhood Forums – the delayed forums could be April to June, explore options for a way forward.  One suggestion is that Allerdale’s CCC Forum have a distribution list of between 600-800 recipients that we could send an information DVD to.  Suggestion that during the PSE round 2 we do the same for the Copeland CCC Forums and time the DVD distribution slightly earlier than the meeting.

2.5 Churches Together in Cumbria – Willie Slavin was to speak to this group to advise whether they should be included.  WS feels he can’t speak for the faith community, he could only used as a channel of communication. SG decided that for this particular group an invitation for membership be extended to Revd Lindsay Gray.

2.6 Funding – Schedules sent to DECC.  DECC have asked that written confirmation from each of the Principal Authorities that the figures are accurate for 2009/2010 and evidence will be required if an audit takes place.  From April 2010 Principal Authorities & CALC should keep records of time for Members & Officers for audit purposes.

2.7 Elaine Woodburn & Tim Knowles will do a presentation to West Cumbria Ministerial Strategic Forum on 4th February 2010.  The slides are as the Forum presentation with additional slide.  Slides to be circulated to Steering Group.

2.8 Evaluation – David Collier summarised evaluation activities since the last steering group: an evaluation plan has been agreed and circulated; two neighbourhood forums and a Partnership meeting have been observed; interviews have been completed with Convenor team members; desktop assessments of the Partnership website and equal opportunities issues have been carried out; phone and email contact arrangements have been tested.  Comments have been passed on but no major problems have been identified.  The next 6 week period will include: the first round of stakeholder interviews; review of Partnership issues and feedback to constituencies; review of PSE 1 programme.

3. 
NGO involvement
3.1 3KQ have looked through an extensive list of NGO Groups and although not large there maybe other potential groups to contact e.g. Marianne Birkby, South Lakeland Against Climate Change (SLACC) & Transition South Lakes.  Proposal to send the Newsletter and ask if they want to continue to receive information about the Partnership.

4. 
Energy Coast membership request
4.1 Letter received from Britain’s Energy Coast West Cumbria requesting membership to the Partnership or to have Observer status.  Rhuari had offered Stuart Cowperthwaite the option to receive a presentation to the Partnership, with no response as yet.  Following discussions there was recognition that there was an overlap and the Steering Group would contact the organisation to invite them to attend as public observers at this time and to offer structured liaison: but not to become Members or Observing Members.

5. 
Gosforth proposal from 3KQ

5.1 Paper circulated outlining a potential project to capture ‘Lessons from the Past’ in Gosforth.  Discussions around this paper submitted by Gosforth Parish Council.  Steering Group were concerned that although it could usefully provide learning for the current Partnership, the risks of being seen mistakenly to ‘point the finger’ at a site such as Gosforth was not worth running, and potentially not fair on the parish.  The group also thought that lessons learned where not necessarily limited to the small area of Gosforth.  SK proposal to incorporate into future research on generic impacts. 

6. 
Work Programme 2010/11
6.1 Funding package flows from the Work Programme so need to make sure we roll forward and identify tasks.  Are the proposals OK, are there gaps, should other things be added.  Discussions about particular workstreams and tasks.  RB noted any comments and changes.  RB will update with any changes and issue before the next Partnership meeting, requesting remotely submitted comments from Partnership members.

7. 
Final Report structure
7.1 Paper issued, draft for comment.  Include recommendations in Executive Summary for ease of reporting to Councils.  Otherwise agreed.
8. 
Awareness survey
8.1 Report circulated, summary highlighted.  The group had a discussion about the highlighted summary of results.  Way forward, will be finalised, Press Release to go out, send to Steering Group Principal Authority Members so Councillors can be briefed before publication.  

9. 
Any other business
9.1 
Schedule of meetings to end of 2010 attached.  Please put in your diaries/highlight clashes.

9.2 
Mike Davidson provided details of peer review from Westlakes Scientific Consulting, they have a lot of experience in nuclear in West Cumbria which isn’t really needed for this work – it’s about geology not nuclear, however, if the work went to tender, then it would be open for them.  

10. 
Actions
	
	ACTION
	WHO

	Agenda Item 2 – Actions& Update
	

	2.6
	Invitation for Membership to Churches Together in Cumbria
	RB

	2.7
	Written confirmation that 09/10 figures are correct by Principal Authorities for DECC
	ABC/CBC/CCC

	2.7
	Note: time recording from April 2010 for Principal Authority Members & Officers
	ALL Principal Authorities

	2.8
	Circulate slides – Presentation on 4th February 2010
	EW

	Agenda Item 3- NGO involvement
	

	3.1
	Newsletter to be sent to identified NGO’s
	RB

	Agenda Item 4 – Energy Coast membership request
	

	4.1
	Respond to request from Britain’s Energy Coast to attend meetings
	RB

	Agenda Item 5 – Gosforth proposal from 3KQ
	

	5.1
	SK to incorporate the information into future research on generic impacts
	SK

	Agenda Item 6 – Work Programme 2010/11
	

	6.1
	Any comment to RB asap
	ALL

	6.1
	RB to amend and re-issue at next Partnership Meeting
	RB

	Agenda Item 7 – Final Report structure
	

	
	None reported
	

	Agenda Item 8 – Awareness Survey
	

	8.1
	Press Release – early copies to Councillors
	PG

	Agenda Item 9 – Any other business
	

	9.1 
	Schedule of future dates in diaries
	ALL


Afternoon Session – BGS Peer Review

Andrew Craze from DECC and Andy Parkes from NDA attended in the afternoon to allow the Steering Group to have the opportunity to discuss the BGS Peer Review process and understand how DECC and NDA would fit into the process.

The following points were raised and questions were answered where possible

· BGS process is approximately 6 to 8 weeks from instruction to interim report

· The report will be issued to DECC, NDA, Regulators & community groups i.e Partnership

· Which report do we want peer reviewed?  Is there a difference between interim & final.  Do we want to have it reviewed twice?  Partnership to come to a decision.

· NDA – would review the BGS interim report within 4 weeks of issue. They have a panel of people to do this but it would not be considered to be an independent peer review.

· Who would the report belong to? – DECC on behalf of the Partnership.

· The Partnership would disseminate the information.

· Would there be anything in the public domain between the interim & final reports.  Need to ensure confidentiality.

· The BGS are expecting to present the findings to the Steering Group and the Partnership Meeting.  The Steering Group asked that Andrew Craze feed back to the BGS that they may need to be more involved than they are aware of presently.  PSE round 2 is all about the report and communicating the findings, this will be difficult without the BGS being involved in various ways.

· There will be a section at front of report ‘what the report doesn’t cover’ highlighting the fact that it only covers the underground part of the repository, i.e. the ancillary buildings may be in a different area from the underground.

· The survey area would be 5km around area and out to sea.  What about crossing over to neighbouring authorities.  Look at this when we receive Interim report.

· With regard to the Report.  Suggestion that the Partnership do a forward, would ask that the BGS use ‘Plain English’.  Consider how many copies of this document the Partnership might need.

· Members of the Geological Society would be capable of doing a peer review.  May need members with different skills but no connection with nuclear.  The timescale would depend on the level of detail or specification but an estimate would be1 -2 weeks.  

· The BGS will receive comments from all organisations once the interim report is issued and all those comments are circulated and maybe discussed before final version issued.

· Need to give DECC a clear steer on what the partnership would like.
· Decided to ask Westlakes Scientific Consulting to work with Programme Manager on developing a brief for the peer review, which would then be issued to Geological Society for consideration and potential delivery.  Geological Society identified as the professional society for geologists in the country, and have real expertise and independence.
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