Friends of Central Park

http://www.friendsofcentralpark.org.uk
Minutes of the Meeting

9th February 2010
Present:, Pat R, Millie D, Nick D, Sheila E, Dave A, Colette C, Jennifer, Mike S (8).
Apologies:  Bill A, Wendy M, Barbara A, Don A, Christine F, Christine B, David S, Colin T, Lorna M, Fred S, Roy M, Martin B (12).
Welcome.

Pat opened the meeting by welcoming those present and receiving given apologies.  
1. Previous Minutes (8/12/09)
Nick reported that the January meeting had been cancelled due to inclement weather.  Consequently, the previous meeting’s minutes (December 09) were read.  It was understood that these minutes had been circulated to Members and have now been posted on FCP website (see above for address).  Pat read though the previous Minutes and they were approved as an accurate reflection of that Meeting.

2. Matters Arising.

Colette reported that SPUGS had collected some £170 from their recent event.   
3. Financial & Treasurers’ Report

Christine F was not present so there was no formal Treasurer’s report for this meeting.  
4. Committee Meeting

There was no Committee Meeting held over the intervening period.

5. Life Centre/developmental progress of CP AAP
This item is a ‘standing item’ given the current situation at play with the City Council and main ‘developers’/interested parties.  As such, various members contributed to what they could gleen from various sources:
· The Herald reported that building work on the Life Centre has started.  
· Recent reports suggest that the total cost (£46m) of this project has been augmented by a pledge by Sport England (£2m) and Plymouth University (£2.5m) to some $41.5m.  Although the ruling Tory group refuses to acknowledge it, the recent sell of City Bus (realising some £20m) appears earmarked for the LC project.  However, it remains unclear what future funding streams will sustain this project over the future.  The New Labour group continue to press for increased ‘commercialisation’ at the LC site to offset funding but, so far, the Tories have resisted.   
· The recession continues to dampen interest in selling off the Pennycomequick and Peverell corner sites though this may change once the markets improve.

· It remains unclear who will operate the LC site though rumours persist that ‘all the cities swimming pools’ will be sold off/operated by a private consortium.  

· Argyle, meanwhile, continue to herald their ‘5 year plan’ to development Home Park to include a hotel, conference centre and fast food outlets.  It remains undisclosed if their plans are to exceed their current property boundaries to expand their holdings on to Central Park (with the connivance of PCC and under the aegis of the Life Centre project).
· The so-called ‘transport interchange’ plans remain vague along with associated impact.

· The environmental impact of the LC and Argyle developmental plans remain undisclosed (e.g. the impact of increased lighting, noise, etc.).
There was a discussion on the following points:

· Consultation with local groups remains non-existent regarding the impact of the developmental plans on local communities.  

· CP should have a facility that caters for the whole of Plymouth, not just elite sports hopefuls and University students.

· Despite the vast expense, ‘new look’ Milehouse corner caters for ‘the few’ (with money) whilst providing little for families, older people, disabled, etc. 

· There was a concern over the loss of concessionary terms if a private consortium takes over the site.  

· The proposed facility is ‘inward looking’ and fails to relate to the larger park along with activities that could be supported by a more ‘outward’ looking facility. 

· The development of Argyles’ fast food culture/’lightening up’ of the park is not in keeping with both the needs of Plymouth or CP.  

· Traffic congestion and environmental issues appear forgotten.

Towards the end of the above discussions, it was mentioned that FoCP and other stakeholders will be invited to a meeting with the Council sometime in May to discuss environmental enhancements to the park before the plans are drawn up for public consultation.  There was general dissatisfaction with the previous meeting (and minutes of that meeting) held at Pound’s House.  Many attending asserted that EC Harris appeared to have had a pre-determine plan in mind and did not listen to the views of those attending.  As a consequence, it was felt important to attend the May meeting (if it occurs) and to be clear about what exactly people want for CP.  Another point put forward was that funding applications for various projects in parks are more likely to be successful if applied for by ‘community groups’ (e.g. the various ‘Friends of the Park’ groups) rather than from Local Authorities – hence the approaches by PCC to promote/support ‘Friends’ groups.
Action points:

· To give consideration to what exactly people want CP to provide, its shape and future resources,

· To be ready to list these at the FCP March meeting so that a clear plan/focus can be given at the EC Harris May meeting.
6. EU petition/Parks Forum/Mutual Support/Discussion
Colette reported that she continues to progress on the EU petition.  She began the discussion by reporting:

· The Urban Green space petition website remains at:

www.urbangreenspacecampaign.org
Colette then gave the meeting some information on developments to date:

The Society for the Protection of Urban Green Space (SPUGS) now has a total of 192 ‘signed up’ individual members.
15 groups are now ‘affiliated’ to SPUGS (OSS, Marjons, Plymouth Uni, etc.)

A Green Paper was published in Brussels on 11.11.2009 proposing regulations for European Citizens’ Initiatives that were considerably more complex than had been anticipated and that would have implications on the Urban Green Space Campaign.  The link to the Green Paper is given below: 
http://ec.europa.eu/dgs/secretariat_general/citizens_initiative/index_en.htm
The Green Paper contains recommendations. These will go through consultation and then before the European Parliament before being ratified and coming into force.  There is therefore considerable scope for the proposals to be changed before the final regulations come into force. Some of the proposals in the Green Paper (eg a suggestion that everybody who signs a Citizens’ Initiative petition should give their passport number) would make it extremely difficult, if not impossible, to collect the required number of signatures.
The University of Plymouth Law School has helped SPUGS with information and insight into the legal workings of the European Union and have also helped to quantify the work that will be involved in preparing the documentation and draft legislation for presentation to the European Commission. The Law School is now looking at the possibility of making a research funding request in collaboration with SPUGS.  If the request is successful, the money will be used to fund a research post in the Law School. The researcher would look at the legal aspects of ECIs using the Urban Green Space Campaign as the case study, possible legislative models and draft the proposed legislation. 

The next meeting of the Law School with SPUGS is in 3 weeks time. If the funding application is successful, the researcher could start on the project at the beginning of next academic year.  
Other developments:

· There is a project being developed by Plymouth College of Art and Design in association with Jody Bishop (City Council Arts Assistant) for 3 ‘artists’ to exhibit their work in Central Park.   One of the artists plans to display a series of cut- outs in the park and FoCP have been asked to suggest a “model” who is connected with the park. There was a discussion regarding suggestions for an ‘iconic’ image’ e.g. dog walker, children holding hands/playing, etc. Christine B agreed that she was willing to talk to Jody Bishop about the possibility of her grandchildren being models for the cut-outs.
· There is to be a ‘sports development group’ week of fun activities in the park this summer.  

· The  PlymouthTree Partnership has organised two meetings of the ‘Parks Forum’ that several members have attended. The initial meeting was at the Council House in the autumn and the second meeting was at the Swarthmore Centre in January.  Mel Gallagher (Friends of Devonport Park) has set up a Parks Forum website and has invited FoCP to send her information and a link to the FoCP website for inclusion in the Parks Forum website, the concept being that the various ‘Friends of Parks’ groups can share information & resources.  Mel can be contacted on

melgallagher@friendsofdevonportpark.co.uk
A discussion was then led by Pat that raised the question of ‘who are’ the ‘local community’ that the FoCP say they ‘represent’ and what are our links to the community.  A round of points were made such as the difficulty in getting involvement by a larger group of local people despite the suggestion that they ‘value’ CP and want a ‘voice’ in its development.  Another point was that the FCP had begun as a ‘protest group’ against the ‘planned’ destruction of the green assets of CP (largely unsuccessful) and now faced other challenges (e.g. more planning blight).  So the question that was left, as noted at the end of item 5, ‘what sort of open green space does the local community want and how do we achieve it?’
7. Any Other Business

Everyone expressed a sentiment of ‘Get Well Soon’ to Bill who had been recently taken to hospital following an accident at his allotment.
8. Close and Date of Next Meeting

Pat drew the meeting to a close by thanking all for their contributions and by announcing the dates of the next FCP meetings (2nd Tuesday of the month).

The date of the next full Meeting is scheduled for Tuesday the 9th March starting at 7:30 p.m.  

April’s meeting will be on the 13/04/09.  
The venue remains the Hyde Park Pub for all these meetings.  

Nick
Secretary
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