


APPLETON ROEBUCK & ACASTER SELBY PARISH COUNCIL
Clerk to the Council Mr John Passmore, Lavender Cottage,
Broad Lane, Appleton Roebuck. YO23 7DS.
E-mail: clerk@appletonroebuckandacasterselby-pc.gov.uk
Tel.01904 744521

[bookmark: _GoBack]Minutes of the proceedings of the Appleton Roebuck and Acaster Selby Parish Council meeting held in the Parish Rooms at 7-30p.m. on Wednesday 8th January 2020.
	

PRESENT
Cllr. Janet Flint (Chairman); Cllr. Les Rayment (Vice Chairman); Cllr. Trevor Phillips (part); Cllr. James Mills; Cllr. Nigel Wallbank; Cllr. Roger Birkley;; Clerk. 
Public: 2
01	TO RECEIVE APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
Apologies were received from: Cllr. Joe Tuohy; District Councillor Richard Musgrave.
02	TO CONFIRM THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON WEDNESDAY 4TH DECEMBER 2019 AS A TRUE AND ACCURATE RECORD
The minutes were confirmed as a true and accurate record, and the pages renumbered 66 and 67.
03	TO CONSIDER MATTERS ARISING FROM THE ABOVE MINUTES
There were no matters arising.
04	TO RECEIVE DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
	There were none.
	The chairman proposed and it was agreed to bring forward item 8
08	TO CONSIDER A PROPOSAL FROM THE PLAY GROUP TO ALLOW THEM TO MAKE ALTERATIONS TO THE EXTERNAL PLAY AREA.
	Two representatives from the play group outlined proposals to alter the play area in the courtyard, working with the Parish Council in order that the whole community would benefit. These included relocating the gazebo; replacing the grassed area with AstroTurf; provision of a raised planter; installation of a wooden ship connected to the gazebo by a bridge; cladding the tree to look like a lighthouse; outside blackboards, and a mud kitchen.
Cllr. Flint said that it was of great concern that a play area would be created which could be accessed by others. The PC had consciously decided against providing a playground, because of liability issues and nuisance, and she was not in favour of the area taking on the appearance of a school. There was support for this view, together with a wish to improve facilities for the children. Discussion followed and it was agreed that re-siting the gazeebo, and installing the Astroturf and planter was acceptable. In relation to other proposals it was felt that these items would need to be put away at the end of each session, which placed additional burdens on the staff as internal equipment was not always put away. It was agreed that further consultations would take place after the group had discussed the matter, and contacted the designers.

05	FINANCE MATTERS:
1) TO APPROVE THE FOLLOWING PAYMENTS:
a) Cleaners Invoice for December £130.00.
b) Clerk reimbursement for stamps £7.32.
c) Gem Gardening service £2300.00 (Paid)

The above were agreed for payment.

d) Smiths of Derby clock maintenance. To decide on:
1 Year contract £186.00.; 3 Year contract £502.00.; 6 Year contract £948.00.
The Clerk reported that the Clock had been serviced earlier in the year after the last 6 Year contract had expired, and contact from Smiths had just been received, with the above offers. He said that the 6 year offer represented a saving in fees and saving in accountancy time, but the only drawback would be if the company went bust, and he would search the companies register. It was agreed that the 6 year option was the preferred one, subject to the search.

2) TO CONSIDER THE BUDGET AND RESERVES OF THE PARISH COUNCIL, AND SET THE 2020-21 PRECEPT.
The Clerk presented the full year projection which indicated that the total reserves of the PC would be in the region of £42,000.00. A number of imminent expenditures were discussed. Recently the roof had leaked through the ceiling in the same place as before. The Clerk had inspected the roof with Mr. Smith, who advised that the roof was in poor condition with many gaps in the tiles as they did not sit correctly being very old pantiles which had been reused. Reroofing with modern clay pantiles was suggested as the solution, especially with the planned lowering and insulation of the ceiling. Cllr. Phillips said that a good roof was the first essential to protecting the building.
Cllr. Mills asked whether it was worth spending money on the building as the PC may not be in the building long enough to reap the benefit. He said that things change and a long term pragmatic view should be taken along with things like the location of the school.
Cllr. Rayment Stated that Selby had indicated that Appleton had fulfilled its development expectation, and Cllr. Mills stated that Government policies change and that might not always be the case.
Cllr. Birkley commented that if the roof leaks it wanted fixing. The Chairman put it to the meeting and it was agreed to go ahead.
Cllr. Wallbank said that the ceiling and fire door replacement were also a high priority, and proposed that the precept requirement remain the same as last year at £12,000.00. It was so resolved and the Chairman and Clerk duly singed the notification to Selby D.C.
06	PLANNING; TO CONSIDER PLANNING DECISION NOTIFICATION(S).
a). 2019/1114/TPO. Application to reduce 3 no Silver Birch trees and to remove dead wood from a Yew Tree TPO 6/1998 at 2 Southfield Grange Appleton Roebuck.- Granted.
b). 2019/1086/HPA. Proposed single storey extension at Loughrigg, Main Street, Appleton Roebuck. - Granted. 
The above decisions were noted.
07	PLANNING; TO CONSIDER PLANNING APPLICATION CONSULTATION NOTIFICATION(S).
a). 2019/0511/FUL. Reconsultation due to amended plans, descriptions and surveys on the Proposed refurbishment of agricultural offices in former RAF control tower etc., Airfield Lane, Acaster Selby.
It was noted that further information had been supplied as a result of observations submitted, and it was resolved to advise the Planners that the Parish Council have no further observations to those previously submitted.
Cllr. Phillips excused himself and left the meeting at this point.
09	TO DISCUSS THE PROTOCOLS AND PROCEEDURES FOR COUNCILLORS ATTENDING AND SPEAKING AT EXTERNAL MEETINGS. Cllr. Mills
	Cllr. Mills cited the Barracks appeal hearing as an example to illustrate the item and whilst he didn’t agree with the PC’s decision in that case he recognized that it was a democratic one. However supplementary comments made at the hearing regarding the number of movements on and off the site were inaccurate and he asked how this left the PC, as it could bring it into disrepute.
	Cllr. Rayment explained that it was usually him that spoke at planning meetings and the script was approved by the PC. However at this meeting supplementary issues were raised and discussed and he disputed the claims regarding the reduction in movement numbers. Things cropped up for example the previously stated 5 year maintenance of meadow was changed to 30 at the meeting. The appellant was represented by a barrister and the inspector recorded the comments.
	Cllr. Flint commented that the scripts are usually approved, but where supplementary issues arise comments are made to show our interest.
	Cllr. Mills reiterated that false statements had been made.
	The Clerk out lined the requirements for Cllrs. Communicating or attending meetings. Cllrs. Are permitted to use their title to express their views and inform others of their position in all cases, but not to claim this is the view of the P.C. unless it has been agreed. Cllrs. are governed by Law and our standing orders. In this case Cllr. Rayment had told the hearing that these were his views, but in fact the P.C. at our meeting had agreed to him attending the hearing. When Cllrs. attend meetings and supplementary items are discussed, there is no way in which the P.C. could have scripted a response, and the Cllr. is entitled to give their opinion and use their local knowledge in doing so. That opinion may be correct or wrong and is open to challenge and in this case the Inspector would decide. However if Cllrs. lied or went against the P.C. policy they were liable to criminal action and or internal disciplinary action by Selby’s monitoring officer. The Clerk also stated as a parishioner who lived close to the pig farm he also disagreed with the claim made by the applicant regarding a reduction in movement numbers.
	Cllr. Mills made it clear that he was not suggesting that lies had been told.
	The Chairman concluded the discussion, and stated that if Cllrs. go to meetings and have to think on their feet and speak, providing it is not against a P.C. policy or decision, then that is okay.

10	TO RECEIVE AND CONSIDER UPDATE(S) ON MATTERS RAISED BY PARISHIONERS AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS.
	There were none.	
11	TO CONSIDER CORRESPONDENCE INCLUDING LATE ITEMS.
a). A letter received from a new parishioner offering voluntary help. A new parishioner had written to offer voluntary help to organisations and their details were available.	

12	TO RECEIVE AND DISCUSS PARISHIONERS COMMENTS.
	
	There were none.
13	DATE OF NEXT MEETING

Wednesday 5th February 2020.
 
The Meeting closed at 7-55pm.
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