MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE TOWN COUNCIL HELD ON 

20 NOVEMBER 2006
    Cllr K Armstrong (Town Mayor)
   
* Cllr Mrs J Richardson 
    Cllr K Barnes




* Cllr Mrs N Symonds
*  Cllr A Burlton  




* Cllr R Taylor
*  Cllr P Demonti



            * Cllr K Warnell
*  Cllr R Gilbert




   Cllr Mrs C White
*  Cllr P Gray




   Cllr G White
*  Cllr Mrs D Hollebon (Deputy Town Mayor)    *  Cllr M Wood
*  Cllr D Peek





   Cllr Miss C Woodman
*  Cllr L Pinnell




* Cllr J Wyllie
*
denotes present

In the absence of Cllr Armstrong, the Deputy Mayor, Cllr Mrs Hollebon took the Chair.
	373.
	APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

	
	

	
	Apologies were received from Cllr Armstrong, Cllr Barnes, Cllr Burlton, Cllr White, Cllr Mrs White and Cllr Miss Woodman.

	
	

	374.
	DECLARATION OF INTEREST

	
	

	
	Cllr Mrs Symonds.  SOAR Project.  Personal and Prejudicial

	
	
	
	

	375.
	REPRESENTATION TO THE COUNCIL BY MR KEVIN STEPTOE, HEAD OF DEVELOPMENT CONTROL, EAST HERTS COUNCIL


	
	Standing Orders were suspended to allow the presentation.

Mr Steptoe gave an overview of the planning policies and he referred to the various functions under his control, i.e. Development Control, Planning Enforcement and the Conservation role.  With regard to Development Control, the basic statutory functions were contained in the Planning Act 1948.  However, over the years new legislation and planning guidelines had evolved and this had brought about a higher level of control in respect of Green Belt policy and more modern issues in respect of affordable housing, density of development and parking policies.  The Government guidelines were set out under the various planning policies and guidelines and the District Council was allowed to interpret these policies through its Local Plan.  Currently, as part of  the continuing transition from the current Local Plan to the new Local Development Framework, East Herts Council had produced a number of draft policy documents for public consultation which would have a major influence on forthcoming planning policies and decisions.

	
	Reference was made to the determination of planning applications with officers and Council members determining applications strictly in accordance with planning policies.  Before any decision was made it was preceded by canvassing of local opinion, including opinions from Parish Councils and other interested parties.  Subsequently, decisions were made in the light of judgement against policy.  The vast majority of applications were relatively small scale and were largely dealt with under delegated powers.  However, there were major developments, especially in Bishop’s Stortford, which were determined by the Development Control Committee.  The Government imposed strict targets on Local Authorities to meet the deadline period of 8 weeks to determine applications.  This was an important consultation period and the District Council strove diligently to meet its targets in order that it did not lose its right to further consider the implications of an application should it go to appeal.


	
	Following the presentation a question and answer session ensued:
Cllr Peek referred to the decision of the District Council to allow Phase 1 of the central area re-development.  He questioned whether the granting of permission for Phase 1 would set a precedent and thus undermine any possible objections that residents or interested parties might have against Phase 2

Response: It was true that such a decision would have a major impact on the ability to uphold any objection against a Phase 2 development.  Inevitably, the question must be asked what effect such a development would have on the existing surrounding area.


	
	Cllr Burlton referred to indicative sketches concerning the Town Square which in reality over emphasised what was actually being provided on the ground.  He asked whether there was any comeback on the developer regarding such misrepresentation.

Response: It was agreed that such sketches did present a rosy picture, but there was no case to answer in regard to planning issues.  This matter was more of a Trading Standards issue.  It should be noted that any developer, when submitting planning applications, was required to provide accurate drawings and these drawings would provide the basis for determining the application and not the indicative sketches

	
	Cllr Pinnell referred to the Town Council’s Policy BS002 which set out the Town Council’s objection to garage conversions.  The District Council seemed consistently to allow such conversions.  However, Cllr Pinnell had noticed that on one application, which had been refused by the District Council, a reference to Policy BE7(11)  of the East Herts Local Plan  had been made in the decision to refuse permission.
Response: There would be occasions when an objection could be sustained, but the merits of the case must be severely tested.

Cllr Mrs Richardson referred to the development of the railway site and she felt that the whole site seemed to be in a state of limbo.

Response: Over the last year, developers had come forward with suggested plans for developing the site, but no firm plans had been submitted and currently the District Council was awaiting further approaches from developers.  The District Council had produced a development brief which had set out the broad perimeters for the site.  To a great extent the Local Authority must take into account the government aims and objectives and other parking aspirations around the site concerning all rail and bus transport and car parking issues, etc. the developer would, of course, try to cram more residential accommodation into a restricted space.


	
	Cllr Gray asked the District Council’s position regarding retrospective applications.

Response: There was generally a feeling of frustration when in receipt of such applications, but  there was nothing to stop  anyone carrying out any development without having to submit a planning application.  Officers, when considering such applications took into account the question of whether, if the proper process had been carried out, would the application have received permission.  



	
	Cllr Taylor stated the Town Council Planning Committee was a statutory consultee.  However, on numerous occasions applications had come before the Planning Committee, and having been debated at great length and had finally been objected to by members, permission had been granted by the District Council.  Of even more concern was the fact that approximately 50% of the decisions had been taken under delegated powers.  Concerns were raised regarding the reference to targets and Cllr Taylor felt that the democratic process should take precedent over any targets.

Response: The Government thrust was to place a duty on local planning authorities to deal with applications within an 8 week period.  This placed a strain on planning staff to determine applications within the specified time. However, more strategic developments of significance to the community were determined by the Planning Committee and were not taken under delegated powers.  The democratic process was extremely important, but the District Council was working under Government guidelines.
Cllr Taylor stated that 100 small developments for example, could have a major planning impact on an area and  the people affected were of strategic importance. The District Council should not lose sight of this fact.
In concluding the presentation Mr Steptoe was thanked for his attendance, following which Standing Orders were reinstated.

	
	

	376.
	MINUTES OF THE TOWN COUNCIL MEETING HELD ON 
16 OCTOBER  2006

	
	

	
	RESOLVED:  that the Minutes of the Town Council meeting held on 
16 October  2006 be received as a correct record of the proceedings and be signed by the Deputy Town Mayor.


	377.
	COMMUNICATIONS

	
	

	
	i)  Proposals to extend the River Stort Navigation

	
	A letter had been received from British Waterways informing the Town Council that due to the reduction in grant paid to British Waterways by central Government by £9.1m, cost cutting measures had resulted in a decision being taken not to proceed with the above scheme.  Members noted the position with regret.

	
	

	
	ii)  Housing Capacity Assessment

	
	Members had been circulated with a copy of information relating to the above, the aims of which were to assess the future housing needs of East Herts.  At this stage, the District Council was merely seeking views to establishing the scope of the assessment, the key opportunity for Town Council involvement would be actual site selection which would be undertaken later in the year.

	
	

	378.
	QUESTIONS ASKED PURSUANT TO STANDING ORDER 24

	
	

	
	None.

	
	

	379.
	BUSINESS EXPRESSLY REQUIRED BY STATUTE

	
	

	
	None.

	
	

	380.
	COMMITTEE REPORTS

	
	

	
	i)   Planning and Environment Committee                         23 October 2006 

	
	

	
	RESOLVED: that the minutes of the meeting be received.


	381
	ii) Finance and General Purposes Committee                        6 November 2006

	
	

	
	Min 350 Energy Prices

	
	RESOLVED: that a Green Energy Working Party be constituted comprising the following five members: Cllr Demonti, Cllr Gilbert, Cllr Gray, Cllr Warnell and Cllr Wyllie

	
	

	
	Min 353  Finance and General Purposes Committee 4 December 2006

	
	RESOLVED: that the Finance and General Purposes Committee of 4 December 2006 be cancelled, unless matters were received requiring urgent attention and that the budget be considered by the full Town Council at its meeting on 15 January 2007.

Members recognised that this course of action was a deviation from the Town Council’s agreed duties of the Finance and General Purposes Committee, but they felt that as a one-off the merits justified the action.



	
	The Clerk informed members that a meeting of the Rhodes Birthplace Trust had been scheduled for the evening at which the 2007/2008 budget would be discussed.

	
	

	
	RESOLVED: that the minutes of the meeting be received.

	
	

	
	

	
	iii)   Planning and Environmental Committee                     13 November 2006 

	
	

	
	RESOLVED: that the minutes of the meeting be received.

	
	

	
	

	382.
	WORKING PARTIES

	
	

	
	i)  Misuse of Drugs and Substances Working Party           19 October 2006

	
	

	
	Cllr Mrs Symonds drew attention to item 4 (North and East Herts Drug Treatment Group) and to reported inaccuracies contained therein.  Cllr Taylor stated that this would be taken up at the next meeting of the Working Party.

	
	

	
	RESOLVED: that the minutes of the meeting be received.

	
	

	383.
	YOUTH COUNCIL

	
	

	
	Minutes of the meeting held on 2 November 2006

	
	

	
	RESOLVED: that the minutes of the meeting be received.

	
	

	384.
	PROPOSED ALCOHOL BAN IN CASTLE GARDENS

	
	

	
	Members had been referred to the attached notes of a meeting concerning the possibility of introducing an alcohol ban in the Castle Gardens.  The general consensus of opinion was amazement that the Police seemed to be suggesting that there was not a problem.  Members recalled numerous incidents which had occurred in the Castle Gardens concerning drinking which had taken place and the resultant perceived intimidation to the patrons of the Markwell Pavilion.  Concerns were raised that the feeling towards not introducing a ban was based on statistics which were inaccurate, as many of the incidents had not been logged by the Police as crime reports.  It was suggested that in order to back up any moves by the Town Council to further this matter that the Town Council staff undertake to record any reported incidents.  This would be useful in substantiating any ban.  There had been in past years an acceptance by the Police that there had been a problem and that they would support any move to introduce an alcohol ban.
Members felt that the issue was on such importance that the matter should be pursued and that a further meeting should be arranged with members present at this meeting to revisit the issue.



	385
	GRANTS

	
	

	
	No applications had been received.

	
	

	386.
	TO RE-CONSTITUTE THE TOWN GUIDE WORKING PARTY

	
	

	
	RESOLVED:  that the Working Party be reconstituted and comprise of the following members:  Cllr Demonti, Cllr Mrs Hollebon, Cllr Pinnell, Cllr Mrs Richardson and Cllr Wood.

	
	

	387.
	CARNIVAL 2007

	
	Members had been circulated with a copy of the attached report compiled by the Clerk together with an estimate of the cost in staging the 2007 event.  Cllr Wyllie expressed concern that no recognition of members involvement had been referred to in the Clerk’s report and he also felt that the entertainment budget of £2000 should be increased to £4000.  A number of general issues were raised with a specific reference being made that all future entrants would need to produce evidence of Public Liability Cover.  Whilst a further reference was made to the high cost of staging the event, nevertheless, it was generally agreed that the benefits derived by the public and the various local charities more than justified the expenditure.

	
	

	
	RESOLVED:  that the report be received.

	
	

	388.
	TOWN TWINNING

	
	
	

	
	Members had been circulated with the attached letter and there was now a need to consider the Town Council’s involvement in next year’s programme and its level of financial involvement.  The general feeling was that, as the Town Council had always supported Town Twinning , then it would continue to do so and go forward as presented in the attached letter.  


	
	With regard to invitations, it was accepted that the Town Council would become involved in this function and would not be selective.  It would also undertake to arrange accommodation.  Cllr Mrs Richardson reminded members that it was down to the Town Council to host the debate, the subject of which this year was ‘Is integration an opportunity’  which would include reference to the Town Council’s recent Empowerment Award in respect of migrant workers.  Cllr Pinnell stated that he would very much like the Chamber of Commerce to become involved in Town Twinning this year, a point which was noted by members

	
	

	389
	SOAR PROJECT

	
	

	
	A letter had been received from Mr Jim Hook, Chairman of the Council of Reference informing the Town Council of the winding up of the SOAR Project.  It now remained to dispose of the residual funds totalling £5500 and a suggestion was being made that this be distributed to the YMCA, Chrysalis Drug Project, FYT and the Kings Arms Trust.

	
	Cllr Mrs Hollebon suggested that consideration be given to including the Northgate End Youth Group in the list of recipients to which members concurred.

	
	

	
	RESOLVED:  that the Clerk action the above.

	
	

	
	Note: Cllr Mrs Symonds, having declared a personal and prejudicial interest in this matter vacated the chamber during the debate.

	
	

	390
	STEEET NAMING AND NUMBERING

	
	

	
	The East Herts Council had written requesting as a matter of urgency members consider naming the following:

Developments at 123-127 South Street

Development in the garden of Windhill House



	
	RESOLVED:  that this matter be referred to the Planning and Environmental Committee scheduled for Monday 27 November 2006.

	  
	
	

	391.
	ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDA

	
	
	

	
	Invitation to the new Police Inspector

	
	Review of Standing Orders

	
	

	392
	URGENT BUSINESS

	
	

	
	Removal of Trees – Hockerill Bridge to London Road Bridge

	
	

	
	Cllr Pinnell informed members that British Waterways was this week intending to remove all the trees situated on the eastern bank, details of the species were tabled for information.  The general feeling was that whilst removal of trees was never to be condoned, in this particular case none were of specific importance.  It was therefore the consensus that no action should be taken by the Town Council and that it be left to individual councillors to take action should they so desire.

	
	

	
	Flyposting

	
	

	
	Cllr Wyllie drew members attention to the Pantomime sign on the Causeway Bridge which was advertising the forthcoming Rhodes production.  Whilst there might not have been any adverse criticism had the sign been displayed two weeks before the event, six weeks before was totally unacceptable, and it would be hypocritical to condone such action.

	
	It was agreed that the Rhodes staff be instructed to remove the sign forthwith.

	
	

	393
	EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC

	
	

	
	RESOLVED:  that in view of the confidential nature of the items under discussion the press and public be excluded from the meeting.

	
	

	394
	PERSONNEL, HEALTH AND SAFETY WORKING PARTY

	
	

	
	Minutes of the meeting held on  6 November 2006

	
	

	
	RESOLVED:  that the minutes be received.
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