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BARKHAM PARISH COUNCIL
Minutes of meeting of the Barkham Parish Council held on 9th March 2021 on the virtual platform Zoom at 7.30pm.
In accordance with the Local Authorities and Police and Crime Panels (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of Local Authority and Police and Crime Panel Meetings) (England and Wales) Regulations 2020 this meeting was held virtually. 
Present: Mrs Stubbs (in the Chair), Mr G Dexter, Mr Scott, Mr Heyliger, Mr Alborzpour, Mrs Edwards, Mr Bundred, Mr Wrobel, Cllr Kaiser (WBC) and the Clerk. 
21/025 To receive and accept any apologies for absence Local Government Act 1972 Sch12
Mr Loader - Illness

21/026 To receive any declarations of interest on items on the Agenda (Disclosable Pecuniary Interests) Regulations 2012 (SI 2012/1464)
None
21/027 Minutes of the Council Meeting LGA 1972 Sch 12 para 41(1) – 
The minutes of the meeting held on Tuesday 9th February 2021 were approved as a true record, they will be signed at the next physical meeting of the council.
21/028 Public Participation (allotted time 15 minutes) Public Bodies (admissions to meetings) Act 1960 s.1 extended by the LG Act 1972 s.100
Adjournment of the Meeting will be called if any members of the public wish to address the Council on any matters or concerns relating to Barkham.

None

21/029 Planning:
· Planning Applications – To discuss and agree any comments or objections on planning applications received before 9th March 2021.  To include:
Finchampstead Neighbourhood Plan Consultation - Consultation on the draft Finchampstead Neighbourhood Plan will run from Monday 1 February until Friday 19 March 2021. This is the first formal consultation on the Plan in accordance with Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012.
Barkham Parish Council are supportive of the plan.  It is a good document.  There is one comment that the council would like to make.  In light of recent events regarding the solar farm, there is no mention of renewable energy in the document, which the Finchampstead Neighbourhood Plan Group may wish to consider.
Barkham Solar Farm Consultation – Council is to consider their response to the consultation being run by WBC
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The Council discussed the results of the survey.  Cllr Kaiser briefly re-emphasised the need to protect the WBC owned farmland from housing whilst increasing the return on the asset.  He stressed plans for utilising the remaining WBC owned land in Barkham were evolving but speculated that 200 affordable homes would be built, in a few  years’ time, on Rooks Nest Farm (RNF) alongside the parish boundary.  He also suggested that there was not enough room to build the crematorium on RNF as mooted a year ago and that the Rooks Nest Wood SANG may be extended.   He mentioned that the question of housing on Barkham Square has again been raised. 

Mr Bundred had drafted a document detailing the results and findings of the survey for discussion, which the council reviewed.  It was agreed that the response drafted by Mr Bundred would be submitted. 
The response is:
BACKGROUND

During the early stages of the consultation period it was evident that residents had strong views which fell into two distinct groups:

GROUP A) There were mixed feelings that spanned the spectrum from those very much in favour of the move to green energy and those appalled by the negative impact it would have on the countryside, pathways, heritage assets and wildlife.  BPC felt it was necessary to conduct a survey to sample a broader cross section of the population.

GROUP B) There was also dismay and frustration - where was all this going?  With 1800 new homes built or planned for Barkham with another 1700 just over the parish boundaries, 140 homes on the Reading Football Club Training Ground – what will the rest of the WBC owned land be used for?

More recently these fears have been compounded by the revelation that 200 homes are planned for Rooks Nest Farm and the possibility of a crematorium mooted (Reference:  EIA Scoping Package, Appendix F, Pages 97 and 98, dated April 2020).  People questioned the relevance of the 4000 names petition completed in 2018 re further development of the area and the Neighbourhood Plan made in 2020.  BPC was unable to comment - it does not know - it is asking the same questions.


THE SURVEY
The survey was launched by leafleting every household in Barkham - some 1600 addresses, issuing a Barkham Village Development Watch alert and posting on a number of social media sites such as the Finchampstead and Barkham Community page.  

To allow for the extreme pandemic conditions prevailing at the time, a wide range of measures were put in place to collect responses.

Electronic responses were encouraged by providing a QR code link to the online survey as well as supplying a dedicated e-mail address.  For those more at ease with completing a paper version, provision was made for these to be returned via the parish clerk or at dedicated drop-off points established at The Bull public house take-away collection point and Barkham Post Office.


The survey asked three simple questions:

Question 1:  Are you ‘For’, ‘Against’ or ‘Neither for nor against’ the solar farm proposal.

Question 2:  Residents were asked to indicate if they were ‘Concerned’, ‘Unconcerned’ or ‘Neutral’ about seven topics raised during the early discussions such as visual impact, loss of landscape and proximity to the church.
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Question 3: ‘Any other comments,’ followed by a free text field into which residents could add their own comments.

RESPONSE TO THE SURVEY
1. 607 responses were received including 346 from Barkham representing a good distribution across the parish and local area (see Chart 1).


2. Overall, 49% supported the proposed solar farm.  In Barkham, 57% were in favour of the solar farm in contrast to 34% and 44% respectively for Finchampstead and the other parishes (see Chart 2).

Based on the informal discussions and the response to Question 3 (see New Themes below), it is believed the different view expressed by Barkham, which is particularly sensitive to the current level of development and the constant threat of further development, could be attributed to a preference for the solar farm over housing.


3. All seven topics listed in Question 2. were strongly supported.  When charting the total number of concerns against how people voted, it can be seen that many in favour of the project and those who were neither for nor against also had many concerns.  All the concerns need to be mitigated (see Chart 3).

NEW THEMES 

People responding to the survey were invited to complete the catch-all Question 3 and provide additional comments. The full list of comments and concerns from Barkham residents is included as Attachment 1. 


381 respondents from all parishes took advantage of this.  Many of these comments reflected how respondents had voted in the first two questions and these will not be discussed further here except to note the strength of feeling – both ways.  However, four new themes emerged: 

· Why use greenfield sites for this purpose?  Why not focus on brownfield locations?  Why not mount solar arrays on roofs of WBC owned commercial property and on all new build housing?  Why not locate along the motorways where the landscape has already been impacted?  Raised 47 times.


· The process was challenged.  Will the land ever be restored to farming?  Greenfield to brownfield then to housing?  How will the residents benefit?  Has noise and drainage been considered?  Is it cost effective? South of Barkham Ride OK but not to the north and proximity to the Church?  Alternative approaches to climate change?  Flood risks and drainage onto roads?  Excessive scale?  Infrastructure – status of roads?  What is the value of Local and Neighbourhood Plans?  Raised 52 times.


· Many stated a clear preference for the solar farm over housing.  Raised 45 times.


· Concern about the loss of farms when there is increasing emphasis on self-sufficiency and the impact on the livelihood of the tenant farmers.  Raised 34 times.


SPECIAL REQUEST


A representative of St James Church, Barkham has requested that as the churchyard is nearing capacity, an area, say half an acre, is set aside in the adjacent field to allow for expansion of the burial ground.   BPC supporting comment – the extension of the graveyard by at least 0.5 acres, not including screening, should help to allay concerns of the solar farm encroaching on the church in a natural way.

LOCAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL INPUT


Janet Firth (BA Hons) is a trained Archaeologist and, until recently Chair of the Berkshire Archaeology Research Group.  Under the auspices of this group, she has organised field walks over the fields that will, if approved, become the solar farm - details of all the resulting finds have been submitted to the Berkshire 
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Heritage Environment Record (HER).  She is co-author of the popular book – Barkham: A History.  BPC felt her excellent response should be submitted in full and it will be included with the response.


CONCLUSION

The basic message is that the move to green energy and the fear of yet more housing is driving Barkham residents to support the project, although very reluctantly.  There is less support from Finchampstead and the other parishes.  

No matter whether for or against, many concerns were raised which need to be addressed with mitigations put in place.  Several of these mitigations, such as landscape buffers and screening to heritage sites, are alluded to in the EIA scoping document published under Planning Application No. 210046 and should be carefully considered.

Feedback explaining how the concerns expressed will be addressed should be provided to the parishes BEFORE the Planning Application is brought forward.

BPC would welcome, indeed requests, the opportunity to work with the Project Team to address both GROUP A (as in Background) subjects to agree substantive mitigations and GROUP B (as in Background) subjects to be party to the process whereby the future of Barkham, its parish, will be decided.


CHART 1
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CHART 2
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CHART 3
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The Clerk has been contacted by a solar farm expert, who has offered to meet with the councillors to give them information regarding solar farms.  This is offered free of charge.  The Councillors would like to accept the offer.  The Clerk will contact to arrange.
210307 - Land at Arborfield Green Development, Arborfield Garrison, Arborfield, Reading, RG2 9NW

Full application for the proposed change of use of land to provide Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG).
This application was made invalid so is currently withdrawn.  It will be re-issued in due course, when it has been amended and validated.
210460 - High Barn Farm and part of Brook Farm, Barkham
Proposal: Scoping Opinion application to determine the content of an Environmental Impact Assessment for the Installation of a 35 MW (37.98ha) Solar Farm with associated infrastructure, tree planting and landscaping, grid connection and upgrade of Bridleway BARK BR 11

The Scoping document was very thorough in attempting to address many of the concerns raised in the survey and it is important that several of the mitigations such as landscape buffers and screening to heritage sites alluded to in the EIA scoping document are carefully considered.
210391 - 1 Japonica Close, Barkham, RG41 4XJ
Householder application for the proposed single storey side extension, first floor front extension and changes to fenestration

The Council only has one comment on the application. The Council questions the proximity to the pavement on the side extension, as in the plans it looks very close.
· Approved and Refused applications

210194 - Grange Farm, Barkham Road, Barkham, RG41 4TL
Prior approval submission for the erection of an agricultural barn.

This application has been approved by WBC
Mr Scott raised that this has only been able to be approved as WBC dismissed our comments on retaining the access application.  There are concerns that the views of the council are not being taken into account, and this will be raised when the Council meet with the CEO.
210211 - 374 Barkham Road, Barkham, Wokingham, RG41 4DL
Proposal: Householder application for the proposed part conversion of existing

double garage to create habitable accommodation.

This application has been approved by WBC
· Any Other Planning Business
Mrs Stubbs raised that there has been further building work at 17-19 Sandy lane.  New roofs have appeared at the site.  The Clerk will report to the enforcement team.
21/030 External Reports – Report from Ward Councillor Kaiser
The Borough Council is in the process of finalising the budget.  There is good news and bad news.  Bad news is that the council tax will increase by 5%.  2% of the increase is council tax and the other 3% is ringfenced for adult care.  There are currently 52 organisations in Wokingham that are providing adult care.
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Spending is under control. The Council is within £9000 of the budget set last year.

The Town Centre is doing well, it is at 90% occupancy.  The housing in the town is selling well.

There are no official numbers on vaccinations around the country as the Government are not releasing them, but Wokingham is doing well.  The borough is now onto the 50–59-year-old age group.

Covid case numbers in the borough are still improving.  There is slight concern that the numbers will rise as the school’s return, but there is lots of testing underway.  The Council is starting to return to normal with services.

Elections will go ahead in May for the Parishes that require them.  

Market rates are staying the same in the borough, but the Council is offering schemes to help people purchase homes.

There are 2 sets of grants available to businesses, Mandatory and Discretionary.  Mandatory grants are set by the government in legislation, discretionary grants give the council flexibility to decide if people meet the requirements.

Wokingham has recently been announced the healthiest place to live in England.

21/031 Clerks Report
Land at Highlands Avenue

No further progress has been made.  The Clerk has contacted the solicitors again, this time through the website, to request an update and awaits a response.

Item ongoing

Meeting with CEO

The Clerk has emailed the CEO and her assistant and is awaiting a response to arrange this meeting.

Item ongoing

Enforcement Issues

Model Farm – This is under the appeal inspectorate.  The Appeal hearing is set for 10am on 17th March 2021 and is set to last 1 day.

Barkham Manor Farm – This is now under appeal.  The Appeal date is yet to be set.  Representations have been submitted.

Land by Coppid Hill House – Enforcement Officers are due to visit the site to check compliance.  If this has not occurred, prosecution will follow.

The Coombes – The Appeals for the various plots of land are now being held virtually, and are progressing.
Fields behind Langley Common Road and School Road – Reports of activity have been received.  They have been reported to WBC who have investigated.  Whilst clearance has taken place of some shrubs, no breah has occurred.  No breach of the court order preventing the siting of caravans has occurred.  The new fence that has been erected is allowed and not in breach of any planning laws.  The site will be monitored.
Item ongoing
Mr Dexter has some items to be reported to the enforcement team.  He will send them to the Clerk to report.
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Woodlands Farm had a stop notice issued to them and they appear to be vacating the site.
Phone box Adoption

The Clerk is waiting for a contact person at the MOD to be provided by CRATUS, so that permission can be sought for the transfer of ownership.

Item ongoing

21/032 Climate Emergency Meeting Report
Three Fascinating Presenters all at the top of their game. Though no time was left for any discussion.
1. Presentation on Building new housing - Lee Chambers from the Active Building Centre (lee@activebuildingcentre.com)

Move to ‘Active Building’ developments where entire estates are in a small mini-energy grid with intense monitoring of individuals (that’s people not just houses) power usage. Like the system knows when you’re on your mobile. Available power (solar for the moment) is adjusted accordingly within that grid. For reference, in the trade this is known as ‘Operational Carbon reduction’

Move to better builds, even recent and current builds are woefully poor, there is a lot of room for improvement here. It was noted that WBC missed a trick here when specifying the Grazley development. For reference, in the trade this is known as ‘Embedded Carbon reduction’.

Comparisons:

Recent / Current builds:                   55KWH / Sq Meter (may be cube Meter I lost that detail)

Recent / Current builds with operational Carbon reduction:     35KwH / Sq Meter

New tech Builds with embedded and operational reduction:   11 KwH /Sq M and often + in that their exporting power.

Proof of Concepts: Look up Cambridge where ABC worked with Hill Marshall on a 200 home+ development, and Plymouth Energy Community Homes

Notes on embedded construction: Currently just 5% more expensive comparing like with like, but this is expected to fall and become cheaper as Builders / local authorities come on-board and economies of scale kick in. As embedded construction harps back to pre-fabs where most construction is done in factories and the site work is just putting Lego bricks together. 

Skill sets need to change, this has already been done at Degree level where new Civil Engineers are all up-to speed, but techniques are not yet being taught at the Apprentice level. 

Effects on Planning:

There is a ‘Active Building Design Guide’ that Councils can incorporate into their decision process, plus councils can just set minimum levels of performance.

However, without backing from national government inspectors can be swayed to turn a blind eye to failings in zero carbon rules. Unfortunately, Boris’s ‘Build back Better’ did not seem to include standards on carbon emission. (A rather rueful comment from the presenter)

This whole area is made more complicated in that the Technology (some of is disruptive) is advancing at a hectic pace, turning balances on economies around, but still councils have the Money, they have the Planning and they can set standards (even minimum) so ‘Don’t let yourself be pushed around’ as the presenter said.
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2. Presentation on Transport - Graeme Cooper from the National Grid

Up to 2017 Energy generation was the ‘dirtiest’ activity in the UK. Since then, with the introduction of many zero emission generation streams, transport is now the ‘dirtiest’ activity in the UK.

With the coroners ruling that the death of a 9 yr old in North London was due to poor air quality, local councils are now open to legal action against them which will be concentrating minds wonderfully.

Again, the Technology, again much of it disruptive, is changing fast, but people are voting with their feet (or wallets). Even though car sales plummeted in the last year, of the sales that were done there was a 120% increase in EV Car sales. Fleet Sales are now dramatically switching to EV where company policies on company cars are changing to insist on EV.

Much more – on finer points I can talk about, but the Ziest-geist is EV 

3. Wokingham Community Energy Scheme (WCE) - Ian Gough (From WBC)

Wokingham is setting up a local investment opportunity for renewable energy installation. Investors will be able to invest from £1 to a maximum of £20,000, with example returns from Reading, which has had such a scheme for quite some time, (not sure how long but it’s just about to announce its 5th share offering), of 5-5 ½ %.

Obviously how much installation is done will depend upon the uptake, but that has not been a problem in Reading. It is definitely local: by Wokingham, for Wokingham residents.

Launch expected April/May this year but Ian was a bit hesitant in giving dates.

Currently installations will be confined to solar, there are many other options, watermills; power taken from the vibration of Roads as lorries pass... but it’s felt that public acceptance only reaches as far as Solar for the immediate future.
4. Gregor Murry: Chair asks for ideas for future presentations.

5. Sarah Kerr:  Asked for more time allocated to discussion, no time is being left for decision making, which is what the group was formed for.
It was a good meeting, but there was no time allowed for discussions and no decisions were made.  The format of the meeting will be looked at for the next meeting, which is due to be in May.
21/033 Finance
1. Accounts – The Council agreed the accounts and payments for February to March 2021 LGA 1972 s150 (5)
	Payments for February to March 2021 authorised at Council meeting on 9th March 2021

	Payment Method
	Payee
	Amount
	For

	S/O
	Staff Wages
	£905.73
	March 2021 salary - LGA 1972 s111 

	D/D
	Nest
	£87.61
	Pension Contribution Employer & Employee – March 2021 - LGA 1972 s111

	D/D
	Plusnet
	£33.60
	Internet and phone charges – March 2021 - LGA 1972 s111      

	DD
	Lloyds Bank (Credit Card)
	£57.043
	Credit Card bill – January Payments

£3.00 – monthly fee. – LGA 1972 s111

£388.93 – Solopress – Magazine Printing – Local Government Act 1972, s.142

£94.50 – Solopress – Survey printing - Local Government Act 1972, s.142

£84.00 - ASTAR Signs - Posters to promote survey LGA 1972 s111
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	BACS
	Tivoli
	£28.80
	Bin emptying (February) LGA 1972 s111

	BACS
	Abracadabra Distribution
	£367.92
	Survey Distribution - Local Government Act 1972, s.142 (Paid in February)

	BACS
	Amazon
	£14.99
	Post Box for Survey LGA 1972 s111

	BACS
	Staff Expenses
	£55.26
	Staff expenses from April 2020 – March 2021 LGA 1972 s111


The bank transactions will be authorised by Mrs Stubbs and Mr Heyliger

2. Report on Monies received
£55.00 – Advert payment
3. Increase in fees – Tivoli LGA 1972 s111– The Council agreed to an uplift in the cost of having the bin emptied.  The cost is to increase from £288.00 per annum to £296.64 per annum, which is an increase of 72p per month.  VAT is not included in the calculations. 
4. Fields NAG Website LGA 1972 s111– The Council discussed whether to part fund a Neighbourhood Action Group Website to enable the distribution of information.  The cost of the website is £36 per year, and it is proposed to be shared between the 4 parishes that the group cover.  Arborfield PC have already agreed to part fund the project. The Council agreed to part fund the website.  The Clerk will notify the Neighbourhood Action Group of the decision.
21/034 Parish Office Operations – 
1. Parish Meeting Coronavirus Act 2020 S.78 (1&3) – The Council discussed the Parish Meeting due to be held in April.  The Council agreed to cancel the meeting due to the ongoing COVID situation and restrictions in place.  
2. Letter to Government regarding extension of virtual meeting legislation – The Council agreed to add their name to a letter to be sent to the Government asking for the legislation covering virtual meetings to be extended.  The current legislation which allows virtual meetings is due to expire on the 7th May 2021, however, regulations on meeting limits and social distancing will be in place until at least 21st June 2021.
21/035 Councillors Forum
Mr Wrobel asked about the planning training with Cllr Kaiser.  The Clerk has emailed, but Cllr Kaiser has been tied up with setting the budget.  Once this is finalised, Cllr Kaiser will contact with some dates for this.
Mr Wrobel requested updated contact details for the Councillors to ensure his contact list was correct.  The Clerk will organise this and send them out to the Councillors.

Mr Dexter congratulated the Village Info editorial team on a seamless transition to the new editorial team.  Mr Dexter raised that more local content is needed such as history of the parish, local interests, businesses and people.  Mrs Stubbs would like to do a feature on each councillor in future issues of the magazine, so can each councillor write a short piece about themselves for inclusion, and include a head and shoulder photo.  The Deadline for the next issue will be 23rd April.

Mr Heyliger asked about the annual litter pick.  It is usually held in March, but due to the ongoing pandemic, the Great British Spring Clean, who organises the event, has postponed it again.  It may be run in the Autumn.
Mrs Stubbs raised that there are holes in the ground by the bench in Junipers, caused by dogs digging there.  They need to be filled in. The Clerk will report to WBC.
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Mr Scott requested that the links to the meetings be resent on the morning of the meeting as it can be difficult to locate the email containing it.  The Clerk will action this.

Mrs Edwards asked who is responsible for the bus shelter at the junction of Aggisters Lane and Barkham Road, because it looks very shabby. The wooden frame is rotting and it needs a good scrub, and repaint, maybe even a new shelter.  The Clerk will look into this.
Mrs Edwards raised a reference to the bins: The bin size in Coombes Lane is too small to take the sheer number of poo bags that are deposited there and 2 local ladies have on occasion sorted the bin out themselves. The bin does now seem to be emptied more regularly, but it is pretty unpleasant as the bin is shoulder height. Mrs Edwards also wondered if there should be another bin at the top of Hayes Lane, next to the Pony field because a lot of dog walkers do carry poo bags around the field to drop on the Coombes Lane end when there could be a bin on the Hayes Lane end, on the other side of the field. Both can be reached by car, from the point of view of the clean up. Mrs Edwards asked if extra bins can be requested by the bust stop in Barkham Road and by Aggisters Lane.  The Clerk will contact WBC to request this.

Mr Heyliger raised that a CIL committee meeting needs to be arranged.

Mr Kaiser informed that the new Localities Officers that are marshalling areas of the Town Centre are having a positive effect with regards to anti-social behaviour.

21/036 Date of next meeting
Due to circumstances, the April meeting of the council has been cancelled.  The next meeting of the council will be held on Tuesday 11th May 2021 at 7.30 pm, the venue will be confirmed nearer the time depending on the restrictions in place due to the ongoing pandemic.
There being no further business the meeting closed at 9.30 pm.
