
Agenda Item 5 – page 1

U:\commlive\Council\260712 Council mins.doc

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5

Minutes of the Meeting of East Cambridgeshire
District Council held in the Council Chamber,
The Grange, Nutholt Lane, Ely on Thursday
26 July 2012 at 6.30pm
_____________________________________

P R E S E N T

Councillor Allen Alderson
Councillor Christine Ambrose Smith
Councillor David Ambrose Smith
Councillor Sue Austen
Councillor Anna Bailey
Councillor Derrick Beckett
Councillor David Brown
Councillor Will Burton
Councillor Tony Cornell (Vice-
Chairman)
Councillor Lavinia Edwards
Councillor Kevin Ellis
Councillor Colin Fordham
Councillor Jeremy Friend-Smith
Councillor Sheila Friend-Smith MBE
Councillor Tony Goodge
Councillor Lindsey Harris

Councillor Richard Hobbs
Councillor Bill Hunt
Councillor Tom Hunt
Councillor Tom Kerby
Councillor Peter Moakes
Councillor Chris Morris
Councillor Neil Morrison
Councillor John Palmer
Councillor Tony Parramint (Chairman)
Councillor Philip Read
Councillor Mike Rouse
Councillor Robert Stevens
Councillor Hazel Williams MBE
Councillor Sue Willows
Councillor Gareth Wilson
Councillor Pauline Wilson

25 members of the public and the following Lay and Parish Members of the former
Standards Committee attended the meeting: Mr Philip Taylor, Mr Matthew Finney, Mr
Grant Osbourn and City of Ely Cllr John Yates.

18. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

A number of public attended the meeting for the same issue relating to
traveller sites and in particular the proposed allocation of a site at Isleham Road,
Fordham. The first question drawn was from Mr Clive Jacobs. However, he
chose to withdraw his question on the basis that he was now aware of the content
of the other submitted questions, which he preferred were presented.

The next questions drawn were submitted by Ms Nicola Parr. However,
Mrs Pauline Wilkes presented the following questions to Council on behalf of Mrs
Parr and the public in attendance at the meeting:

‘1. Why is it that when Government have stopped the need to provide traveller
sites have this Council still proceeded to do so?

2. With the new Localism Agenda, why have the Council decided to proceed
with the site for travellers on Isleham Road, Fordham, despite the
objections raised by Isleham and Fordham Parish Councils?
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3. Why, when looking at Isleham and Fordham in the new visioning exercise,
wasn’t the site for travellers on Isleham Road, Fordham included in the
consultation?

4. Why are you the Council proceeding with travellers sites when there are 25
empty pitches in local surrounding areas?

5. When mentioning traveller sites, do you mean caravan clubs or Romanies
as ‘free to roam’?

6. Why is there no mention of Fordham’s objection in the planning
application?’

For the purposes of clarification, Cllr Beckett explained that it was the
meeting of Development and Transport Committee where Fordham Parish
Council’s objection to the proposed gypsy and traveller site had been omitted.

Speaking as the Chairman of the Planning Committee, Cllr Read stated
that the Council could not control who submitted a planning application for a gypsy
and traveller site and that such an application would be considered on the same
basis as a planning application for any other type of development.

The Development and Transport Committee Chairman and Leader of
Council, Cllr Moakes, suggested that the public receive a full written response to
the questions within 7 days.

The Chairman allowed a member of public, Mr Mark Caffarelli, to speak.
Mr Caffarelli stated that the Council were ‘fobbing off’ the public in attendance at
the meeting by stating that it would be provided with a written response. Mr
Caffarelli stated that the residents of Isleham and Fordham had not had sufficient
time to consider the proposals and he reminded Members that the public had
voted for them at the elections and that the questions should be seriously
considered.

The Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that site
options for gypsy and traveller sites were considered at the last Development and
Transport Committee meeting and that Government’s planning and housing
legislation still required the District Council to have regard to, and plan for, future
housing needs including those of gypsies, travellers and travelling showpeople.

The District Council was currently preparing a new Local Plan for the
district, which provided a key opportunity to consider housing needs and to ensure
sufficient caravan sites were provided. The Head of Planning and Sustainable
Development explained that various consultations had already taken place to
establish the proposed sites. However, a final decision had not yet been taken.
The sites proposed were subject to further technical work and feasibility studies.
The Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that Development
and Transport Committee would be considering whether to continue with the
proposed sites at its meeting in November 2012. Once a decision to allocate the
sites had been made there would be a further public consultation exercise before
an examination by a Planning Inspector. The Head of Planning and Sustainable
Development emphasised that there were still a number of steps in the process
before a final decision was made and he confirmed that he would also supply a
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fuller response in writing to the public questions. The written response is
appended to these minutes.

Cllr Beckett enquired if the public submitted objections before the next
public consultation exercise whether those objections would be considered. The
Head of Planning and Sustainable Development explained that anyone was
welcome to submit comments at any time. However, outside of the public
consultation exercise, which would be for a number of weeks, the Council was not
able to consider these as formal objections.

Two further questions were also submitted in the public question time box,
one from Mr Tony Doggett and the other from Ms Pauline Wilkes. However, the
two questions had already been presented earlier by Ms Wilkes and referred to
question 4 and question 1 respectively of the six questions already presented.

19. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs James Palmer, Schumann,
Wright, Griffin-Singh, Allan and Allen.

20. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Both Cllrs B Hunt and Bailey declared an interest in Agenda Item 10.c –
Schedule of Items Recommended from Committees and Other Member Bodies –
Community Infrastructure Levy Draft Charging Schedule as they were both
Directors of a company that owned property within the district and they therefore
felt that it was not appropriate to remain in the Council Chamber whilst the item
was discussed.

21. VOTE OF THANKS FOR FORMER LAY AND PARISH COUNCIL MEMBERS OF
STANDARDS COMMITTEE

The Chairman delivered the following statement:

Following the changes to the Standards Regime arising from
implementation of the provisions of the Localism Act 2011, I wanted to recognise
the excellent work of the Lay and Parish Council Members of the former
Standards Committee, a number of whom would not be involved in the new
arrangements.

Firstly the four Lay Members, Mr Philip Taylor, Mr Matthew Finney, Mr Alan
Hampton, and Mr Grant Osbourn.

Philip Taylor is the oldest serving Lay Member, having been appointed in
December 2005 and becoming Vice-Chairman of the Committee in May 2008,
then Chairman in May 2009. Following him is Matthew Finney who was appointed
as a Lay Member in July 2008 and became Vice-Chairman of the Committee in
May 2009. Finally arrived Grant Osbourn in May 2010 and Alan Hampton in
October 2010, who joined the Committee from their already distinguished
positions of Lay Chairman of Fenland District Council Standards Committee and
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Lay Vice-Chairman of South Cambridgeshire District Council Standards
Committee respectively.

Moving onto the Parish Council Members of the Committee, Councillors Ian
Dewar, Brian Hayes, Stuart Smith and John Yates were all appointed in May
2007. All of these Councillors have had a multiplicity of other roles locally, in
addition to serving on the Standards Committee, including Ian and Brian acting as
CEO and Chairman respectively of Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Association
of Local Councils, John Chairman of the Ely Neighbourhood Panel, and Stuart
Vice-Chairman of Haddenham Parish Council.

I would like to thank all of these Members for their valuable contributions to
the Standards Committee and express my very best wishes to them for the future.
In recognition of their work, we have produced some illuminated scrolls to present
to them, although I am aware that not all of the Lay and Parish Council Members
are in attendance at the Council meeting tonight.

Firstly may I invite the Lay Members that are in attendance at the meeting
tonight to receive their scrolls followed by the Parish Council Members.

22. MINUTES

It was resolved:

That the Minutes of the meeting held on held on 22 May 2012 be
confirmed as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

23. CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Chairman made the following announcement:

Congratulated Cllr Sheila Friend-Smith on being awarded an MBE. The
Chairman allowed Cllr Sheila Friend-Smith MBE to respond. Cllr S
Friend-Smith MBE stated that the award had been a wonderful surprise
and she thanked everyone who had been involved in its instigation. Cllr
S Friend-Smith MBE stated that she was very grateful and she noted
that she had always been a supporter of the District Council and the
work that its does. Therefore, Cllr S Friend-Smith MBE regarded the
MBE as an honor for everyone.

As well as the Council meeting already scheduled in the Calendar of
Meetings for Thursday 11 October 2012, Members have been notified of
an additional Council Meeting that has been arranged on Monday 10
December 2012 at 6.30pm. The main reason for the additional meeting
is to enable Members to approve the Community Infrastructure Levy
Charging Schedule, although there will also be other recommendations
from Committees for approval. Could Members please ensure that this
date is in your diaries.
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A Briefing Session on the 'Role of the Chairman and Lead Officers for
Member Meetings' has been arranged for Tuesday 16 October 2012 at
10am in the Council Chamber, to coincide with the Officer Management
Team meeting on that date. This is expected to last no longer than 1½
hour. Could Chairmen of Committees please make a note of this date
in your diaries. A formal invitation would follow.

In addition to the reports listed in the agenda, in accordance with 100B
4(b) of the Local Government Act 1972, I have agreed to allow Council’s
consideration of an urgent item of business that forms agenda item
11.a. At present there is no provision to enable Members to claim
expenses for the cost of holding a surgery for their constituents. As this
matter has been highlighted by two Members, and that the next Council
meeting is not until October, Members are requested to consider this
report as an urgent item of business for an expedient resolution to
temporarily resolve the matter. This will also tie in with the timetable for
the proposed Independent Remuneration Panel review of Members
Allowances and Budget-setting process for 2013/2014.

24. PETITIONS

No petitions had been received.

25. MOTIONS

No motions were received.

26. QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS

The following questions were received from Cllrs G Wilson and Morrison.
The questions and responses were tabled at the meeting. The Chairman invited
the Members to present the questions to Council. Cllr G Wilson accepted this
offer and presented his question. Cllr Morrison declined the offer and stated that
he was satisfied with the response provided to his question.

Question from Cllr Gareth Wilson:

‘Can I ask the Leader of Council to revisit the decision by East
Cambridgeshire District Council to withdraw our representation and support for the
countywide arrangements for Traffic Management Area Joint Committee. I
understand that these arrangements work effectively in Fenland, Huntingdonshire
and South Cambridgeshire. The absence of an open and democratic forum for our
Parish and Town Councils and their communities puts them at a disadvantage
compared to others.

Will the Development and Transport Committee reconsider formally the
establishment of the East Cambridgeshire Traffic Management Area Joint
Committee?
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And will it consider including in its Terms of Reference (as for Fenland and
Huntingdonshire) matters of mutual concern in relation to strategic transport and
regeneration developments?’

Response from the Leader of Council, Cllr Peter Moakes:

I agree that this issue should be revisited, and I will ask the Head of
Planning and Sustainable Development to present a report on this matter to the
Development and Transport Committee in September. There will need to be
discussion with the County Council on their views on re-establishing the
Committee and on the Terms of Reference.

Given the continuing operation of the Traffic Management Area Joint
Committees in Fenland and Huntingdonshire, and the Joint Transport Forum
covering Cambridge City and South Cambs, East Cambs is the only part of the
County without a formal mechanism to discuss local transport matters.

Appointments were made to the East Cambridgeshire Traffic Management
Area Joint Committee in 2011/12 but no meetings were held. Therefore, the
Annual Council meeting did not make appointments to the Traffic Management
Area Joint Committee. If the Committee is re-established appointments can be
made in accordance with the agreed representation set out by the County Council.

Question from Cllr Neil Morrison:

‘Whilst I commend this Council for its creation of a one-stop-shop within its
reception area I have grave reservations about the minimalist environment which
presents an austere and sterile appearance to everyone accessing the building.

What has become of the public information carousels that previously
provided advice and guidance to the public and where is the Member's display
case that illustrates who the elected Members of this Council are?

With their standing in the community depleted by continual adverse media
criticism is the current administration so ashamed of their reputation that they
hesitate to identify themselves to the general public?

I would ask you as Chief Executive to ensure that the Member's display
case is once again restored to a position of prominence in the reception area and
that the information carousels are resurrected to provide the degree of assistance
not required by callers having to queue for attention.’'

Response from the Deputy Chief Executive, Andrew Killington:

The Members display case has been restored and is back in place reflecting
the 2012/2013 committee structure.

The review of all written public information requirements for ARP, Sanctuary
and ourselves, and the use of new notice boards and display stands will be
completed by the 10 August 2012.
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The new one-stop shop facility will be finished by the end of August and will
include new features such as a TV style screen, which will show the details and
venues of meetings for the current week as well as other important information.

The new facility is receiving positive feedback from customers who welcome
the integration of services under one roof, acknowledging the increased efficiency
of the one-stop shop.

Thank you for your patience, although I'm sure you will appreciate that the
project was severely interrupted by the critical remedial work recently carried out to
the ceilings of the whole annexe area.

27. SCHEDULE OF ITEMS RECOMMENDED FROM COMMITTEES AND OTHER
MEMBER BODIES

Council considered the first of three individual reports on items
recommended from Committees and other Member bodies, M60, previously
circulated.

The first report contained recommendations from the Standards Committee
meeting on 26 June 2012 regarding the adoption of a new Code of Conduct for
Members and a new Members complaints procedure. Members were informed
that the recommendations for approval were contained on pages 4, 5 and 6 of the
officer’s report.

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services referred to the first
recommendation and explained that the Code of Conduct had been revised
subsequent to the Standards Committee meeting on 26 June, following the
Member Seminar on 3 July 2012. The Code of Conduct now incorporated the
comments made by Members at the Seminar, included Personal and Prejudicial
Interests as per the old Code of Conduct and allowed speaking rights for Members
in relation to Prejudicial Interests for all Committees similar to the old ‘12(2) rights’
in the previous Code of Conduct. As a result, a revised Code of Conduct was
drafted and was attached as Appendix B, page 30, of the officer’s report. The
revisions were highlighted throughout the document. Council was therefore
requested to consider whether it wished to adopt the version recommended by the
Standards Committee at Appendix 1, pages 11 – 17 of the officer’s report or the
version subsequently revised attached at Appendix B, pages 30-38 of the officer’s
report.

Subsequent to the dispatch of the agenda, regarding the Code of Conduct
attached at Appendix B, pages 30-38 of the officer’s report, the Head of Legal and
Democratic Services noted two further amendments as follows:

Paragraph 11.2 – references to Disclosable Pecuniary Interest should
be amended to Personal Interest.

Appendix A of the Code of Conduct required a footnote due to an
typographical error in the legislation relating to ‘Employment, office,
trade, profession or vacation vocation’.
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The Head of Legal and Democratic Services referred to the second
recommendation regarding adoption of the new complaints procedure relating to
District and Town/Parish Members as per the flowchart detailed on page 18 of the
officer’s report. It was explained for the purposes of clarification that the
recommendation also incorporated that any current complaints would be
integrated into the relevant stage of the new complaints procedure and that the
new complaints procedure placed greater responsibility on Parish Councils to
attempt to resolve complaints related to their Parish Council in the first instance.

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services referred to the third
recommendation which required Council to approve the establishment of Finance
and Governance Hearings Sub-Committee and that it should vote nem con that
proportionality rules should not apply. It was suggested that the Finance and
Governance Hearings Sub-Committee be comprised of 7 Members of Council as
per the Terms of Reference attached as Appendix 3, pages 19 –21 of the officer’s
report, on the ratio of 3 Conservative Members, 3 Liberal Democrat Members and
1 Independent Member. When required to convene to consider complaints, the
Hearings Sub-Committee Panel would comprise of any 3 Members from the 7
Finance and Governance Hearings Sub-Committee Members, which would be
drawn by the Principal Democratic Services Officer. Members were asked to
appoint Members to the Finance and Governance Hearings Sub-Committee.

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services explained that the remaining
recommendations related to Council; approving that ongoing Standards work be
transferred to the Finance and Governance Committee as of 1 July 2012 and that
any ongoing complaints/matters pertaining to those complaints be transferred to
the Monitoring Officer/Deputy Monitoring Officer and/or Finance and Governance
Hearings Sub-Committee, in accordance with the proposed procedures;
approving that the granting of dispensations be delegated to the Monitoring Officer
as the ‘Proper Officer’ in accordance with the provisions of the Localism Act 2011;
agree that the Council Procedure Rules be amended to require Members with a
Disclosable Pecuniary Interest or other Interests (as described in the Code of
Conduct) to withdraw from any Council meeting and; to authorise the Head of
Legal and Democratic Services and Monitoring Officer to make any consequential
amendments to the Constitution required as a result of the approved changes to
the local Standards Regime.

Cllr Williams MBE congratulated the Head of Legal and Democratic
Services as it had taken a considerable amount of hard work to produce the new
Code of Conduct, particularly with the inclusions requested by Members.
Referring to the new complaints procedure flowchart detailed on page 18 of the
officer’s report, Cllr Williams MBE suggested an additional box should be
incorporated within the flowchart to clearly indicate that the initial responsibility of
dealing with complaints rests with Parish Councils. Cllr Williams MBE referred to
paragraph 7.2 of the new Code of Conduct that related to Disclosable Pecuniary
Interests and noted that a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest related to not only a
Councillor, but to a Councillor’s spouse or civil partner; a person with whom the
Councillor lived with as husband and wife, or a person with whom the Councillor
was living with as if they were civil partners. However, Cllr Williams MBE noted



Agenda Item 5 – page 9

U:\commlive\Council\260712 Council mins.doc

that the Code of Conduct did not state that a Councillor should ask them whether
they have any Disclosable Pecuniary Interests that required declaration.

Cllr Brown stated that he had posed this question to Cambridgeshire
County Council and he had been informed that a Councillor was not required to
ask their spouse or civil partner/a person with whom they lived with as husband
and wife, or a person with whom they lived with as if they were civil partners
whether they had any Disclosable Pecuniary Interests that required declaration
and that it was not assumed that the Councillor would know this information.

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services agreed that this part of the
Code of Conduct was a difficult area as declaring interests in relation to a spouse
or civil partner/a person with whom you lived with as husband and wife, or a
person with whom you lived with as if they were civil partners, could create data
protection issues as a Councillor may be declaring information that their
spouse/partner etc has not explicitly consented to release. However, this had to
be countered against what would be reasonable knowledge of their
spouse/partners Disclosable Pecuniary Interests. If it was reasonable to expect a
Councillor to be aware of a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest of their partner/spouse
etc this should be disclosed on the Register of Interest form. The Head of Legal
and Democratic Services indicated that legislation did not require a Councillor to
set out which Disclosable Pecuniary Interest related to themselves and which
related to their spouse/partner etc. However, government guidance was
anticipated at a later date, and if that differed from this advice, then the Register
may need to be amended.

Cllr Beckett congratulated the Head of Legal and Democratic Services as
the production of the new Code of Conduct and changes to the Standards Regime
had been challenging. Cllr Beckett proposed that Council adopt the Code of
Conduct attached at Appendix B of the officer’s report.

Cllr B Hunt referred to paragraph 7.1 of the Code of Conduct - breaches of
the rules relating to Disclosable Pecuniary Interests may lead to criminal sanctions
and stated that Members needed to have serious regard to the Code of Conduct.
He therefore requested that the Head of Legal and Democratic Services write to
all District Councillors to invite them to attend an individual meeting to discuss the
Code of Conduct and how it personally affected them. The Head of Legal and
Democratic Services noted that she operated an ‘open door’ policy and any
Member was welcome to come and discuss their Registration of Interest form.
However, in addition to the District Councillor Registration of Interest forms, the
Head of Legal and Democratic Services noted that there were also over 300
Parish Councillor Registration of Interest forms that would require processing.
The Head of Legal and Democratic Services also noted that District Councillors
had 28 days from the date that the new Code of Conduct was adopted to
complete and return a Registration of Interest form and that she would endeavour
to be of as much assistance as possible to Members.

Cllr Williams MBE was aware that a number of Parish Councils were
awaiting the outcome of the Council meeting before they adopted a new Code of
Conduct, particularly as Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Association of Local
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Councils (CAPALC) had recommended the adoption of the District Council’s Code
of Conduct. Cllr Williams MBE enquired whether the new Code of Conduct could
be circulated to all Parish Councils as soon as possible, as some Parish Council
meetings were imminent. The Head of Legal and Democratic Services confirmed
that if Council adopted the new Code of Conduct and complaints procedure an
email would be circulated to all Parish Clerks and District Councillors the following
day accompanied with a new Registration of Interest form. All Parish Clerks
would be also be provided with the new Code of Conduct, informed that
appointments with the Head of Legal and Democratic Services were available on
Tuesday evenings to discuss any related issues and that training would be
delivered at a future date in the neighbourhood panel configurations.

Cllr Beckett again proposed that Council adopt the Code of Conduct
attached at Appendix B of the officer’s report.

Cllr Brown asked that a revised Register of Gifts and Hospitality form would
also be circulated and attached to the Code. The Head of Legal and Democratic
Services explained that a form would be circulated and that she did not believe
that it was necessary to attach the form to the Code (as County had done).

Prior to the vote where each recommendation was voted upon separately,
the Head of Legal and Democratic Services reiterated that the Code of Conduct
attached at Appendix B, pages 30-38 of the officer’s report, if adopted, would be
subject to the two following amendments as follows:

Paragraph 11.2 – references to Disclosable Pecuniary Interest should
be amended to Personal Interest.

Appendix A of the Code of Conduct required a footnote due to a
typographical error in the legislation relating to ‘Employment, office,
trade, profession or vacation vocation’.

It was resolved:

Standards Committee – 26 June 2012

Localism Act 2011: Proposed Standards Regime – Code, Procedures
& IP Update

1. To adopt the amended Code of Conduct attached as Appendix B, pages
30 – 38, of the officer’s report, (the Code may be reviewed within 6
months of the Full Council decision in the event of issues with or extent
of the Code and its provisions) subject to the followings amendments:

Paragraph 11.2 – All references to Disclosable Pecuniary Interest
to be amended to Personal Interest.

Appendix A – That a footnote be added to the Council’s Code of
Conduct to note the typographical error in the legislation relating
to ‘Employment, office, trade, profession or vacation vocation’.
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2. To adopt the complaints procedure attached as Appendix 2, page 18 of
the officer’s report, and thereafter delegate to Finance and Governance
Committee, and that any arrangements may be reviewed within 6
months of the Full Council decision.

3. That a Finance and Governance Hearings Sub-Committee be
established, based on a Membership of 7 (3:3:1) as per the Terms of
Reference included as Appendix 3, pages 19-21 of the officer’s report,
which may be reviewed by the Finance and Governance Committee
within 6 months of the Full Council decision. The Council votes nem
con that proportionality rules shall not apply and that the following
Members be appointed to the Finance and Governance Hearings Sub-
Committee:

Conservative

Cllr Will Burton
Cllr Tony Goodge
Cllr Tom Kerby

Liberal Democrats

Cllr Sheila Friend-Smith MBE
Cllr Neil Morrison
Cllr Hazel Williams MBE

Independent

Cllr Derrick Beckett

4. That the ongoing Standards work be transferred to the Finance and
Governance Committee as of 1 July 2012 and that any ongoing
complaints/matters pertaining to those complaints be transferred to the
Monitoring Officer/Deputy Monitoring Officer and/or Finance and
Governance Hearings Sub-Committee, in accordance with the proposed
procedures.

5. That granting of dispensations be delegated to the Monitoring Officer as
the ‘Proper Officer’ in accordance with the provisions of the Localism
Act 2011.

6. That the Council Procedure Rules be amended to require Members with
a Disclosable Pecuniary Interest or other Interests (as described in the
Code of Conduct) to withdraw from any Council meeting.

7. Authorise the Head of Legal and Democratic Services and Monitoring
Officer to make any consequential amendments to the Constitution
required as a result of the approved changes to the local Standards
Regime.



Agenda Item 5 – page 12

U:\commlive\Council\260712 Council mins.doc

Subsequently Council considered the second of three reports on items
recommended from Committees and other Member bodies, M61, previously
circulated. Council were requested to approve the appointment of an Independent
Person and a Deputy to assist with Code of Conduct complaints under the
provisions of the Localism Act 2011, and to consider arrangements to recruit and
appoint 2 Co-opted Town/Parish Council Members to serve on the Finance and
Governance Hearings Sub-Committee/Hearings Panels in accordance with the
Terms of Reference for those bodies approved by Council, together with the level
of any Co-optee’s allowance/expenses payable to them.

It was resolved:

Appointment of Independent Person and Deputy and Recruitment of
Co-Opted Town/Parish Councillors - Standards Regime

1. That the following be appointed as the Independent Person and Deputy
Independent Person to assist with Code of Conduct complaints under
the provisions of the Localism Act 2011, with effect from 27 July 2012
until 1 July 20131:

i. Mr Grant Osbourn (Independent Person);
ii. Mr Philip Taylor (Deputy Independent Person)

2. That the Head of Legal and Democratic Services and Monitoring Officer,
in consultation with the Chairman of the Finance and Governance
Committee, be authorised to recruit and appoint 2 non-voting Co-opted
Town/Parish Council Members to serve on the Finance and
Governance Hearings Sub-Committee/Hearings Panels in accordance
with the Terms of Reference for those bodies approved by the Council.

3. That a Co-optee’s allowance of £250 per annum be approved for each
of the Co-opted Town/Parish Council Members (plus travel to any
Hearings), subject to more detailed consideration by the Independent
Remuneration Panel, whenever it meets.

At the conclusion of agenda item 10.b, having already declared an interest in agenda
item 10.c, Cllrs B Hunt and Bailey left the Council Chamber for that item.

Council considered the third and final report on items recommended from
Committees and other Member bodies, M62, previously circulated. Council were
requested to approve the Community Infrastructure Levy Draft Charging Schedule
for submission to Government for Examination.

Cllr Brown referred to Appendix 2 of the officer’s report - Statement of
Representations - and noted that some of the officer comments to the
representation responses were ‘comments are noted’. Cllr Brown stated that this
was ambiguous and did not explain whether the document had been amended or

1 To accord with The Localism Act 2011 (Commencement No.6 and Transitional, Savings and Transitory
Provisions) (Amendment) Order 2012.
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whether the representations had been ignored. Cllr Brown hoped that this would
be considered in the future. The Head of Planning and Sustainable Development
confirmed that he would relay these comments to the team for the future.

It was resolved:

Development and Transport Committee – 3 July 2012

Community Infrastructure Levy Draft Charging Schedule

That the Draft Charging Schedule (attached as Appendix 2 of the officer’s
report) be submitted to Government for Examination.

Having left the Council Chamber, at 7.20pm, at the conclusion of agenda item 10.c, Cllrs
B Hunt and Bailey returned to the Council meeting.

28. DISTRICT COUNCIL APPOINTMENT TO THE CAMBRIDGESHIRE POLICE
AND CRIME PANEL

The Council received a report (M63), which considered the proposed
arrangements for the Police and Crime Panel for Cambridgeshire and the
appointment of representatives to the Panel.

It was proposed that Cllr James Palmer be appointed as the East
Cambridgeshire District Council Member on the Cambridgeshire Police and Crime
Panel and that Cllr Chris Morris be appointed as the Substitute the East
Cambridgeshire District Council Member.

Cllr Beckett noted that Cambridgeshire was a large, mostly rural, county
and referring to the membership of the Panel, noted that Peterborough City
Council and Cambridgeshire County Council occupied the majority of seats on the
Panel and he therefore enquired whether the Council was confident that the needs
of the rural population would be considered. The Chief Executive noted that the
Cambridgeshire County Council appointments may include rural Members and it
was the responsibility of the District Council’s Member to ensure the needs of East
Cambridgeshire were considered.

It was resolved:

That Council:

i. Agree the proposed arrangements for the Cambridgeshire Police and
Crime Panel as a joint committee of the local authorities as defined in
Section 28 of the Police Reform and Social Responsibility Act 2011,
attached as Appendix 1 of the officer’s report.
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ii. Appoint the following Conservative Members to the Cambridgeshire
Police and Crime Panel to accord with the schedule, attached as
Appendix 2 of the officer’s report:

Cllr James Palmer (District Council Member)
Cllr Chris Morris (Substitute District Council Member)

28.a URGENT ITEM OF BUSINESS -VENUE HIRE COSTS MEMBER SURGERIES –
INTERIM ARRANGEMENTS

As previously advised under Chairman’s Announcements, in addition to the
reports listed in the agenda, the Chairman allowed Council to consider an urgent
item of business in accordance with 100B 4(b) of the Local Government Act 1972.
Therefore Members received a report (M79), to consider interim arrangements for
the payment of venue hire costs for Member Surgeries. The report had previously
been emailed to Members and was also tabled at the meeting. The
recommendations contained within the officer’s report were proposed by Cllr
Moakes and seconded by Cllr John Palmer.

Cllr G Wilson expressed concern at the amount proposed as the maximum
that may be claimed for the hire of a venue for the purposes of holding a surgery
for constituents. Cllr G Wilson stated that £50 was a significant amount of money
and he was aware of suitable venues that would not cost that amount to hire,
some Councillors could even access free venue hire. Cllr G Wilson explained that
the recommendation needed to include a maximum amount that could be claimed
per year otherwise the Council may need to find additional funding of several
thousand pounds that had not been incorporated into the budget. Cllr G Wilson
stated that he would not be supporting any recommendation unless it incorporated
a maximum amount that could be claimed per year for the hire of a venue for the
purposes of holding a surgery for constituents.

Cllr B Hunt stated that he was surprised at Cllr Wilson’s attitude, as he had
expected that Cllr G Wilson would be supportive of engagement with the public.
Cllr B Hunt stated that Councillors had a duty to consult with their constituents, as
endorsed in the ‘So You Want to be a Councillor’ publication and in the Council’s
Constitution. Referring to paragraph 4.5 of the officer’s report, Cllr B Hunt
reiterated that the proposed arrangements were designed to enable Councillors to
fulfil their duties to all their electorate and were not to be used for party political
purposes. Cllr B Hunt noted that the recommendations were not a ‘blank cheque’
as the arrangements could be reviewed in six months time to assess Member
uptake and any issues arising, with a view to introducing a more formalised
process, if necessary. Cllr B Hunt stated that it would be disgraceful if a Member
voted against the recommendation, as without this process Surgeries would be
dependant on whether an individual Member could afford to personally fund such
activities.

Cllr Beckett stated that he regarded Cllr Hunt as an astute Member and
would therefore have expected him to realise the need to include a maximum cost
that may be claimed. Cllr Beckett clarified that in order to fund the expenses that
could be claimed for venue hire costs for Member Surgeries, the proposed
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recommendations did not result in Members forfeiting the ability to claim for other
travel and subsistence. It was clarified that Members could continue to claim for
travel and subsistence as per the Members Allowances Scheme. However,
Members would not be able to claim for any travel and subsistence expenses or
other related costs, such as for marketing or promotion of the surgery, in relation
to Member Surgeries.

Cllr P Wilson stated that if money was available in the budget to the fund
the payment of venue hire costs for Member Surgeries, then the funding to Dial-A-
Ride should not have been reduced.

Cllr Williams MBE explained that proposing a limit as to the amount that
could be claimed per year for the hire of a venue for the purposes of holding a
surgery for constituents did not mean that a Member was against democracy. Cllr
Williams MBE therefore proposed an amendment as follows that would reduce the
potential affect to the budget, which was seconded by Cllr Beckett:

Council approve that as of 31 July 2012, Members will be able to claim a
maximum of £50 for the cost of hiring a venue for the purposes of holding a
surgery for their constituents on the basis of a maximum of 1 per month per
ward.

Cllr Goodge agreed that the recommendation should include a caveat as to
the maximum number of Member Surgeries that could be claimed for and
suggested a maximum of 4 per year per ward.

Referring to the officer’s report, Cllr Austen explained that she had been
invited to attend a Member Surgery organised by Cllr T Hunt, in her capacity as a
County Councillor.

Cllr T Hunt explained that in November 2011 he had arranged his first
Member Surgery which had been successful and that 11 people had attended.
Cllr T Hunt explained that the Member Surgery had been useful in the Ely South
ward, as there was not an effective parish structure. Cllr T Hunt noted that the
proposed recommendations would be useful as organising Member Surgeries
could be expensive, which he could not afford to fund himself, and he emphasised
that there would not an expectation that all Members should start to arrange to
host Member Surgeries. Cllr T Hunt explained that it had been useful to have Cllr
Austen in attendance at the Member Surgery as some issues were not solely
related to the District Council and it also demonstrated cross party working.

Cllr Read stated that in his capacity as a County Councillor he found his
constituents either knocked on his door or phoned him with any issues and he
therefore believed that the maximum amount available for the hire of a venue for
the purposes of holding a surgery for constituents should be capped at £1,000.

Subsequently the recommendation contained within the officer’s report, as
amended by Cllr Williams MBE was voted upon and accepted by a majority vote.
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A further amendment was proposed by Cllr Goodge and seconded by Cllr
Kerby as follows:

That Council approve that as of 31 July 2012, Members will be able to
claim a maximum of £50 for the cost of hiring a venue for the purposes of holding
a surgery for their constituents on the basis of a maximum of 4 per year per
ward.

Cllr Hobbs noted that in order for some Members to engage with all of their
constituents they would need to organise more than one surgery.

Subsequently the recommendation as amended by Cllr Goodge was voted
upon and accepted by a majority vote.

Cllr Read stated that it would be useful for Members if they were informed
of the potential costs involved by limiting the number of Member Surgeries to 4 per
year per ward.

In order for officers to calculate the costs, at 7.50pm, the Council meeting was adjourned.
The Council meeting resumed at 7.55pm.

The Chief Executive informed Members that if 4 Member Surgeries were
held in each ward every year there would be a cost to the Council of £3800.

Cllr Cornell assumed that there would be a method of recording the number
of Member Surgeries being arranged in each ward. The Chief Executive
confirmed that officers responsible for processing the Members Travel and
Subsistence Claim forms would monitor the number of Member Surgeries being
arranged in each ward and inform the relevant Members when the maximum limit
was close to being exceeded.

On being put to the vote both recommendations were accepted by
Members.

It was resolved:

That Council:

i. Approve that as of 31 July 2012, Members will be able to claim a
maximum of £50 for the cost of hiring a venue for the purposes of
holding a surgery for their constituents on the basis of a maximum of 4
per year per ward.

ii. That Members will not be able to claim for any travel and subsistence
expenses or other related costs, such as for marketing or promotion of
the surgery.



Agenda Item 5 – page 17

U:\commlive\Council\260712 Council mins.doc

29. SCRUTINY COMMITTEE REPORT

Council received a report, M64, previously circulated, that provided a
summary of the items considered by the Scrutiny Committee at its meeting on 2
July 2012.

It was resolved:

That the report be noted.

The meeting concluded at 7.58pm.
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EAST CAMBRIDGESHIRE
DISTRICT COUNCIL
THE GRANGE, NUTHOLT LANE
ELY, CAMBRIDGESHIRE CB7 4EE
Telephone: Ely (01353) 665555
DX41001 ELY Fax: (01353) 665240
www.eastcambs.gov.uk

This matter is being dealt with by:

Giles Hughes

Telephone: 01353 665555
E-mail: giles.Hughes@eastcambs.gov.uk
My Ref: GH/lh-letts/ls/260712-QuestiontoCouncil

Sent to:
Mr Tony Doggett, Address Redacted
Ms Nicola Parr, Address Redacted
Mr Mark Caffarelli, Address Redacted
Mr Clive Jacobs, Address Redacted
Ms Pauline Wilkes, Address Redacted

1st August 2012

Dear

QUESTION RELATING TO EAST CAMBRIDGESHIRE LOCAL PLAN AND GYPSY AND
TRAVELLER SITES

Thank you for your questions at the Full Council meeting held on the 26th July 2012. The following
is a response to the questions that were raised at this meeting.

Why is that when government have stopped the need to provide traveller sites have this council
still proceeded to do so?

The Housing Act 2004 requires local authorities including East Cambridgeshire District Council to
have regard to the accommodation needs of Gypsies and Travellers.

The District Council is also required to identify a 10 year supply of sites in the Local Plan to
address locally assessed needs for additional Gypsy and Traveller pitches as set out in current
national planning policy (Planning policy for Traveller Sites – March 2012).

With the new localism agenda, why the council decided to proceed with the site for travellers on
Isleham Road, Fordham, despite the objections raised by Isleham and Fordham Parish Councils?

Members of the District Council’s Development and Transport Committee at their 3 rd July meeting
were asked to consider which Gypsy and Traveller sites would be appropriate for allocation in the
District Council’s Local Plan. The report included an assessment and initial sustainability appraisal
of the potential site options for the consideration of members. Reference was also made to the
results of the previous Sites Allocations consultation, which was conducted in July/August 2010.
Fordham Parish Council did not object to the potential option as part of that consultation.

The decision made by the Committee was that the five sites identified in the report were likely to
provide the best options for allocations as Gypsy and Traveller sites subject to further investigation
on deliverability, suitability and site specific capacity.

Further work is to be undertaken by officers in relation to the issues identified above in advance of
the District Council agreeing the content of the Draft Local Plan for public consultation.

If you wish to make comments to the Council on the suitability of the Isleham Road site please
send comments to Stewart Patience who is the Forward Planning Officer dealing with this matter.

APPENDIX
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Members of the Development and Transport Committee will be asked to consider the content of
the Draft Local Plan including the outcome of the further work relating to Gypsy and Traveller
allocations on the 6th November 2012. Comments received on the suitability of the Isleham Road
site will be reported to this Committee.

Why when looking at Isleham and Fordham in the new visioning exercise wasn’t the site for
travellers on Isleham Road, Fordham included in the consultation?

The Village Vision work in 2011/12 has focused on the housing, employment and local needs of
particular settlements – rather than strategic issues such as the need for new Gypsy and Traveller
pitches across the district. In addition, consultation on Gypsy and Traveller site options had already
taken place in July 2010.

Why are you the Council preceding the traveller sites when there are 25
empty pitches in local surrounding areas?

The Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment published in October 2011 identifies the
expected level of need for additional Gypsy and Traveller pitches within East Cambridgeshire
District over the next 20 years which is based upon population growth within the area. The
methodology, which has been employed, includes an assumption relating to the number of vacant
Gypsy and Traveller pitches within the District.

The Council is not aware of the location of the 25 empty pitches referred to in the question. Any
information that can be supplied identifying the location and status of the 25 empty pitches will be
gratefully received.

When mentioning traveller sites do you mean caravan clubs or “romanies” as “free to roam”?

In relation to the preparation of the Local Plan the District Council is using the definition of Gypsies
and Travellers as set out in national planning policy, which is as follows:

“Persons of nomadic habit of life whatever their race or origin, including such persons who on
grounds only of their own or their family’s or dependants’ educational or health needs or old age
have ceased to travel temporarily or permanently, but excluding members of an organised group of
travelling showpeople or circus people travelling together as such.”

(Source: Planning policy for Traveller Sites – March 2012, page 8).

Why is there no mention of Fordham's objection in the planning application, E.C.D.C”?

The report considered by members on the 3rd July 2012 included reference to objections made by
Parish Councils in response to the ‘preferred’ Gypsy and Traveller sites, which had previously
been included in the Sites Allocations Options Paper which was published in 2010. Fordham
Parish Council did not object to the potential option as part of that consultation.

I hope these comments are of assistance if you have any further questions or queries, please do
not hesitate to contact me on (01353) 665555.

Yours sincerely,

Giles Hughes
Head of Planning & Sustainable Development

cc. Peter Moakes, Leader of East Cambridgeshire District Council
John Hill, Chief Executive


