
Shotley Parish Council

Minutes of a meeting of the Shotley Parish Council held on Thursday, January 18th, 2024, at 7:15 pm, at the Shotley Village Hall.

Present: Cllrs R Wrinch (Chairman), T Ingram (Vice-chair), B Powell, R Green, S Rollin, P Hillier, L Ingram, and the Parish Clerk. 

County and District Councils: District Cllr S Harley.

Public gallery:  Seven members of the public.
	SPC/24/1: To receive and approve apologies for absence: Apologies were received (and approved) from Cllrs J Richardson and C Smith.
Cllr R Wrinch informed the meeting that following advice from the Clerk, he would temporarily leave the meeting to allow members of the public to make representation on agenda item 9a) due to his position as the local landowner of a site that was undergoing development considerations.

Cllr T Ingram took over the Chair’s position and Cllr R Wrinch left the room.



	SPC/24/2: Public participation at meetings (Meeting open to allow members of the public to speak): A member of the public, who had strongly opposed development on land adjacent to Chapel Fields, asked that Councillors took on board the comments previously expressed by the parish against development on that site, and that if a recommendation for the “call for sites” exercise was to be agreed, it was for land in other locations, for a smaller yield.  There was one piece of land which the owner had suggested could be made available, if necessary (opposite the Primary School), and another was the land adjacent to the primary school, which parishioners had previously opposed as well but had been agreed during the previous “call for sites”.

This member of the public appealed to councillors to take into account parishioners' views in terms of further development and explained that if a recommendation had to be made, it at least was of a size and in a location that caused the least harm to the village. Preferably, no land would be put forward, as there was sufficient development already planned. However, if further development could not be avoided, rather than wait for the planning authority to enforce their decision on the parish, it would be prudent to submit a less detrimental one.
A second member of the public relayed that there was significant feeling against over development of Shotley, regardless of the allocations made by Babergh District Council, and that the Parish Council should consider the wishes of the village and vote against any further development.

A third member of the public spoke of the lack of infrastructure (supported by a Planning Inspector’s report), and that the Parish was yet to know the true impact of ongoing development, and of other sites which had historic planning permissions that were yet to come forward.

A member of the public made enquiries about the Poplar Trees on the B1456 at the entrance to the village, Cllr R Wrinch agreed that they should be replaced in time with a more appropriate option, but as they were under the remit of Suffolk County Council, not much could be done at present.

Agenda item SPC/24/9 a) was brought forward at this stage and considered by members.

Cllr T Ingram reiterated that there appeared to be overwhelming public opposition to further development sites being put forward for the exercise. Cllr R Green suggested that the village needed to “settle down” once all planned development was completed to assess its true impact, which was agreed by fellow members.

Following some debate, it was agreed that the Parish Council did not wish to submit any further land proposals for the “call for sites”. It was also hoped that the planning authority would allow the parish time to settle upon the completion of current and future planned developments before any further considerations were made.

Cllr R Wrinch returned to the room and replaced Cllr T Ingram as the Chair. Cllr R Wrinch informed those present that he intended to submit part of his land to the “call for sites” exercise but no other decision had been made in terms of planning application resubmission at that stage.



	SPC/24/3: Declarations of interest with regard to items on the agenda:  Cllrs T Ingram, L Ingram and R Green declared a non-pecuniary interest on matters pertaining to agenda item 8 a).



	SPC/24/4: Reports 

a) County Councillor’s report: County Cllr S Harley’s report had been received and was further added to at the meeting.

b) District Councillor’s report: A report had not been received from District Cllr D Davis.



	SPC/24/5: To approve the minutes of the Parish Council meeting held on the 7th of December 2023 and approve a correction to the minutes of 16th November 2023 (reference to when a member of the public left the meeting): It was resolved to approve the minutes as a true record of the meeting held. The minor amendment was also approved.



	SPC/24:6: Planning matters:

a) Application: DC/23/05272 - Water Pipeline Between Freston And, Shotley Gate - Request for formal Screening Opinion under Regulation 6 (6) of The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England) Regulations 2017 - Installation of 10.4 km water pipeline and reinforcement of circa 3 km of existing water main between Freston and Shotley Gate: Discussed at the previous Council meeting.

b) Application: DC/24/00136 - 49 Kitchener Way - Erection of two-storey side/part single-storey rear extension: It was resolved to recommend the approval of this planning application.

c) Application: DC/23/05732 - Maryland, Bristol Hill - Residential conversion of domestic outbuilding to create 1no new dwelling and extension to existing dwelling: It was resolved to recommend the approval of this planning application.

d) Decision: DC/23/03022 Former HMS Ganges Site, Shotley Gate -Discharge of Conditions Application for B/12/00500 - Condition 14 (Details of Play Areas): Noted.

e) Decision: DC/23/04648 Grassy Knoll, King Edward VII Drive - Discharge of Conditions Application for DC/21/01700 - Condition 5 (Biodiversity Enhancement) and Condition 6 (Wildlife Sensitive Lighting Design): Noted.

In respect of planning application DC/23/05023 15 Broadwater Gardens - Reduce crown volume of oak tree (T1) by up to 30%, Cllr P Hillier wished for it to be noted that she had been against that application and that comments she had previously made had not been noted on the minutes. It was explained by the Clerk that Parish Council decisions followed a democratic process and that it was the agreed decision that was recorded, not individual Councillor’s views if they opposed the majority vote. The previous agenda had simply noted that the planning permission had been granted, therefore it would not have been appropriate to register individual Councillor’s views at that point. However, the Clerk agreed to note Cllr P Hillier’s position on the current meeting’s minutes.

f) To receive an update on Ganges matters: Cllr P Hillier had reported some concerns to the Clerk in the previous month about the way the hedge on Marsh Lane had been handled by developers before new fences were erected. The Clerk had researched the planning documents in depth and had forwarded the relevant excerpts to all Councillors, which demonstrated that the developer had acted within the consent and conditions. For additional reassurance, Cllr R Wrinch had also approached the developer to confirm this was the case.

Although Cllr P Hillier suggested that the Parish Council should consider replanting the hedge in the areas that had been left without vegetation, Cllr R Wrinch recommended that the Council should wait for Spring to see what grew back now the area had been cleared, to see what would grow naturally, before attempting any replanting.

Cllr P Hillier was also concerned that cuttings had been left on site and should be cleared, and that some areas may not naturally regenerate. Cllr P Hillier further suggested that the developer should be asked to remove the cuttings and provide a contribution towards the cost of a replacement hedge. Cllr R Wrinch disputed that the footpath belonged to SCC and that he did not believe there was any requirement on the plans for the cuttings to be removed.  Cllr B Powell added that any hedge would require maintenance and that it may be best to leave it clear for the farmer who owned the adjoining land. Cllr R Wrinch had made enquiries about some of the land ownership, the response to which remained outstanding, but the developer’s right of access had been verified and could not be contested. 

Cllr P Hillier remained concerned, particularly as some of the trees were bending over and could become a health and safety hazard. However, Cllr R Wrinch provided some reassurance by saying that he had asked the developer to be careful in the fulfilment of their planning obligations and that the Parish Council would remain vigilant.


	SPC/24/7:  Finance and administration:

a) To consider and approve accounts for payment and note receipts, bank balances, and reconciliations: The accounts for payments, receipts and balances/reconciliations had been circulated to members ahead of the meeting. It was resolved to approve the accounts for payment and the bank balances /reconciliations were noted.

Payments:
January
Salaries, Tax, NI and pension liabilities

£2,035.74
Bristol Hill Public Conveniences cleaning contract

£403.00
Village Warden contract

£635.75
Clerk’s expenses 

£361.30
Mr Cordle -allotment verge cutting
£240.00
Wave – WC water
£58.29
N Power-WC energy
£100.19
Friend of Shotley School funding

£200.00

M Cordle-verge maintenance

£240.00

Cllr P Hillier-Expenses (had not been issued the previous month)

£65.70

SLCC membership

368.00

SPSCIC- Materials for foreshore footpath repairs

371.40

Zurich -Annual insurance policy

1,796.41

Total:
£6,435.00                                                             
b) To approve the accounts for the third quarter (to 31 December 2023): It was resolved to approve the third quarter accounts.

c) To consider and approve the budget for 2024/2025: Following due consideration, it was agreed to approve the budget for 2024/2025.

d) To consider and approve the precept for 2024/2025: A number of reports had been circulated by the Clerk, which indicated the Parish Council’s financial position and the required precept that would enable the Parish Council to continue delivery of its services. The tax base for Shotley had increased by 1.6% for 2024/2025, which was fortunate as it allowed for a small precept increase without significant impact to the taxpayer. 

The parish’s needs continued to grow, as well as the cost of most goods and services, and it was prudent for the Parish Council to consider a small yearly increase on the precept, rather than attempt to do it at a later date and by a significant amount. Whilst still taking into account the current economic crisis households were facing, the Parish Council decided to increase the parish precept to £67,550. This would equate to a band D property paying £86.25 per year towards the parish precept (a negligible increase of £0.81p, or 0.96%).
e) To review and approve the annual insurance policy: Following a review of the insurance documents, it was resolved to approve the policy.

f) To receive and note the “Council Action List”: The Action list was reviewed by members.



	SPC/24/8: Committees, Working Groups and Representatives - To receive reports, consider recommendations and agree on actions:
a) Shotley Peninsula Shoreline CIC: A report was given by a member of the public who was a Director of the SPSCIC. The Group also enquired whether the Community Payback team could be asked to support ongoing work. Cllr T Ingram and the Clerk reported on the various reasons given by the organisation as to why this was no longer an option (Health and Safety considerations and insurance policy). 

Within the SPSCIC report, it was noted that some of the steel shuttering on the foreshore footpath appeared to be leaning forward. Cllr R Wrinch suggested that records were kept of any movement so that UK Power Networks could be approached at a later date for support.

b) Greens and Open Spaces: It was reported that the handrails on the steps from the Heritage Park to the foreshore footpath were quite loose and needed to be repaired. Clerk to action.

c) Play Areas: To receive the notes of the meeting held on 11th January 2024 and approve initial project expenditure: The meeting notes had been circulated to members ahead of the meeting. 

d) Community Speed Watch Scheme: To receive an update and approve expenditure: An update was provided by the Clerk and passed on to the member of the public who was leading the proposal. Suffolk Constabulary now required six volunteers for the scheme to be able to be set up, so the Parish Council would only be able to progress matters once more came forward.



	SPC/24/9: To note any further correspondence received and agree response needed:
a) Babergh District Council Call for Sites 2024 invitation: The Parish Council had agreed earlier in the meeting not to submit any sites.

b) Consultation on BDC/MSDC’s draft Sexual Entertainment Policy 2024-2029 (v2): Noted.
c) Consultation on BDC/MSDC’s draft Scrap Metal Policy 2024-2029: Noted.


	SPC/24/10: Reports from Councillors on matters not itemised on the agenda/requests for next agenda (No decisions with a financial implication are permitted to be made at this point and should be added to a future agenda for consideration): Cllrs B Powell asked if SCC Could be contacted to deal with the Poplar trees on the B1456 that appeared to be a risk, particularly as three had come down recently. The Clerk had reported these trees on several occasions and had a Tree Surgeon mark any that were dead or diseased. However, SCC had only dealt with a small number of them and, in a recent report, had confirmed that they would not be carrying out any further work. The Clerk was to send the report to Cllr S Hartley so he could follow it up.

Cllr R Green reported on a recent meeting of the Village Hall Management Committee, that the Parish Council's proposal to commission an events-specific noticeboard had been approved and its location agreed.

A member of the public asked if something could be done about the Leylandii near the new roundabout, as they were obstructing the streetlight. It was explained that one of the residents had wanted to have these cut back some years ago, but neighbouring residents had opposed the proposal. As they were privately owned, there was not much that the Parish Council could do apart from reporting the obstruction to SCC.

Cllr P Hillier suggested planting two Scots Pine trees in the gaps left by trees felled previously at the Heritage Park. It was agreed that a small number of Councillors would accompany Cllr P Hillier on a site visit and report back at the next meeting.

The damage to the sea wall opposite the Bristol Arms was also reported for further action by the Clerk. 

Cllr R Wrinch reported on the flooding issues on Church Walk and the Environment Agency’s upcoming works to the southern sea wall of the river Orwell. 

There were additional reports from members of the public on streetlights in Kingsland/Queensland that were either not working or had been damaged, drainage issues, and overgrown hedges. 



	SPC/24/11: Date of next meeting:  15 February 2024.




 With no further matters to be transacted, the meeting ended at 9:00 pm.
Signed:______________________________________   Date:_______________________
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