5.1

GARGRAVE PARISH COUNCIL

Minutes of Parish Council Meeting
Held on Wednesday 7" May 2025
Present:

Gregory L Butt (GLB) Chair

Claire Cadman (CC)

Chris Hoskin (CH)

Karen Hunter (KH)

David Shuttleworth (DS) from Item 7
Martin Banks (MB) Acting Proper Officer

Chair’s Opening Remarks.

The Chair opened the meeting by explaining the difference between an Annual
Parish meeting and an Annual Parish Council meeting as, over the recent past,
the Parish Council had not met the legal requirements to hold either of these
meetings under the provisions of the Local Government Act 1972. During his
research, to fully understand the issues, he uncovered a widespread
misconception which was untangled by speaking directly with YLCA. He
explained that in order to meet the legal requirements both meetings would be
held on the same evening before the deadline of 1 Jun and that calling notices
and agendas would be published shortly.

Apologies for absence.

Derek Steele (DSt) and Alan Sutcliffe (AS) both apologised for their absence for
reasons of sickness

Declaration of Interests.
There were no declarations of interest

To confirm the minutes of the meeting held on 2" April 2025, as a true and
accurate record. The minutes of meeting 2" April 2025 were accepted as a true
record. Proposed by CH, seconded by CC and accepted unanimously.

Report from Invited Guests.
To receive a report from NYC Cllr Simon Myers:

Cllr Myers reported on an issue for connecting Octopus Smart Meters to the
internet. Octopus have opened up their offer to help people contact their
smart meters to a mobile signal as this is a better option than the long-
distance radio frequency. (see full message below in Correspondence)

NYC have purchased 12 new council homes for local residents in Skipton and

4 shared ownership properties.

The plans to demolish Neville House to build new council houses plans have
progressed.

As part of the ongoing NYC funding review and a likely £14M shortfall, Cllr
Myers agreed to speak to MB about a cut to the Locality Grant which will
impact the TGR fencing expenditure.



Co-option of Parish Councillor.

Having received 3 written applications for the office of parish councillor each of
the applicants were considered for co-option to the council. In line with the
Parish Council’s Co-opting Policy, including asking the public to withdraw during
discussion of the three candidates, lan Ackroyd was duly elected to fill the
existing vacancy by an absolute majority.

The Chair thanked the unsuccessful applicants and asked them to consider
applying again should a position become available.

TGR Plan for Gargrave:

The Chair proposed an additional resident join the TGR WG in order to facilitate
the local business communications stream within the TGR Plan for Gargrave.
This was seconded by CH and unanimously agreed.

Resolution:

To adopt the TGR Plan for Gargrave - circulated with the Calling Notice and
presented to the meeting.

Proposed by GLB and seconded by KH the TGR Plan for Gargrave was
unanimously agreed and adopted.

The Chair stated that copies would be sent to all involved agencies and be
published on the PC Website. In addition, a suggested form of words would be
sent to Leeds GATE to send to their community explaining that while there would
be limited space for Bow Tops and horses, we ask that they discourage
motorised vehicles and road caravans as these vehicles would deny space for
Bow Tops and horses.

Parish Clerk & RFO Recommendation:

Prior to the discussion, members of the public were asked to withdraw from the
meeting.

Resolution:

To adopt the recommendation - circulated with the Calling Notice and
presented to the meeting.

The resolution to appoint Jayne Dunlop to become the Parish Clerk and RFO as
detailed in the recommendation was proposed by GLB seconded by DS and
unanimously agreed and adopted.

The Chair stated that he would inform all candidates of the decision and issue
the offer letter the following day. He would also seek an early start date for the
new Clerk & RFO.

Communications Policy and Plan - Update

The Chair informed the meeting that it had been the Communications WG
intention to table the Communications Policy and Plan at this meeting. However,
as there had been no comments on the draft plan and policy, which has been
circulated 2 weeks ago to all councillors, he asked the Acting Proper Officer to
change the Agenda Item to an Update. The Chair went on to say that as this was



fundamental to the way to council would engage with the growing resident base,
local businesses, village interest groups and anyone with an interest in Gargrave
- itwas imperative that everyone took the opportunity to comment and provide
feedback.

CC explained that following 6 months of research including the attendance at
numerous seminars and looking at best practice across the board along with
work within the WG, the Communications Policy and Plan which included an
attractive logo and flyer, was ready.

The Chair asked that CC redistribute the draft once more and encouraged
everyone to look at it in detail and provide feedback.

10. To receive information on the following ongoing issues and decide further
action where necessary:

10.1 Gargrave Poor’s Land Charity (GPLC)

CH requested this Item following an enquiry he made to the Charity Commission
regarding the decision the PC made to approve two GPLC trustees at the 5" March
Parish Council meeting. His feedback from the Charity Commission was that unless
GPLC is able to provide a copy of the Trust Deed, stating that the PC has a
responsibility to the charity, then the PC has no obligation to the charity.
Additionally, he reiterated the point he made at the 5" March meeting that the two
Trustees, which we approved, had already acceded to office and had been
registered by the Charity Commission.

CH’s contention was that the resolution passed by the PC, approving the
appointment of the two Trustees, was void and asked what (if anything) we needed
to do procedurally about the council’s resolution.

The Chair stated that in order gain a better understanding of the Charity Commission
position he had satin on a conversation between the Acting Proper Officer and the
Charity Commission, where the Acting Proper Officer:

* Provided a history of Gargrave Poor’s Land Charity and the fact that the Trust
Deed was missing/unavailable.

¢ Explained thatit appeared to be existing practice for the PC to
approve/rubber stamp trustee appointments. But that we couldn’t confirm
whether this was just from practice or from the Trust Deed, as the deed was
missing.

The Charity Commission view was that as it appeared to be, at the very least, an
established custom for the PC to approve/rubber stamp the GPLC’s appointments
they saw no reason for us to change the resolution. However, should we be asked to
approve future trustees then we would need to see the Deed or a new device that
governed that requirement.

The Chair stated that was no need for any remedial procedural action. However, the
Acting Proper Officer would write to GPLC and inform them that they will need to
contact the Charity Commission for advice going forward.

10.2 Neighbourhood Plan Anomaly



The Chair reported that he had received an email from a resident who was fully
immersed in the GNP anomaly and the Marton Rd planning decision. The email set
out the results of a consultation with a senior planning barrister regarding both the
legality of the Neighbourhood Plan and the options to challenge the Marton Rd
planning decision. Unfortunately, the resident was not able to attend the meeting to
address the PC directly, so the Chair summarise the position set out by legal
counsel:

10.2.1 The legality of the Neighbourhood Plan:

e The‘made’ planis the legal version but that there should have been no
difference between the Referendum and the ‘made’ versions of the plan.

e As Gargrave Neighbourhood Plan and Craven Local Plan were prepared
concurrently the details regarding the Marton Rd site should have been
common to both plans.

e However, Craven Local Plan was adopted a few months later than Gargrave
Neighbourhood Plan and it therefore takes precedence should there be a
conflict between the two plans.

e The period of legal challenge ended 8 weeks after the Neighbourhood Plan
was ‘made’.

e This means that Gargrave Neighbourhood Plan, specifically the planning
considerations pertaining to the Marton Rd site, became invalid after just a
few months — and this is a difficult and pertinent legal point that we have
to reconcile to.

The planning barrister commented that, despite working in planning law for a
number of years, he had not come across a situation like this. His advice was
that the Parish Council could, and probably should, make a maladministration
complaint to the Local Government Ombudsman.

20.2.2 Options to challenge the Marton Rd planning permission decision via
Judicial Review:

The advice was that it was possible that the case could be won, which could
result in the High Court quashing the decision. However, it would be:

a. expensive, and;

b. NYC could still remake the decision - a recent case was cited where the
High Court quashed a decision only for the Local Authority to remake the
decision later the same day.

In summery the Chair stated that it appeared that we had exhausted all avenues less
for the Ombudsman.

The Chair proposed that the PC make a maladministration complaint to the Local
Government Ombudsman, that the Environment Group draft that complaint for it to
be formally accepted at the next PC meeting before submission to the Ombudsman.
This was seconded by KH and unanimously agreed.

10.3 Environment WG: Report from meeting with NYC Officers on 3 Apr 25

The Chair reported that a small party from the Environment WG along with Clr
Simon Myers met with NYC Officers for a second time on Thu 3 Apr 25. While there



was hothing concrete to report work continues on the issues surrounding KH. The
Chair stated that the engagement with NYC would likely be a marathon not a sprint —
but what was important was that a dialogue was open and that we remain engaged.
A further meeting with NYC Officers is planned for Thu 12 Jun 25.

10.4 Double Yellow Lines Application Update

The council asked NYC Highways that the Highways plan for double yellow lines in
North Street was again reviewed for acceptance since the Highways plan did not
receive a single response for acceptance by the village residents.

Highways responded that as previously, doing the minimum amount at this location
would not be appropriate to the Area-5 engineering team and they won’t look to
proceed with installing double yellow lines at this location.

10.5 VE Day 80™ Anniversary Update

As signalled in the last months Minutes the celebrations would be centred around
the VE Day Service at St Andrews on Thursday 8th May.

Bell ringers would ring at 6.30pm and the special service would commence at 7pm.
The Heritage Group would also have a display in St Andrew’s about the men from
Gargrave who died during WW2.

For information the GEC organised VE Day Tea and Cake event held in the Neville
Crescent Community Room on Monday realised over £150 in donations which
would go to veterans’ charities. Well done to the GEC, again!

10.6 River Aire:
10.6.1 Gabions Collapse Update:

We have still not received anything from Yorkshire Water — despite 2 emails and
voicemail call. As a result, MB contacted an acquaintance with Yorkshire Water
who would ensure that our letter gets to the right department. Cllr Simon Myers
suggested that if we fail to get a response then we should inform our MP who was
recently a guest of Yorkshire Water at the local sewage plant.

10.6.2 Stepping Stones Update:

Unfortunately, our efforts to engage Sisk & Co seem to have failed. In the first
instance we need to remove the remaining stepping stones, the monoliths and
the concrete base on the southern side, and as previously resolved and when the
window for river work opens and in mid-June. Concurrently we also need to
search for individuals/companies that may be able to help with the
reinstatement of a suitable crossing.

11. Public Participation:
There were no questions from the public.

12.To receive, note and consider the following planning notifications, decisions or
information:

12.1 ZA24/26570/LBC: Approved with conditions by NYC Planning. Coniston
Bridge: listed building consent for the repair the damaged/missing sections of



parapet with a matching stone. Reinstatement of worn carriageway edge
markings to match existing.

12.2 ZA23/25403/FUL: Approved with conditions by NYC Planning. Land off
Marton Road - Residential development, with access, associated landscaping,

green infrastructure, and other associated works.

12.3 ZA25/26927/HH: Proposed entrance/porch extension, replacement of
glazing to sunroom with stone cavity wall, windows and double doors, together
with external shed and summerhouse. No objections from PC.

12.4 ZA25/26766/HH: Proposed rear extension, including single-storey ancillary
living accommodation incorporating existing outbuilding; alterations to existing
kitchen. No objections from PC.

12.5ZA25/26642/FUL: Approved with conditions by NYC Planning. Premier Inn,
Hellifield Road. Full planning permission for erection of annex extension to
provide additional bedrooms, alongside alterations to the car park and all
associated works.

12.6 ZA25/26771/CPL: Application for a certificate of lawful development
(proposed) for installation of 14 solar panels to front (south) roof elevation. No
objections from PC.

12.7 ZA25/26886/HH: Proposed 2-storey side extension. No objections from PC.

12.8 ZA24/26556/FUL: Change of use of private garden to allow siting of 2
holiday accommodation (pods) including formation of hardstanding, footpath
and ancillary car parking area. PC have previously objected to this on grouds of
over development.

13. Financial Matters: To receive and approve the schedule of cheque payments and
receipts as tabled.

GARGRAVE PARISH COUNCIL

Invoice Review: 7th May 2025

DATE ITEM DESCRIPTION INCOME PAYMENTS

10/04/2025 | WAYLEAVE 121.66

14/04/2025 | IONOS CLOUD LTD. 8.40

15/04/2025 | VILLAGE HALL 216.67

29/04/2025 | WAYLEAVE 20.00

30/04/2025 | PRECEPT 27,000.00

30/04/2025 | NAT WEST MONTHLY CHARGE 4.55
NYC YEARLY TRADE WASTE 171.31
NYC ANNUAL FOOTWAY LIGHTING 4,098.01
EP PRINT LTD DUCK RACE TICKETS 75.60
VILLAGE HALL 2 X MATCH ROOM 1 X
MAINHALL 162.00
NPOWER XMAS LIGHTS 709.84
YLCA MEMBERSHIP SUBSCRIPTION 627.00
J C COWGILL GREENS MOWING 1,434.71




NAT WEST
as at: 30
APRIL
£44,793.20

27,141.66 7,508.09

14. Correspondence: To receive information on new correspondence and decide
further action where necessary.

OCTOPUS SMART METER CUSTOMERS

As discussed at Item 5.1 by Cllr Simon Myers Octopus have opened up their offer to help
people contact their smart meters to a mobile signal as this is a better option than the
long distance radio frequency. They have asked if the message can be passed on to any
Octopus customers in the Gargrave area who they can help tofill in the form if they
require any assistance.

Message from Octopus
https://octopus.typeform.com/skipton-smart

Feel free to pass this message on to any Octopus customers in your area that need our
help.

o We will help everyone eventually but we will have to do this in waves (again
subject to numbers & engineer availability)

o We can only help customers that are already with Octopus Energy

o We will respond to everyone who completes the form individually to

acknowledge their submission and confirm next steps as the resolution may not be the
same for everyone

o We will handle each customer’s case individually

o The form will ask customers to provide clear photos of the electricity meter and
overall set up - it might be a good idea for people to take these before starting the form.

GREEN SLIDE ON SOUTH STREET TRIANGLE

A resident wrote on behalf of a number of other residents complaining about play
equipment being left on the South St Triangle and asked the PC to review and act
accordingly.

It was agreed that a letter be written asking for removal.

ACCESS TO MARTON ROAD DEVELOPMENT OVER WEIGHT LIMITED BRIDGES

A resident wrote expressing concern over how a Carlo tank would be installed at the
Marton Rd site given the weight restriction on the approaching road and bridge network.

The Acting Proper Officer informed the meeting that he had written to NYC on 7 May
and included the resident’s letter.


https://click.octopus.energy/ls/click?upn=u001.4COXQ3P2Ky-2B9-2Fn8edw2jw1WmUh1jP7F230NkcqCFF0NlyAG92kf7oeadyxidjj2q6KWCDjYRJ3paa0PjJXwGAA-3D-3DIxcx_7oUNXkqFUjDNUIMGSOqvqbSNgRTWAW300CINuwjl2G6Cy62c9G9Eb-2Bm87sW99opyRUQoURB2a9ESasQL0S4uss8NxPFbTiz34-2BikbAm6fqV0pwT86qt2ghR5UccIS6roke7Ck5Mn-2FOJGYGDxB00D9wmK3-2BrqBJMfoTodAv1pElAoffPerjduwXFNsTY3Hk4k-2BK37Rz13iX4nuDWw5oRes6b6DWZYqP24PugR2-2BXFRzVmoy5T2d-2Bi0n-2Fa01c3ckNoedeZo9kamIAgBXuVrYIAEA-3D-3D

GARGRAVE: ROAD SAFETY

The following letter was received from the Deputy Mayor’s Officer:

Firstly, thank you for attending the road safety surgery in January 2025 to talk to Jo Coles,
Deputy Mayor for Policing, Fire and Crime, about road safety concerns in Gargrave Parish

Council.

The feedback from all road safety surgeries held in January and February has been
collated and the concerns raised with the appropriate authority.

The concerns you raised with the Deputy Mayor are summarised in the table below:

Parish Council

Summary of issues raised

Question / request to North Yorkshire Council

Gargrave Parish
Council

. Speeding through the
Village that sits aside the
A65. Introduction of
speeding zones on village
entry/exits.

. Imposition of a
30mph speed limit on Chew
Lane

. Introduction of speed
bumps on Marton Road and
Eshton Road.

. Enforcement of
existing speed limits.

. Request for graduated speed
reduction into the village.

. Reduction of speed on Chew Lane.
. Traffic calming measures on Marton

Road and Eshton Road.

Keeping people safe in York and North Yorkshire is a top priority for Mayor David Skaith
and Deputy Mayor Jo Coles. The Mayor has pledged to ensure safe places for all and of
course speeding and road safety are both important issues affecting residents and need
to be addressed effectively.

15. To notify the Clerk/Acting Proper Officer of matters for inclusion on the agenda
for the next meeting.

16. To confirm the date of the next meeting as Wednesday 4" June 2025.




