Debenham Parish Council

Minutes of the meeting held on Monday, 20th January 2020 at 7:45pm at the Debenham Leisure Centre, Gracechurch Street, Debenham.

Present:  Cllrs J Baldwin (Chairman), R Blackwell (Vice-Chairman), S Palframan, G Helm, D Seccombe, M Hammond, Mrs D Bedwell (Clerk), District Cllr K Guthrie, County Cllr M Hicks and seventy (+) members of the public.
	DPC/20/09: Apologies for absence: Apologies had been received from Cllrs F Winrow-Giffin, L Cockerton, S Dobson and S Phipps.

	DPC/20/10: Declarations of interest with regards to items on the agenda, dispensations and additions to register: Cllr D Seccombe declare a non-pecuniary interest on item DPC/20/6 D); Cllr M Hammond ‘s dispensation was noted.


	DPC/20/11: To receive District and County Cllrs reports: Reports from both councillors had been circulated to members ahead of the meeting.


	DPC/20/12: Public participation at meetings: Meeting open to allow members of the public to speak 
At this point, item DPC/20/14 was brought forward with the agreement of full council. 
A member of the public delivered a brief report regarding the approaching deadline in 2026 for applications for the Definitive Map Modification Orders (Rights of Way) and asked the Parish Council to consider a request for supporting an application for the bridleway between Stoney Lane and Green Lane, Mickfield and Wetheringsett. 

The member of the public was thanked for their contribution and asked to provide a written detailed proposal, inclusive of maps, for consideration at a future meeting. There was also a suggestion to involve Wetheringsett Parish Council in the proposal.

The Chairman gave those present a brief description of progress made by the Parish Council since the extraordinary meeting of January 6th:
Application DC/19/05769 had been analysed by members against the policies in the Debenham Neighbourhood Plan and had been found to be against a significant number of them; Comments received from members of Debenham and neighbouring parishes had formed part on an information gathering exercise; Meetings with the relevant authorities, such as SCC Highways and Education had been requested and were in the process of taking place; A meeting with the local MP, Dr Dan Poulter, was also due to take place on January 31st; The planning portal continued to be monitored in order for members to ascertain the views of their electorate; Some of the documents submitted with the application were out of date and this had been noted; Independent, professional planning advice had been commissioned as resolved at the previous extraordinary meeting of the Council; The Planning Officer’s report was eagerly anticipated but his  recommendation was not known at this point.
Members of the public wishing to make representation were also reminded to respect everyone’s views as they may differ from one’s own, to avoid repetition due to time constraints and to courteously inform the meeting if proceedings were being recorded in case any members of the public wished to be excluded.
· A member of the public had written to the local MP and had received confirmation that a meeting with MSDC’ s Chief Executive had been organised- Cllr K Guthrie confirmed at this point that she had also been notified of this meeting.

· As the application had already been refused once, was it possible for the applicant to bypass the planning authority in order to get the plans approved? – District Cllr K Guthrie explained the planning process, which culminated with the applicant being able to appeal to the planning inspectorate in case of a refusal, who could decide against the planning authority’s decision.
· Another member of the public stated that it was important to get behind the Neighbourhood Plan, as this was not just a planning matter but a political one. And that the Parish Council and residents should make it clear to the planning authority that if the Debenham Neighbourhood Plan was not upheld, it would affect other areas nationwide; that the developer could be using Debenham’s application as a test case against other planning authorities. The meeting was reminded of how Taylor Wimpey had opposed the Neighbourhood Plan during its consultation stages. Furthermore, Taylor Wimpey had met with MSDC officers ahead of previous planning applications being submitted and coincidently changes had been made to the original plans, such as the matter of the primary school.

· A question was asked about the number of infill properties which had recently been built in Debenham, as that number should be taken into account with regards to delivery.

· Another resident referred to a different application within Debenham and how they had complained to the planning authority about some of the behaviour demonstrated by the developer of that site- which posed a question regarding the total number of planning applications , inclusive of windfalls, listed for Debenham to date and whether these were being taken into account with regards to the overall deliverability of the Plan.
· Members were reminded of the stoic representation made by many members of the public during a previous contentious planning application on Water Lane and were encouraged to continue fighting this hostile planning application in the same way.

· Councillors were asked if a legal/professional person had been appointed to this case, to which the response was positive.
· Reference was made to a paragraph in the NPPF which reinforced the value that should be given to a Neighbourhood Plan. In addition, MSDC had met their five-year land supply figures, which should further support the Debenham defence.

· Questions were put to County Cllr M Hicks. However, Cllr Hicks explained that as he may have to chair the planning committee meeting which would consider this application, it would not be appropriate for him to make any comment at this stage. Cllr Hicks was praised for the professional way in which he had chaired the previous committee meeting that had considered the previous Taylor Wimpey application. 

· A member of the public highlighted the increased risks of flooding should this planning application be approved and how it would affect the rest of the village. 

· In support of the previous comment, another MOP said that it was difficult to convey years of local knowledge and experience to the planning committee and asked if the Council could commission a report for the planning committee, which highlighted all the local concerns and risks of the proposed development, regardless of the mitigating measures being suggested, which were thought to be inadequate.

· There was also no mention of who would maintain the proposed flood attenuation measures or who would finance it.

· It was also noted that some members were disappointed with the lack of information on some of the reports provided, for example the SCC Highways report had not highlighted all the safety concerns and parking issues, nor did they put across to planners local valuable lived experiences.

· A neighbouring resident highlighted how the landscape would change dramatically from their village and not just as seen from Debenham and had been pleased to see this same opinion echoed in some of the comments already submitted.

With no further comments from the public gallery, the public session was closed at 8.15pm.



	DPC/20/13: Planning matters
a) Applications received for recommendation to MSDC:

· DC/19/05769 - Land to The North Of, Gracechurch Street, Debenham: Outline Planning Application. (Access to be considered) Erection of up to 295 dwellings, 2ha for potential primary school site or community/care use, and two new vehicular accesses from Gracechurch Street. Associated developments including flood alleviation and surface water attenuation features, distributor road, associated public open space, landscaping and other infrastructure and utilities: Taking into account the comments received at the two public meetings, the analysis carried out by the Neighbourhood Plan delivery team, the professional opinion received and the fact that the application went against many of the Neighbourhood Plan policies, it was resolved to:
1- Recommend the refusal of this planning application. 
2- Task the Neighbourhood Plan Delivery Committee with formulating and submitting a robust objection letter for the Parish Council, taking into account the comments from the public present at both Parish Council meetings and any other correspondence received, together with the advice from the Barrister commissioned by the Parish Council.

It was also agreed that the final letter should be made available to members of the public via the usual mediums- Clerk to action.
· DC/19/05821 - Dairy Cottage, 50 Aspall Road- Notification of Works to Trees in a Conservation Area - T1 (Walnut) - Lightly reduce by 20%, thin crown and raise. T2 (Ash) -Top to previous points, reduction by 30%.: No objection raised.
· DC/19/05909 - Dairy Cottage, 50 Aspall Road- Erection of single storey rear extension: No objection raised.

· DC/19/05900 - Blood Hall Cottage, Kenton Road - Erection of tree house for use as holiday accommodation: No objection raised.
b) Planning decisions:

· DC/19/04795 Land at Thorpe Lane, Ipswich Road - Erection of agricultural building for storage of tractor, implements and hops. Planning permission granted.
· DC/19/04927 12A Aspall Road- Insertion of dormer on west and velux window on north elevation. Planning permission granted.
· DC/19/05633 Cooks Retreat, 10 Cross Green- Discharge of Conditions Application for DC/19/04527- Condition 4 (Land Contamination). Condition discharged.
· DC/19/05796 Greenkeepers Cottage, Great Back Lane- Non-Material Amendment to DC/19/03904 - Alterations to roof and fenestration to rear extension and addition of flue. Amendments approved. 
c)   Planning correspondence

	DPC/20/14: To receive report re. Definitive Map Modification Orders and consider request for support (in respect of route via Stoney Lane across to the Wetheringsett Road). This matter had been considered earlier in the meeting.


	DPC/20/15: To approve the minutes of the Parish Council Meetings held on December 9th 2019 and 6th January 2020: It was resolved to approve the minutes of December 9th and January 6th as a true record of the meeting held.


	DPC/20/16: Finance and Administration
a) To approve accounts for payment and note receipts and bank balances: It was resolved to approve the accounts for payments and receipts / bank balances were noted (as per attached listing).
b) To consider and approve the budget for 2020/2021: It was resolved to approve the budget for 2020-2021 (receipts for the period were projected at £95,811 and payments £109,483). The Earmarked Reserves accounts were also reviewed, with new amounts allocated and new accounts created in line with Neighbourhood Plan objectives delivery in some areas such as traffic/parking, cemetery expansion (land purchase), new play equipment and support for local organisations. 

c) To consider and approve the precept for 2020/2021: It was resolved to approve a precept of £78,686 for 2020/2021.
d) To consider application for funding for defibrillator case at Sir Robert Hitcham Primary School: It was resolved to approve this application by way of purchasing the case and gifting it to the Primary school and to also pay for the installation costs. 
e) To consider nominations for the Buckingham Palace Garden Party 2020: It was resolved to nominate Cllr R Blackwell (relevant forms handed over for completion).
f) To consider proposal to include a community event calendar on the Parish Council website: It was agreed that the Clerk would liaise with the website Editor in order to progress this matter.
g) Action list: Deferred. 


	DPC/20/17: Committees and working groups: To receive reports and consider recommendations/agree actions: (Representatives to raise matters pertaining to their respective groups for debate and consideration by the Council)

a) Debenham Historical Environment: A comprehensive business plan had been received by members from the History Society, which included proposals for the purchase of a local building for use as a records office. Members agreed to fully support the first stage of the project but did not feel the Parish Council could become custodian of the local historic assets as described due to cost implications and bureaucracies surrounding such matters. The building suggested would also need significant improvements in order to be fit for purpose but the difficulties with accessibility due to its layout would probably be unsurpassable.  A different approach could potentially include a purpose-built container of some sort, using another existing community type building or sharing some space at a local business premises.
b) NP Delivery Committee:

· Traffic and Parking- To approve members of the group who will undertake a parking survey on Aspall Road: Cllr R Blackwell had circulated the minutes of the group’s previous meeting. Members agreed with the proposal that two named members of the Working Group would carry out a traffic survey; The Working Group also asked if the Parish Council would consider writing to SCC Highways in relation to their current road closure practices, as they presented a number of problems to road users. It was agreed that the Group would prepare a draft letter for consideration by the Council at the next meeting.
· To consider the compilation of a Community Association/Group/Activities/Provision list: Cllr J Baldwin gave members a brief report on this matter- the need for a centralized listing of all the available activities/groups and events within the parish had been identified. Cllr R Blackwell suggested going through a similar list which the Parish Council had used for Neighbourhood Planning purposes in order to ascertain whether this could be tailored for this purpose.
  

	DPC/20/18: To note correspondence circulated to members and consider any additional responses: The correspondence circulated was briefly discussed by members and noted.



	DPC/20/19: To receive any reports from Councillors/requests for addition to a future agenda: A councillor expressed some concern at the sheer volume of documents circulated to members and which needed to be read ahead of the meeting. It was hoped the following month would not be so data-intense as there should only be one full council meeting as opposed to two in the space of a week, which had been the case in January. 
Cllr D Seccombe asked the topic of being “carbon neutral” to be added to the next agenda.


	DPC/20/20: Date of next meeting:  17 February 2020


	DPC/20/21: Temporary exclusion of press and public: That pursuant to the Public Bodies (Admission at meetings) Act 1960 the Public and Press be excluded from the meeting due to the confidential nature of the business to be discussed


	DPC/19/22 To consider correspondence received and approve response: The correspondence received had been communicated to members and was noted. There would be no further action at this point.
With no further matters to be transacted, the meeting ended at 9.45pm.
Signed:_______________________________  Date:__________________________
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