CHUTE PARISH COUNCIL

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE PARISH COUNCIL HELD AT THE VILLAGE HALL ON THURSDAY  28th JUNE  2007.
Present:
David Brown : Chair


Eddie Quirk


Tim Harker

.

Jonny Sykes (for Items 5 to end)




Douglas Micklethwait


David Clark : Parish Clerk


In attendance :  KDC Cllr Peter Veasey and Parishioners Ms C Halling and Mrs Mustey
ITEM 1 :   APOLOGIES :   Cllr B Withers (family issues) and Cllr S Falla (duty). 

ITEM 2 :  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST :  There were none.

ITEM 3 :  





APPROVAL OF  PREVIOUS MINUTES
3.1
Approval of the minutes of the meeting on 17th May 07 was proposed by Cllr Harker,  seconded by Cllr Quirk and agreed by all.
ITEM  4 :   
MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MINUTES.    
4.1
Item 2.1 : Election of Vice Chair   The Clerk advised that Cllr Falla had accepted the appointment.
ITEM  5 :   APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS FOR YEAR ENDING 31 MARCH 2007
5.1
 The Chair noted that Mr Caddick, the Independent Internal Auditor, had signed Section 4 of the audit return without qualification: he then sought and obtained confirmation that all Members present had read and understood the papers provided with the Agenda.  A query was raised and resolved on a figure in ‘reserves’.  The Chair then turned to the new ‘Check List for Annual Review of the Effectiveness of Internal Audit’. Although the Council was required to sign up to observance of this, it had not been received until after the close of the financial year. The Clerk/RFO had therefore sought clarification from WALC and received the following advice:- 
Mazars (the Auditors) have been consulted and say  "We have not asked for any evidence of the action taken this year - as it was a very late addition to the Audit Return (though it has always been implicit in the Accounts and Audit Regulations - the checklist was included at the request of the Audit Commission to guide councils).- A suggestion is that parish councils have a look at the checklist and come to a broad view on the last year, but use it proactively going forward - minuting the assessment at the end of each year. It is felt that this should help to understand what internal audit is there to do for the council and to judge whether it has been successful.”
5.2
After some discussion it was agreed that the External Auditor’s advice reflected the situation of the Council and should be followed.   The Chair turned to the proposals in the agenda as follows:-

5.2.1
Approval of the Accounts as presented, duly audited by Mr Caddick,  was proposed by Cllr 
Micklethwait, seconded by Cllr Harker, and agreed by all.

5.2.2
Approval of Section 1 of the Audit Return, Statement of Accounts, and the supporting 
analysis was proposed by Cllr Harker, seconded by Cllr Quirk,  and agreed by all.

5.2.4
(Clerk’s note – this Item deliberately taken in this order) It was agreed by all that the Council’s practices had met the requirements of the new ‘Check List for Annual Review of the Effectiveness of Internal Audit’ . Further that  the Check List should be employed to test the system during the new and future financial years – action to be scheduled for a later Meeting. 
5.2.3
Approval of Section 2 of the Audit Return, the (newly titled) Governance Statement, as presented, was proposed by Cllr Harker, seconded by Cllr Micklethwait, and agreed by all.

ITEM  6 :   F/Y 2007/08 BUDGET – ACCEPTANCE OF FIRST FORECAST OF OUTCOME
6.1
The Clerk/RFO drew attention to the provision for election costs in the proposed Forecast of Outcome (provided with the agenda) and advised that KDC had now assessed the ‘election recharge’ as £75 (to be invoiced shortly). The significant variation on the reserve of £440 was due to the fact that the election had been uncontested’.  He proposed to revise the budget statement by moving the provision into the liability section and the balance of £365 into ‘general contingency reserve’.  After a brief discussion this was agreed and acceptance of the (revised) budget forecast and risk assessment was proposed by Cllr Sykes, seconded by Cllr Micklethwait and agreed by all.   Action : Clerk/RFO
ITEM  7 :   ADOPTION OF NEW CODE OF CONDUCT
7.1
The Chair drew attention to the papers, including the Clerk’s brief,  provided with the agenda and, before opening discussion, obtained confirmation that all had read and understood these.  He also noted that all had now been provided with the Guide to the (new) Code provided by the Standards Board.  
7.2
It was noted that the proposed document ‘Chute Parish Council Code of Conduct’ comprised both the mandatory ‘Model Code’ and associated advisory elements – ‘The Ten General Principles’ and ‘Explanatory Notes’:  this form was accepted.  Some time was devoted to discussion of the effect/impact of the voluntary paragraph 12(2) in the Model Code and the associated amendment to Council Standing Orders (text proposed in the brief) which would give effect to acceptance of this paragraph. Once all agreed that these matters had been properly explored the Chair then moved to the motions proposed.

7.2 1
Adoption of the Local Authorities (Model Code of Conduct) Order 2007 No.1159 including paragraph 12(2)  was proposed by Cllr Harker, seconded by Cllr Micklethwait and agreed by all.
7.2.2
Amendment of Council Standing Orders to enable effect of paragraph 12(2) of the Model Code as follows was proposed by Cllr Sykes, seconded by Cllr Quirk and agreed by all:-
 MEETINGS - ADMISSION AND PARTICIPATION 0F THE PUBLIC 

At all meetings of the Parish Council, the Chairman may at his/her discretion and at a convenient time in the transaction of business, adjourn the meeting so as to allow any member of the public to address the meeting in relation to the business to be transacted at that meeting.  This is to allow members of the public to ask questions or make statements and is intended to both enhance communications and to demonstrate that the proceedings are fully informed.   The Chair shall define the duration of the period of adjournment and ensure that it is understood that that the public must not take part at any other time.
ITEM  8 :   COMPLAINT OF DANGEROUS TREE – ‘OLD TIBBS MEADOW’ BOUNDARY
8.1
The Clerk reported on action he had taken since the last meeting and read a brief summary of the outcome of a meeting he had had that day with a Landscape Engineer from Mouchel Parkman the WCC Highways Authority contractor.   The Chair then summarised the situation as follows :  this summary was accepted/agreed:-

*   The principle complainant , Mrs Howard, believes the tree(s) to be on land outside her (and her two immediate neighbours’) property.   They are definitely not the responsibility of the Parish Council but may be the responsibility of KDC or  WCC ‘Highways’.  
*    Informal contact with KDC has not confirmed any immediate threat from the tree(s) nor has it indicated any likelihood of acceptance of responsibility for them.- an approach to the Highways Authority was suggested.
*   WCC/Mouchel Parkman have now assessed no immediate threat from the tree(s) and have taken the predictable position with regard to responsibility: that in such circumstances the presumption is that hedgerows/trees adjacent to the highway are the responsibility of the owner of the adjacent land.
*   The Parish Council’s primary concern was that any danger to the public should be dealt with: there is no confirmation of such a threat.  Beyond that we have happily acted in an intermediary capacity to assist members of the community but the way ahead must now be decided.
8.2
The ‘danger’ issue had been  resolved for the present. However for so long as Mrs Howard and (it was understood) her two immediate neighbours maintained that they were not responsible for the hedgerow/tree(s) - the situation of dispute with WCC would recur.  This was not in the interests of the parties involved and could result in delay in action to deal with a public safety matter. Therefore the parishioners should be advised to clarify/establish their position as soon as possible.  This was essentially a private matter but Members wished to provide whatever assistance they could.   
8.3
The Chair proposed that the Clerk should draft a letter to the three directly affected parishioners (at Nos 11, 12 and 13 Tibbs Meadow) advising of action and progress to date. This should also confirm the Parish Council’s position but willingness to continue purely in an intermediary role by (eg) making an initial approach to Kennet District Council and/or Sarsen Housing to establish the responsible staff who could help any research into the position with regard to the boundary at the rear of the properties concerned. This was unanimously agreed    Action : Clerk/Chair
ITEM  9 :      ALLOTMENTS/’LONGVIEW’ BOUNDARY
9.1
The Chair indicated that, as reported previously (17th May – Item 21) he and Cllr Sykes were still awaiting contact from Mr Harold Mustey – acting on behalf of Mrs Mustey.  He then adjourned the  meeting  to allow Mrs Mustey to address the Council.  The meeting was then re-convened.
9.2
It was accepted that Mrs Mustey wished to get ahead with erection of a fence on the boundary but, as indicated previously, it was still necessary to establish exactly where it was proposed to erect this fence and the Chair and Cllr Sykes were still standing-by to walk the ground and clarify this with Mr H Mustey  (acting on behalf of Mrs Mustey).  Both stated their general availability during July.
ITEM  10 :      BUTTS HILL TO ‘WILDWINDS’ ACCESS TRACK
10.1
The Clerk read a letter from Ms C Halling dated 1 June 07 complaining with regard to drainage work which had been done on the track ‘some 40ft’ outside the ‘Wild Winds’ boundary and other (historical) issues. The Chair noted that the sole interest of the Parish Council remained confined to matters germane to it’s shared access to the Allotment area. 
The Chair then adjourned the meeting to allow Mrs Halling to elaborate on her letter, to establish what matters were current, and allow an extensive exchange of information on the matter raised. The meeting was then re-convened.

10.2
 After some discussion it was agreed that the Council would assist in this matter to the following extent and advise Ms Halling accordingly – Action Clerk & Chair :-
*   Review the (approved) Planning Application for the newly built house to see if there were any provision/reference to drainage of surface water on/from the track.
*   Approach the owner of ‘Wildwinds’ to inquire if they had any plans to improve/re-instate the track surface to compensate for damage done during the re-build work.
ITEM  11 :     PLANNING APPLICATIONS
11.1
Planning application 56745/F  Stable block at Scots Poor.  It was agreed that no objection should be made to this application. (n.b. Cllr Sykes had not seen the application and therefore abstained)
11.2
Planning application 56747/F  Porch and link to garage.  It was agreed that no objection should be made to this application. (n.b. Cllr Sykes had not seen the application and therefore abstained)
11.3
To note and confirm all received/processed since last meeting .   The Clerk read the following  record of actions since the last meeting:-

56320/F  Melbury Lodge, Upper Chute: Extensions.  No objection PC. Now approved by KDC.
56486/F  5 New Buildings, Cadley.  Linked barn accommodation. PC objection withdrawn. Now approved by KDC.
(Note :  the Clerk drew attention to the conditions applied which reflected the PC views)

56584/Tr2  Land opposite Jimila, Lower Chute. Fell tree. No objection PC. Now approved by KDC.
ITEM  12 :     RESIDENCE LOCATION DATA BASE (Emergency Services)
12.1
Cllr Sykes confirmed that he and Cllr Falla would continue to work on this.
ITEM  13 :     OBJECTION TO B.T. POLE AT CADLEY GREEN
13.1
The Clerk advised that, following the previous meeting,  KDC Cllr Peter Veasey had advised him to (re) submit the matter to Mike Wilmot, Development Control and Conservation Team Leader at KDC.  The papers had been sent to him by eMail on 25th May and an acknowledgement sent by return with advice that he was ‘looking into the matter’.   No further response had been received to date.  KDC Cllr Veasey agreed that this was a matter which should be pursued since BT Openreach had not followed due process with regard to either the District or Parish Councils.   To be kept under review.

ITEM 14 :
PROPOSED DIVERSION OF FOOTPATH 18 CHUTE
14.1
The Chair noted that the Clerk had written to WCC confirming the Parish Council’s current opposition - letter dated 20th May 2007.  Since then there had been no developments – possibly since the applicant was now understood to have sold his house on the land in question. A letter of objection had now been received from a parishioner (in response to the Clerk’s item in the Chronicle). 
ITEM 15 :
COMMUNITY WEB-SITE

15.1
In the absence of Cllr Falla,  review of this matter was postponed.

ITEM 16 :
ANY OTHER BUSINESS
16.1
Upper Chute Bus Shelter Maintenance :   Clls Withers had reported that Mrs Mary Cummins had (once again) cleaned and scrubbed the graffiti etc from the shelter.  The Clerk was asked to write and thank her.  Action : Clerk
16.2
Wiltshire Waste Forum - participation  :  The Clerk read an eMailed questionnaire on this matter. He was advised to respond confirming status quo – wish to be kept informed but not attend meetings etc.
16.3








































The Chair noted that the next meeting was scheduled for 2nd August 2007 and, there being no further business, closed the meeting at 21.10.
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Signed


Dated


