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1.     Welcome, Introductions and Apologies

· David welcomed everyone to the meeting.

Apologies:     
Catherine Harper


Colin Knight




Cllr Welsh



Cllr Foster





Barry Butterworth


Cllr Hammon




Cllr O'Boyle



Cllr Singh Sehmi




Karen Band



Alison Gingell




Cllr Nellist

2. Notes of the last meeting
2.1 It was agreed that 4.6 should have read:

Matthew said that people have already started to drive left into Michaelmas Road and Stoney Road via Warwick Road, and the mitigation proposals won't change this.

3.   Matters Arising

King Henry VIII School Travel Plan 

3.1 Dennis has passed the summary document which Karen Evans produced for the group to the Chair of ACT. ACT has discussed the plan and supports it.

3.2   Jeremy said staff that he had spoken to at the school, and these were mainly teaching staff, didn't seem to be aware of the plan. Peter said that all children had been asked about their travel to school, and that it was likely that staff wouldn't be fully aware until a decision was made re signing up to the plan.

3.3 Stephen said it would be useful for the school to receive some feedback about the plan from the local community, he thinks the school may be worried about the response from the local community.

3.4 Karen Evans said she felt that the only negatives in the travel plan were that the short term parking at the top of Spencer Avenue would only benefit the school and that there are already problems for local people in this area. Enforcement of the proposals in the plan would also be an issue.

3.5 Peter said that the school have used staff to 'warden' the area by the crescent as they are aware there are problems here. The school are concerned that parents will react negatively to the plan. New schools have to have a travel plan, but this is voluntary for King Henry VIII.

3.6 Jeremy said that the school have been trying to address problems and have also staffed Warwick Road and Spencer Road for a number of years.

3.7 David Mayhew thanked Karen Evans for her work summarising the plan and suggested that resident groups should decide whether to encourage the school to adopt the plan.

4. Masterplan 2/ Planning Update
4.1 On 24th February 2011, Planning Committee approved the discharge of Condition 5 (in part) and revisions to masterplan 1, subject to the voluntary Section 106.

4.2 Cllr Taylor said that at Planning Committee there was some discussion around phases and stages and asked what the difference between these was. Stephen explained that stages refer to the programme of mitigation works and phases refer to the timetable of buildings being erected.

4.3 Matthew said that the mitigation work is specific to masterplan 2 and asked whether there would be a new outline planning application to be considered by Planning Committee. Stephen said that a new full outline planning application is due to be considered by committee on 24th March but that this may be deferred. He will be discussing this with Council officers, but said that the Council have not yet asked for the mitigation proposals or Section 106 agreement with the outline planning application. Gary asked could the group be kept informed, and this was agreed.

Action – Stephen to let Faye know decision re new outline planning application, Faye to share with the group

4.4   Dennis asked whether the outline planning application covers design of buildings etc. Stephen said no, but when the masterplan is out of planning risk, detailed work will start on phasing and design. He would hope to be able to share this with the group possibly the meeting after next.

5.    Resident Parking Schemes

5.1 Paul Boulton was welcomed to the meeting.

5.2 Paul explained that the Council are working on a city wide resident parking scheme policy, creating a ring around the city centre. This policy needs to go through the political process, and there needs to be awareness that parking is a citywide problem and that therefore any solutions need to be strategic. He said that where there is a developer funded scheme, any resident parking scheme should be resourced by the developer. With regards to a Friargate resident parking scheme, Paul said that this is a medium term mitigation measure and before it can be implemented a legal process has to be followed, including consultation with local people and Councillors. It was agreed that Paul would work with this group to develop consultation etc. 

5.3 Jeremy said that the area close to the rail station had previously been under review for a resident parking scheme but as there was no funding, it was withdrawn, would this work be considered as part of a Friargate scheme? Paul said yes, but that there is a need to reflect the proposed development within this.

5.4 Adele said that it is difficult to park now, why do people have to wait for schemes? Stephen said that he supports the Council's strategic approach; he said that to make a contribution to a scheme that is only piecemeal is not what the developers want.

5.5 Cllr Noonan said that there have been parking issues for a number of years in the area, and that although she welcomes schemes fitting into the bigger picture, this area does need to be at the top of the list. Paul responded that the Council have made a commitment to deliver a scheme and it will do that.

5.6 Dennis asked whether there is provision within the current policy to allow residents to fund their own schemes, Paul said no, but that this could be investigated, it would have to be a Members decision.

5.7 Paul said it is worth remembering that not everyone wants a resident parking scheme in their area, and consultation must take place. Consultation needs to find out more than just whether people want a scheme, but also operating hours, type of scheme etc. Gary said that previously people had been consulted on so many different options, it had been impossible to get a consensus of opinion. The group agreed that two concerns should be noted. Firstly, that the consultation on the detail of residents parking and other measures, including mitigation measures, should be properly structured with clear, sensible and workable choices, properly explained. Second, that consultation should be limited to those residents directly affected by the proposal. Michael suggested the consultation needs a structured approach, eg, first asking people if they would like a scheme, and then, if yes which scheme. It was agreed that this was a good idea. Paul said he is happy to agree the options with this group and then consult more widely. 
5.8 Cllr Taylor said that in the case of Cannon Park restrictions were put in rather than parking schemes, and that this is not was is wanted here. He also said that the reality is that there is an ongoing cost to residents, dependent on how long developers fund schemes for. Stephen said that the developers have always supported resident parking schemes rather than restrictions and that they are aware that the Council's policy has yet to be completed or adopted and have therefore made the contribution to fund, the Council are obliged to complete the scheme before the occupation of the first phase of buildings, this is potentially 2014. 

5.9 Karen Evans asked what is meant by 'area', or how far schemes are likely to extend to. Stephen explained that when in discussion with the Council's Highways Team they have referred to a 'doughnut' around the city centre. Stephen said there is a good case for all roads in the areas this group represents to be included in a scheme. He wants to see schemes that benefit local people, roads haven't been specifically listed, have always used the term 'area'.  Michael asked whether any decision had been made as to how widely consultation would take place. Paul said not yet, the 'doughnut' idea needs to be developed and defined, officers can start working on this type of detail now. David Mayhew asked whether timescales for this work could be brought to the next meeting.

Action – Paul to outline timetable for resident parking scheme work at the next meeting
5.10 Paul was thanked for his attendance 

6.    Newsletter

6.1 Kay said that the newsletter is currently still in draft form, as it seemed appropriate to wait for the Planning Committee decision before moving it forward. It will be redrafted asap and will be sent to the group for comment via Faye. If groups would like to contribute to the newsletter, that would be great.

6.2 Kay also explained that the website is also being updated, and if the group have any comments or ideas for this or any other communication methods, please let her or Faye know.

6.3 Matthew said that it would be useful to clarify whose perspective the newsletter is written from. David Mayhew suggested that the group should take the opportunity to comment to make sure that the newsletter is something they support.

7. A.O.B

7.1   Matthew asked what the current status of the collaboration agreement was. David Cockroft said that it was discussed at the Council's cabinet meeting on 8th February and is now close to being signed. This agreement focuses on the sale of land etc, and not transport or highway issues. David said that the ideal solution would be that it can be signed off alongside the Section 106 agreement.

8.  Date and agenda items for the next meeting

Agenda items for the next meeting were agreed as:

· Resident Parking Scheme Timescales update (PB)

· Newsletter/Communication feedback (KC)

The next meeting will take place on Thursday 7 April at the Friargate Project Office, 2nd Floor, 3 Copthall House, Station Square, 6.30pm – 8.30pm
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