
Note of the meeting of the Advisory Board for Bath Neighbourhood CIL
held on Tuesday, 15th August, 2023
in The Annexe Room - Percy Community Centre
Meeting Attendance
	In Attendance

	 Councillor Deborah Collins

	Dave Dixon

	Mark Hayward

	Councillor Joel Hirst

	Councillor Lucy Hodge

	Councillor Onkar Saini

	Councillor George Tomlin


	Apologies Received from

	 Councillor Jess David

	Councillor Ruth Malloy


<AI1>

	1.   
	Welcome, Introductions and Appointment of the Chair 




Mark Hayward informed everyone that this was the first meeting since the May 2023 local elections and welcomed several new councillors. We are still waiting for the name of the green or independent councillor who will fill the additional board position. 
Councillor Jess David and Councillor Ruth Malloy sent their apologies. 
The topic of appointing a new chair for the Advisory Board was discussed, and Cllr Hodge volunteered for the position. No other nominations were made, and all present members agreed to appoint Cllr Hodge.
</AI1>

<AI2>

	2.   
	The Role of the Advisory Board 




Mark Hayward and Dave Dixon provided an overview of the management of Bath CIL since its inception. It was emphasised that the board's recommendations would be forwarded to the Council Leader for approval through a single member decision. 

The board was informed that several applications from outside the Bath boundary were received, but due to the criteria, these could not be considered under Bath CIL. As an alternative, applicants were advised to approach the parish councils or apply for strategic CIL. 

Dave Dixon specifically highlighted that the North East Somerset area receives its local CIL element through the parish and Town Councils, which have their own decision-making processes. However, they are required to demonstrate to B&NES how the funds have been allocated. Parishes are permitted to utilise their CIL funds across their borders if both communities benefit from the projects.

The board requested that the application form is updated so that it is easier to complete. 

</AI2>

<AI3>

	3.   
	Community Consultation 




Mark Hayward highlighted the positive impact of community consultations on the decision-making process. By including the community's opinions and addressing any concerns, the recommendations made by the panel are better informed. It is worth noting that all applications brought to the Advisory Board undergo input from B&NES legal and planning officers.
</AI3>

<AI4>

	4.   
	Financial Overview 




Mark Hayward clarified that the current funding amount of £442K is sufficient to cover the applications under review. The board has the discretion to select which projects to support and is not obligated to provide the full requested amount. Any unallocated funds will be carried forward to the next round of applications. Additionally, there are several other applicants preparing to submit for the upcoming November board meeting.

</AI4>

<AI5>

	5.   
	World Heritage Funding 




The advisory panel were asked to agree the following request: 

The Council's budget setting for 2023/2024 took the decision to stop allocating £20,000 from direct Council funding to the World Heritage Fund. To make up for this shortfall, it was proposed to use the Bath Neighbourhood CIL funding instead. Not providing these funds would result in the loss of matched funds that Bath Preservation Society contributes to the World Heritage Fund.

The integration of World Heritage Funding into the Bath Neighbourhood CIL Advisory Board requires a specialist process that adheres to CIL regulations. Both legal and planning policy council officers have advised that the responsibility for making spending decisions for World Heritage Fund projects should remain with the Advisory Board. This ensures a thorough understanding of CIL regulations and the appropriate allocation of funds.

The Bath Neighbourhood CIL Advisory Board members are asked to  recommend ringfencing £20,000 to address the current year's budget gap. This recommendation will be included in the next single member decision. Projects seeking funding from the allocated £20,000 must demonstrate compliance with CIL criteria and be listed for public consultation. Additionally, it is proposed that a representative from the World Heritage Fund attend future meetings of the Bath Neighbourhood CIL Advisory Board to seek agreement on the recommendations.
The Advisory Board has requested that the service area making this request provide written details on how this request came about. If satisfactory details are provided, funding will be allocated. Additionally, it needs to be clarified whether this proposal is for a one-year period or if it is a recurring sum.
</AI5>

<AI6>

	6.   
	St Andrew's Community Church Application 




The Advisory panel considered an application from St Andrew's Community Church, who recently acquired the old Foxhill Community Centre in Combe Down. The application meets the criteria for CIL funding and can be delivered in 2023. The total cost for the project is £30,000, with the church requesting a £15,000 contribution from Bath CIL funding. 
Despite the community facilities at Mulberry Park partially meeting the needs of the community, there remains an unmet gap. The panel acknowledged the impressive work being done by St Andrew's Community Church and the trust the community has in them. All panel members recommend that this application receives £15,000.
</AI6>

<AI7>

	7.   
	Bath City Football Club Application 




The Advisory panel considered an application from Bath City Football Club, to support the installation of a FIFA Quality PRO all-weather pitch at Twerton Park stadium. The application meets the criteria for CIL funding and can be delivered in 2023. The total cost for the project is £700,000, with the football club requesting a £150,000 contribution from Bath CIL funding. 

The board expressed concerns about making a recommendation due to several reasons. Firstly, there is no obvious way forward without a planning decision in place. Secondly, as football clubs are commercial operations, there is a risk of failure which could result in the loss of the considerable sum of investment. Additionally, the level of usage suggested in the application, which is 38 hours a week, needs clearer projections and explanations. The board also highlighted the need for input from the ward councillors for Twerton, as the locality would require their involvement. Lastly, the board felt that the application made too many assumptions and would require a more defined set of commitments before further consideration could be given.
All board members felt that this application would not be taken forward in this round of funding.

</AI7>

<AI8>

	8.   
	Elim Church Application 




The Advisory panel considered an application from Bath Elim Church, to support the public realm planting in the Charlotte Street area. The application meets the criteria for CIL funding and can be delivered in 2023, with the church is requesting £10,691.52 from Bath CIL funding. 

The board has expressed concerns about making a recommendation for several reasons. Firstly, the costings in the application are confusing. Secondly, there are concerns about how introducing new street planters would affect the flow on the pavements. Thirdly, there are concerns about the inclusion of hanging baskets and the level of water used for these. Additionally, there are concerns about the permissions that are needed for items that are attached to buildings. Lastly, the proposition does not appear to be an all year round offering.
All board members felt that this application would not be taken forward in this round of funding.
</AI8>

<AI9>

	9.   
	Percy Community Centre Annexe Doors Application 




The Advisory panel considered an application from Percy Community Centre for the replacement if the doors to the annexe. The application meets the criteria for CIL funding. The total cost for the project is £3,640 with the full amount coming from Bath CIL funding. 

The panel recognised the facility's significant usage by the local community. All panel members recommend granting £3,640 for this application, pending legal clearance on the lease.
</AI9>

<AI10>

	10.   
	Percy Community Centre MUGA Application for Board 




The Advisory panel considered an application from Percy Community Centre for the resurfacing of the outdoor sports court. The application meets the criteria for CIL funding. The total cost for the project is £25,353.60 with the full amount coming from Bath CIL funding. 

The panel recognised the facility's significant usage by young people within the local community. All panel members recommend granting £25,353.60 for this application, pending legal clearance on the lease.

</AI10>

<AI11>

	11.   
	Bath Youth for Christ Southdown Centre Application 




The Advisory panel approved Bath Youth for Christ's application to refurbish the original toilets and upgrade the kitchen facilities at the YMCA Building on Mount Road. The project, costing £58,380.23, will be fully funded through Bath CIL funding, and is expected to be completed in 2023. 
The panel recognised the valuable contribution of Bath Youth for Christ and highlighted the community benefit of the new toilet facilities being accessible to the public. The support provided will assist in this particular area of Bath.

</AI11>

<AI12>

	12.   
	Your Parks Brickfields Application 




The Advisory panel approved Your Park Bristol and Bath (Bristol and Bath Parks Foundation) application to create the UK’s first park to meet young females needs at Brickfields.

The project, costing £94,919, will be receive £74,919 funded through Bath CIL funding, and is expected to be completed in 2024. 

The panel recognised the valuable contribution of Bath Youth for Christ and highlighted the community benefit of the new toilet facilities being accessible to the public. The support provided will assist in this particular area of Bath.

</AI12>
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