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Boyton Parish Council

MINUTES OF THE BOYTON PARISH COUNCIL MEETING

HELD ON TUESDAY 31st MARCH 2009.
1.
PRESENT:
Keith Lilley


Parish Councillor (Chair)

Dr Fred Stentiford

Parish Councillor (Responsible Finance Officer)

Ivan Clark


Parish Councillor

Nicola Cassy


Parish Councillor
Allan Hall


Parish Clerk
Rosie Clarke


Suffolk County Councillor (Wilford Division)

Andrew Cassy


Invited Speaker
2. APOLOGIES:
James Greenwell

Parish Councillor
Rhona Sturrock


Suffolk Coastal District Councillor (Hollesley with Eyke)
3.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
There were no declarations of interest.
4.

MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING (19 November 2008)
The minutes were accepted as a true record.

5.
MATTERS ARISING
Mrs Cassy apologised that she has not yet ascertained if she does have sufficient suitable bricks available to repair the village sign plinth; she will check and advise at the next meeting.

Action: Nicola Cassy
Area based crime figures – the clerk advised that he has attempted to produce the crime statistics for the Boyton area from the SCC website, i.e. http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/PolicingAndPublicSafety/CommunitySafety/SuffolkCrimeStatistics.htm 
 but despite considerable time spent interrogating the website, had not been successful. The area that seems the most likely to contain the information does not yet appear to be available, and he intends to raise the matter with the appropriate department of the SCC.
Action: Clerk

Hedge trimming, Old School House Area – The Chairman advised that he has spoken with the two property owners concerned, and some trimming has been carried out. It was felt that this was minimal, and that the situation should be monitored as the new season’s growth appeared.

Dr Stentiford advised that the inside of the village hall hedge has been cut; work on the outside has still to take place.
6. ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP UPDATE
Andrew Cassy was invited to attend the meeting to give an update on the progress and thinking to date, and to give the background as to how the group came into being. It was borne out of the ‘Carbon Footprint Exercise’, from which it became obvious that there were areas of environmental concern within our village. A group of interested villagers now meet on a monthly basis to identify specific areas that give cause for concern, and to seek ways to facilitate improvements. Two areas that are currently under discussion are the powerful exterior lighting now employed at the Mary Warner Homes, and the possibility of establishing some kind of ‘Community Woodland’ within the village boundary. Contact has been made with the trustees of the Mary Warner Homes, but Andrew stressed that this was on a tentative, exploratory basis, merely a means to see if dialogue could be established. Any proposals that the Group wish to make will be presented to the Parish Council for discussion, and to seek their backing.
7. BOUNDARY COMMITTEE ANNOUNCEMENT
The Chairman advised that he had attended a meeting organised by the SCDC the previous evening at which the council’s views on the Boundary Committee’s announcement were given.

The initial review was triggered by the bid by Ipswich Borough Council to become a unitary authority, and the Secretary of State had asked the Committee to review local government in Suffolk as a whole. Under their terms of reference ‘remain as it is’ was not an option. Although SCDC, together with other authorities and many Parish Councils, had suggested that if changes had to be made, the new format should be for three unitary councils, Ipswich, East Suffolk and West Suffolk, the suggestions made by the Boundary Committee did not include this. Two only were put forward – one Authority covering all Suffolk, or two Authorities, one for Ipswich with Felixstowe, and another for the rest of Suffolk (including Waveney).
The SCDC intends to respond to the recommendations, strongly urging that their original ‘three Authority’ submission be reconsidered, and ask that parish councils also respond to the report. A copy of the SCDC letter to parish councils is attached at annex A, together with their draft Summary of Position Statement at annex B.

After discussion, it was agreed that the Boyton Parish Council supports the SCDC view, and will respond to the Boundary Committee report accordingly. 
Action: Chairman and Clerk
8. RURAL TRANSPORT REVIEW – UPDATE
Andrew Cassy had attended the open meeting to discuss this issue on behalf of Boyton PC, and advised of the intention from July to change the current two scheduled services through the peninsula (Nos. 71 and 72) to become one scheduled service, augmented by a ‘demand lead’ service. This would work by those people needing to travel outside the times of the scheduled service telephoning SCC the day before, and advising of their requirement. The SCC will collate all the requests, plan a route for the ‘demand lead’ vehicle, and then contact the customer, advising of the place and time of pick-up. 

There were some reservations expressed, but it was generally recognised that the current system meant buses often travelling empty, and agreement reached that the new system be monitored to be sure that in meets the needs of our residents.
9. COUNTY COUNCILLORS REPORT

Rosie Clarke thanked Andrew for his comprehensive report on the Transport Review, and indicated her support for the revised arrangements. She then advised that the suggestion that a footpath be created on Suffolk Punch Trust land from the Water Tower to Duck Corner seems unlikely to proceed, due to the prohibitive costs of moving the hedge.

Councillor Clarke then gave her formal report, which is attached at annex C.

10. FINANCIAL REPORT
Three cheques were presented for signature:

PCC – hire of room:



£15.00
Suffolk ACRE




£25.00

Churchyard Maintenance Contribution

£100.00
11. PLANNING APPLICATIONS SINCE THE LAST MEETING
The clerk advised that one application had been progressed since the last meeting, that to replace some windows and internal alterations to facilitate new first floor bathroom and new kitchen layout at 1, Dock Farm, Dock Farm Road. This application was supported by the PC, and approved by the SCDC on 18 March 2009.
12. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
a) Attention was drawn to the damaged highway sign approaching the Mary Warner Homes turning. The clerk confirmed that he has advised SCC Highways of this, and other signs requiring attention.
b) Additional Parish Council member – The Chairman reminded members of the discussion at the last meeting. It was agreed that an additional person should be co-opted to the PC, and Keith should approach those suggested as possible nominees to ascertain their views.
c) Dr Stentiford reminded members that the Boyton Barn Dance will be held in 25 April, and that the Village Fête will be on Saturday 5th September.
d) A contractor employed by SCDC has lost name and address details of licence applicants, and a new employing company has been engaged to cross reference all enquiries.

e) The Chairman reminded members that he intends this to be his last period in office, and that a new chairman will need to be elected at the AGM in May.
13. DATE OF NEXT MEETING
The Annual General Meeting of the Parish Council will be held at 7.30pm on Tuesday 12th May, 
and be followed by 
The Annual Parish Meeting at 8.00pm.

ANNEX A 
To: All SCDC Town and Parish Councils


Please ask for:
Alison Matthews

Direct Dial: (01394) 444435

E-mail address: alison.matthews

@suffolkcoastal.gov.uk

Our Ref:
APO/LL

10 April 2009
Dear Colleague

SUFFOLK COASTAL’S POSITION ON LATEST LOCAL GOVERNMENT

 REVIEW ANNOUNCEMENT
Further to the Parish Liaison meetings held on 30 March 2009 I am writing to reiterate Suffolk Coastal’s position following the latest announcement from the Boundary Committee for England (BCE) relating to the Local Government Review (LGR) process in Suffolk.

The BCE published its ‘further proposals’ for unitary local government in Suffolk on 19 March, and they are no different from the ones it published last July – except thankfully they have decided to keep Lowestoft in Suffolk.  Suffolk Coastal has outlined on numerous occasions our concerns about both the One Suffolk as well as the North Haven and Rural Suffolk proposals which are outlined in the attached position statement summary.

The BCE has completely ignored our proposal for East Suffolk, West Suffolk and an Ipswich, as well as other proposals put forward by other Suffolk authorities.  Suffolk Coastal firmly believes that if unitary local government has to be implemented, then East, West and Ipswich is the only logical proposal to meet the individual needs of people in each of those distinct areas.  However, the BCE appear to have ignored many individuals and organisations in putting forward their reheated proposals.

The BCE has not listened to Suffolk Coastal; it hasn’t listened to other Suffolk local authorities (Waveney; St Edmundsbury and Forest Heath) and it hasn’t listened to Towns and Parishes.  When surveyed the majority of Suffolk Coastal Town and Parish Councils did not want the current proposals.  Instead Town and Parish Councils wanted an opportunity to respond on either maintaining/improving current structures or the three way unitary model comprising East Suffolk, West Suffolk and Ipswich.

As an area Suffolk Coastal is facing a significantly challenging period.  We expect increased demand on various services with residents and communities needing greater support in uncertain times.  All this is at a time when local authorities face increasing budgetary pressures.

It is understandable that many individuals and organisations must be suffering from “consultation fatigue” over the whole LGR process.  However, it is important to remain engaged in the process to ensure that the concerns previously expressed are not ignored during this new round of consultation.

Our response to the BCE and the Secretary of State is very clear.  If unitary government has to be introduced in Suffolk then we believe East, West, and Ipswich is the only logical model.  However, we would suggest that now is not the time to be looking at introducing any significant reorganisation in Suffolk but to leave us to get on with delivering core services for our residents and tackling our budgetary pressures.

This is not to say we stand still - in fact quite the opposite. It is the possibility of an ever extended period of uncertainty on LGR that makes it so difficult for all the authorities involved to move on and innovate in solving the huge challenges that we face.  As an authority we have been continually innovative and business like in our approach to developing services. However in these challenging times we need to look again at how all of our services are being delivered and build on what we have already achieved through new ways of working. We are working very closely with Waveney with whom we share a Chief Executive and other services.  In fact had it not been for this lengthy LGR process those plans would have been further advanced.  We also envisage developing even further the good relationship that we have with Town and Parish Councils ensuring a comprehensive ‘three tier’ approach.

We are therefore writing to all of our Towns and Parishes advising you of our stance and to remind you that you do not have to sign up to either option put forward by the Boundary Committee.  We are going to respond to the Boundary Committee along the lines set out in this letter.  You can also put forward your own views including enhancement to the current ‘three tier’ model.  We would implore you to do so, by the deadline of 14 May, giving your reasons why the improved ‘three tier’ model is right for Suffolk at this time or if unitary government has to be introduced then the East; West and Ipswich model should be selected.  The contact details for the BCE are: Review Manager (Suffolk Review), The Boundary Committee for England, Trevelyan House, Great Peter Street, London, SW1P 2HW.  

There will then be an opportunity for direct representation to the Secretary of State, for four weeks from 15 July 2009 which will have even greater impact.  The contact details are: Rt Hon Hazel Blears, Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government, Eland House, Bressenden Place, London, SW1E 5DU, Email: Hazel.Blears@Communities.gsi.gov.uk.

We shall be taking a position statement, on our proposed response to the BCE, to Suffolk Coastal’s Council meeting on 23 April 2009.  Meanwhile if you require any further clarification regarding the LGR process please contact Alison Matthews on 01394 444435.

Yours sincerely
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Ray Herring

Leader of the Council

ANNEX B (Page 1)
DRAFT SUMMARY OF SUFFOLK COASTAL’S LGR POSITION STATEMENT
General Overview

(a)
The process for establishing and consulting on the proposals against the Secretary of State’s five key criteria for unitary government has been unsatisfactory because:

(i)
There has been no demonstrable evidence for the need for unitary government in Suffolk;

(ii)
The timetable for establishing the proposals and the consequent consultation process has been rushed and has not fully engaged with the communities that it will affect;

(iii)
There are significant doubts about the validity of many of the assumptions that support the submitted financial cases for the proposals;

(iv)
We are concerned that the County Council was nominated lead authority for the creation of both the conflicting Rural Suffolk and One Suffolk financial cases.

(b)
The proposals for the creation of North Haven and Rural Suffolk unitary authorities are ill-considered and do not reflect local ambitions or needs.  Further, we offer no support for the other proposal of a giant One Suffolk unitary council which would be remote from local communities.

(c)
We strongly believe that if LGR is inevitable then an East Suffolk, Ipswich and West Suffolk better serves the specific ambitions of our different local communities, offering local accountability and regional influence.

(d)
We reserve our position in terms of taking Judicial Review action either independently or with other Local Authorities currently being subjected to LGR.

Our Key Concerns With Current Proposals
One Suffolk
· No broad cross section of support

· Remote and out of touch

· The ratio of constituents to councillor significantly increases

· Does not reflect communities of interest

· Will require many more middle managers to cope with such a large geographic area

North Haven
· No broad section of cross support

· Does not reflect communities of interest - no connectivity between Ipswich and Felixstowe, Kesgrave and surrounding areas

· Designed on the basis of economic drivers rather than needs of the community

· Ipswich is an aspiring city with specific urban challenges

Rural Suffolk
· Does not reflect communities of interest – no connectivity between St Edmundsbury and Lowestoft

· With Lowestoft now back in Suffolk it makes Rural Suffolk a very large imbalanced area and therefore remote and out of touch with local issues

ANNEX B (Page 2)
THE CASE FOR AN EAST SUFFOLK UNITARY COUNCIL

(AS PART OF A 3 UNITARY MODEL)
· Broad cross section of support

· Strategic leadership requirements relating to the Port of Felixstowe, BT Adastral Park and Sizewell plus Coast Protection, etc

· Communities of interest/sense of place (East Coast communities and accessibility etc)

· Value for money/affordability – Suffolk Coastal already has a track record of innovative service delivery including joint Chief Executive arrangements with Waveney District Council

· West Suffolk has its own unique challenges

· Urban Ipswich faces totally different challenges to those local authorities in the East and West of the County

THE CASE FOR IMPROVING THE CURRENT THREE TIER SYSTEM
· The case for unitary local government has not been proven

· Significant support from the majority of Suffolk Coastal Town and Parish Councils to retain the current system

· Opportunity to enhance the current system through joint working between the three tiers of local government

· Suffolk Coastal and Waveney already aligning themselves to deliver local services to East Suffolk communities

· Recognises the importance of elected councillors in terms of democratic representation

· The Suffolk Coastal/Waveney approach to joint work could be replicated in the West of the county

· Enables local Councils to focus on meeting community needs at a time of recession

· Rural and coastal communities require a different approach to urban areas

ANNEX C 

REPORT FROM ROSEMARY CLARKE, SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCILLOR (WILFORD DIVISION)

In the week that Suffolk County Council voted for the county's lowest ever council tax increase, we learned that the results in a recent national magazine poll showed that Suffolk is one of the top ten best counties in which to live. Suffolk was placed 9th out of 40 counties in the survey published in Country Life on 28 January. Each county was assessed on information gathered from a variety of sources including CPRE, the Met Office, DEFRA and Natural England.
The national survey officially recognised that Suffolk is one of the finest places in which to live. Suffolk scored highly for the arts, for its good local food and for its green credentials. Suffolk reached the top three in the "society" category, which includes how satisfied local people are with the performance of their council as well as the level of council tax which has been set.

The council tax increase of 2.45% is a reduction on last year's increase of 3.75% and is lower than the Consumer Price Index of 3.1 % and the pensions increase of 5%. It is the fourth lowest increase in the country among county councils.

This Administration has been determined to look after the community, particularly the most vulnerable people: its children and young people and the elderly. We have looked after the available resources and get best value for money. In the budget, the Administration committed to invest a further £3.8m into protecting vulnerable children and £ 1.1m for vulnerable adults. We intend to continue to focus on areas of greatest need.

Suffolk Police Authority approved the Constabulary budget and an increase of 4.27% in the police precept. Suffolk Constabulary is perceived as being underfunded by Central Government and the Chairman of the Police Authority has written to Mr Vernon Coaker, Minister for Policing at the Home Office, requesting a meeting to discuss the situation.

Some good news stories:

25 November 2008: A good report for Suffolk Adult Care Services and on track for excellence. The annual performance ratings from the Commission for Social Care Inspection rate Suffolk as 2 star - a "good" report for the way Suffolk provides services to older people and people with disabilities and "promising" in terms of Suffolk's capacity to improve.

17 December: Suffolk County Council is rated "good" in all children's services. The County Council is said to have "sustained its strong performance" and "is making good progress", according to a report by Ofsted, the national inspectors of services for children and families.

17 June 2008: £27m of PFI credits will come into Suffolk to refurbish or rebuild ten fire stations across the county.

21 January 2009: Suffolk's Information on Prescription service has been highlighted by both Central Government and the lead body for libraries, as it helps people get  information easily about their illnesses. It is the only service in the country run through libraries.

February 2009: The new Gainsborough library in Ipswich is topped out. The new library was funded by a £l.4m grant from the Big Lottery Fund.

26 January 2009: The fourth mobile library in the county with satellite technology attached has been launched. Library users in some of the more remote areas of Suffolk will now be able to access the library catalogue and use the internet live.
19 January 2009: The adoption service at Suffolk County Council has several "outstanding" aspects and is rated "good" overall.

Since September 2008, seven new children's centres have been opened in Suffolk. These are part of the County Council's commitment to open 36 children's centres across the county, providing high quality information, support and services to families with children. These centres are in Saxmundham, East Ipswich, Bury St Edmunds, Great Cornard, Felixstowe and Thurston.

17 December 2008: Rural pubs, shops and post offices can now apply for grants, allowing them to expand their area of business and continue to provide valuable services to their local community.

13 November 2008: A scheme to recycle used cooking oil collected at household waste recycling centres in Suffolk has been hailed a success. Local authorities have thanked residents for their tremendous efforts in bringing Suffolk's recycling and composting rate to above 50% for the fIrst time.

26 September 2008: Lorry drivers will soon be able to trust their SatNavs not to lead them down a dead end, thanks to an innovative partnership between Suffolk County Council and Somerset County Council - updating information and maps for HGV drivers so they don't get stuck on small roads (or at Bawdsey Quay, looking for the ferry!). This has been welcomed by the Department of Transport.

And the Audit Commission has announced that Suffolk County Council retains its status of a 4 star council. It is reassuring to have confirmation that the services we provided day in day out meet the best in national standards. It is a well-deserved recognition of the hard work put in by Council officers and an endorsement of everyone's commitment and dedication. The rating is all the more of an achievement this year given the challenges the County Council has faced: the Local Government Review, financial pressures on Council services, the huge efficiency savings we have achieved and the impact locally of the financial climate. We need to help our communities survive the recession by focusing on our priorities: 

· creating a dynamic economy 
· helping our youngsters improve their exam results and improving the skills of Suffolk's workforce;

· protecting the vulnerable;

· creating the greenest county;

· ensuring that we provide exceptional value for money services

The Audit Commission, in giving Suffolk County Council the top 4 star rating, said the authority was "improving well". Highlights from the Audit Commission's report show that Suffolk is performing particularly well at:

· providing a good value and accessible public library service which scores high satisfaction levels;

· the number of 5 to 16 year olds doing two hours a week minimum physical education;

· recycling performance;

· the number of pedestrian crossings with facilities for disabled people;

· a well-performing trading standards service which scores high satisfaction levels with both local consumers and businesses

Suffolk is performing well at:

· reducing the number of people killed and seriously injured on its roads
·  its passenger transport - the services provided and the public information
·  the number of accessible footpaths and rights of way

The Boundary Committee, in its report concerning the Local Government Review, has recognised the 4-star (highest rating) status of Suffolk County Council. The Boundary Committee is now seeking views on its two proposals:

1. A single unitary authority for the whole of Suffolk

2. Two unitary authorities (a: Ipswich, Felixstowe and the surrounding villages and b: a Rural Suffolk).

Both these proposals would include Lowestoft, so the Boundary Committee has listened to the strong representations made in support of retaining Lowestoft under a Suffolk administration.

Rosemary Clarke, 










Suffolk County Councillor, Wilford Division






19 March 2009
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