
CHURCH LAWFORD PARISH COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF CHURCH LAWFORD PARISH COUNCIL HELD AT THE VILLAGE HALL ON 25th  SEPTEMBER 2019
Present: Cllr Jeremy James, Chair (JJ)
                Cllr Derek Holland (DH)
   Cllr Sara Reilly (SR)

   Cllr Julie Melck (JM)

   Matt Nahit, RFO (MN)

   BCllr Sally Bragg (SB)

   Declan Mellet

   Cherysse Mellet

   Helen Smith

   John Bagshawe

   Ian Goldthorp

   William Sprangle

688  To Receive Apologies for Absence None received
689  To Receive Verbal Requests for Disclosable Pecuniary Interests where that interest is not registered – JM declared a pecuniary interest, specifically, ownership of a house near to the proposed pig fattening unit that the Council was meeting to discuss their response to the planning application for.  However, she had applied in writing to the Parish Council for a dispensation as she felt her extensive contacts with parishioners about this topic in recent weeks meant that it was in the public interest that she be allowed to play a full part in this meeting.  After consulting WALC's legal guidance (Legal Topic 80, paragraph 30), Councillors granted this dispensation. 
690 Public participation
The members of the public present were invited to give a short address to the meeting.  Those who availed themselves of this opportunity all spoke to planning application R19/1097.  Opinions were expressed both in favour of the planning application and objecting to it.  The points raised included:
· worrying deficiencies in the paperwork applying for and supporting the application

· the effects of any run off from the jet washing of the facility to remove effluent etc after each batch of pigs departs on the becks on either side of it

· the farmer's right and need to conduct his business which in contributing to the supply of reasonably priced food is to the benefit of all of us

· the role of the Environment Agency in monitoring the impact of the facility

· possible mitigating factors on the visual impact of the new building e.g. screening with trees/bushes

· the effects on the wildlife that lives in and next to these fields

· increased flooding risks due to concreting over a large area of fields for the unit and the access roads, reducing land drainage 

· the effects on the historical character of an area containing listed buildings 
Next, SB addressed the meeting.  She mentioned some of the meetings that had been taking place between borough and county councillors and Rugby planning department to try and clarify some of the issues that had been raised.  She also provided more information about how the planning committee worked and the process for applying to speak at the meeting where the decision would be taken.
691  Response to the Planning Application R19/1097 for a Proposed Pig Fattening Building on Land off the A428, Church Lawford
A draft response had been circulated by JJ prior to the meeting, and possible revisions to it were discussed by the councillors.  At the Chairman's discretion, short, relevant contributions from the public were allowed on the understanding that Councillors were under no obligation to be bound by or respond to these.  Several members of the public did so contribute, with the business of the meeting not being significantly impeded by this.   

The draft response was examined line by line and edited, with corrections, clarifications and rewordings being made as necessary.  Each suggested change was discussed and then the final version of that section voted on by the Councillors.  In this manner a new final draft was arrived at.  This will now be submitted to RBC Planning Department by the end of tomorrow as this was the original deadline set, although the planning officer involved, Nigel Reeves has confirmed that RBC will accept and attempt to read contributions received after this date.    
692 Date of Next Meeting -  the chair will be absent for the next meeting on 16 th October 2019.  In  such a situation the deputy chair would assume this role, but at this year's AGM the Councillor who was elected as deputy has since resigned. A new deputy was therefore sought, and SR nominated DH.  JJ seconded this, and DH agreed to accept this.   
Signed: …..............................................                    Name (print): ...................................................
Date: …........................................
