Minutes of the Isfield Parish Council Meeting held on Monday 25th January 2021. This meeting was held on Zoom.

65.   	Present

Cllrs G Sambrook, R Levett, A Keys, T Mitchell-Cobb, K Meakin and S Cramond.
					 
County and District Councillor Roy Galley and Alison Stevens (Clerk) were also in 
attendance.

66.	Apologies for absence

	No apologies for absence were received.

67.	Minutes of the Full Council Meeting held on 15th December 2020

	The Minutes of the Full Council Meeting held on 15th December 2020 were read, confirmed 
	and signed as a true and accurate record by the Chairman.

68.	Clerk’s Report on Matters Arising not covered elsewhere on this agenda

	All matters arising were covered elsewhere on the agenda.

69.	Disclosures of Interest.

 	There were no declarations of interests nor were there any changes to the Register of 
	Interests. 

	The meeting was then suspended.

70.	Questions from Members of the Public.

	There were no questions from any members of the public.

71.	Report from the County and District Councillor Roy Galley	

Councillor Galley said;
1. The District Council is continuing to send out regular Covid-19 vaccine updates.
1. The County Council is proposing to increase its share of next year’s Council Tax by the 1.99% which is allowed generally, and the additional 1.5% allowed specifically for Adult Social Care. The County Council is allowed to increase the Adult Social Care element by 3% but is proposing to add 1.5% over two years instead. Councillor Galley feels the combined increase is too much because a lot of residents are experiencing financial hardship and that a 1.5% increase would be more acceptable.

	The meeting was then reopened.

72.     	Reports – to include;

	    i: 	Safety Report –  At the November meeting, Councillor Cramond asked if the speed 
		limit in Station Road could be reduced to 20mph to help reduce the instances of 
		speeding, and he offered to talk to residents to find out what they think. Another 
		lockdown was then put in place so he was unable to do so. This item was deferred 
		until the next meeting

1. ii: At the December Meeting, Councillors asked if it is possible to put up weight/width restriction signs at the A26 junctions to help reduce the number of heavy lorries driving through the village. The Clerk asked the Road Safety Team at Highways who said;

‘With regards to the presence of large vehicles within the village, there is a 7.5 tonnes weight limit starting from Station Road. However, although covered by a weight limit, any prohibition has an exemption on those vehicles that have a reason to be in the village, i.e. delivering goods to and from a property, agricultural reasons, in connection with building works that may be taking place etc. The enforcement of the weight restriction would require a police officer follow a large vehicle through the village for the entire length of the restriction without stopping to determine whether that vehicle had a specified reason for being there, rather than using it as a cut through. Unfortunately, as this is a very time consuming procedure, their resources for this are extremely low. However, if there is an identified vehicle doing so, this can be reported via 'Operation Crackdown'. This is a joint initiative between Sussex Police and Sussex Safer Roads Partnership and has been set up to enable residents to assist the Police in targeting their resources and reducing anti-social driving behaviour. These reports can be made via www.OperationCrackdown.org’

The Parish Council then asked if it could provide new larger and more prominent signs to alert HGV drivers to the restrictions and was told;

‘For your information, all road markings and signs available for use on the public highway are contained within the Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions 2016 (TSRGD). Within these regulations, the sizing of these signs are stipulated depending on the speed limit (average speed). The signs at this location are 600mm, which is the correct size for a 30mph speed limit and as such, larger signs cannot be permitted here;’

They also pointed out that there are also larger advance signs advising drivers of the '7.5t weight limit, 1 mile ahead' at the junction of the A26/Isfield.

The Parish Council then pointed out the speed limit at Buckham Hill (where a sign is located) is higher than 30mph and is now waiting a further reply.

Councillors Sambrook and Cramond asked for an additional weight restriction sign at the junction of Kiln Lane and the A26.  

           	   ii:	Planning Report – the following planning applications were considered;

		WD/2020/2340/F - Maple Barn, Beeches Farm Road, Buckham Hill, Isfield, TN22 
		5QD – Conversion of barn to form single storey one bedroom detached dwelling with 
		associated access, hard and soft landscaping. - Isfield Parish Council has no 
		objections to this planning application on any planning grounds.

		WD/2021/0009/F - Nutwood, Horsted Lane, Isfield, TN22 5TX - Proposed single 
		storey rear extension with flat roof and 2No. lantern roof lights – Isfield Parish Council 
		has no objections on any planning grounds to this application.

		It was noted that the District Council no longer notifies the owners of neighbouring 
		properties by letter because it  is encouraging residents to sign up to ‘My Alerts’ 
		instead. Planning Officers still put up site notices now but often after the Parish 
		Council has made its comments which can mean the Parish Council is not always 
		able to take into account residents views.

		WD/2020/2629/F - 14 Lavender Fields, Isfield, TN22 5FB - Proposed single storey 
		rear extension and part garage conversion to annexe – Isfield Parish Council has no 
		objections to this application on any planning grounds.

WD/2020/1902/F - Beeches Farm, Beeches Farm Road, Buckham Hill, Isfield, TN22 5QD - Conversion of existing barn and erection of new barn with link to create a single residential dwelling. Conversion of existing outbuilding to ancillary use, with associated access and landscaping provision – Isfield Parish Council has no objections to this application.

  iii:      	Recreation Ground and Pavilion Report –  Councillor Levett said;
1. The recreation ground is currently too boggy to put the new cricket nets on.
1. The key for the disabled toilet has broken in the lock but he will cut the lock out and replace it.
1. The surface of the car park is getting worse. Councillors agreed to put it as an item on the next agenda.

	  iv: 	Village Hall Report – Councillor Levett said the hall has had to close again but it 
		managed to break even when it was allowed to open. Regular users are expected to 
		return when the restrictions allow.
	
73. 	Finance Report 

	Councillors resolved to approve the cash book and bank reconciliation to 22nd December 2020, and the payments list dated 25th January 2021.

74.	Broadband in the Parish

	At the November Meeting, Councillor Meakin reported that residents in Buckham Hill are 
	receiving comparatively low broadband speeds. ESCC now has a third contract out which 
	should improve broadband speeds for those in hard to reach areas and the Buckham Hill 
	postcode is included in that. Residents in Buckham Hill should get an upgrade by the end of 
	the year.

75.	Allotment Review

Councillor Keys confirmed he collects rents for the allotments on behalf of the landowner and passes them directly on to him. The Clerk asked if she could see a draft contract to check if the Parish Council has any liability.

76.       Questions from Parish Councillors.

	Councillor Sambrook;
1. thanked Councillor Cramond for drafting the Parish Council’s response to the Wealden Local Plan Direction of Travel consultation.
1. Said there have been a few updates to the planning application for the proposed solar electric forecourt (WD/2020/1244/MAJ), but nothing significant. The Clerk has registered for updates on the District Council website so the Parish Council can send a representative to the Planning Committee North Meeting where the application is being considered.
Councillor Mitchell-Cobb asked if the Parish Council would like to comment on the appeal for planning application WD/2020/0486/F (land to the north of Boathouse Farm). Councillors agreed in principle they would like to reiterate their original comments which were;

‘A similar application for the same site was rejected last year by the Planning Committee. At the time, Isfield Parish Council had not voiced an objection, but had indicated a concern about the possibility of further development on the back of that former application. However, now the Parish Council objects to this application on the grounds that the site is outside the development boundary for the village, another winter of heavy rainfall has yet again demonstrated that this site is prone to flooding, and that the suggested traffic movement totals are naïve. These are two large(ish) properties, which would imply at least four cars. That in turn implies a number of traffic movements substantially in excess of the number suggested by the planning consultants. As the inhabitants of this Parish are well aware, it is not possible to live here without the use of motor vehicles. The references in the documentation to the bus service are disingenuous, in that they use peak time frequency as their standard, ignoring the fact that the afternoon service is not as frequent as suggested and that there is broadly a lack of evening service, which leaves residents reliant on private motor vehicles. We would also feel this is an opportunistic application on the back of the rejection of the Wealden Local Plan by the inspector; we would be very concerned if this state of affairs were to lead to a planning free-for-all. Additionally, we would point out that yet again, apparently professional Planning Consultants are not undertaking the basic research one should have a right to expect from paid advisors. There is not a pre-school in Isfield - as the document claims - and has not been one for some time. This application is not the first to make this error, which frankly could call into question the validity of other assertions, since the background is clearly not being adequately studied’.

The Clerk will notify the Planning Inspectorate.

	There were no further questions from Parish Councillors and the meeting closed at 7.55pm.

