New Frankley in Birmingham Parish Council

19 April 2004


NEW FRANKLEY in Birmingham Parish Council

At a meeting of the New Frankley in Birmingham Parish Council held at St Christopher’s Church Centre, Holly Hill, Frankley on

19 April 2004 at 1930 hours. 

Present

Councillor Eric Carter (In the Chair)

Councillors Linda Banks, Michael Denny, Sidney Grey MBE, William Hollis, Paul Kane, Reverend Derek Lewis, Kathleen Lewis, Stephen Trefor-Jones and Joanna Walker.

Also in Attendance:
Margaret Wilson – Playscheme co-ordinator
There were 2 members of the public present.

PUBLIC MINUTES

APOLOGies for absence

Apologies for absence were submitted in behalf of Councillors Bruckshaw (work commitments) and Williams (Illness).

Minutes

It was proposed by Councillor Trefor-Jones, seconded by Councillor Joanna Walker and –

867
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting of the Parish Council held on 15 March 2004, having been previously circulated, were taken as read, confirmed and signed.

Declarations of interest

868
Hereon, the under mentioned Members declared their respective interests in the Agenda Items indicated below -
	Councillor
	Agenda Item
	Interest



	Linda Banks
	Application for Grant Aid –  FCCP Luncheon Club
	Prejudicial – Member of the  Frankley Community Church Project – Member withdrew during 
consideration of  item

	Linda Banks
	Application for Grant Aid – Frogmill Playgroup
	Prejudicial – Member of the Management Committee – Member withdrew during consideration of item.


	Linda Banks
	Planning Application S/02138/04/FUL
	Personal – the Member lives in the same road as the proposed development.



	Michael Denny
	Application for Grant Aid –  FCCP Luncheon Club
	Prejudicial – Member of the  Frankley Community Church Project – Member withdrew during consideration of  item



	Stephen Trefor-Jones
	Application for Grant Aid –  FCCP Luncheon Club
	Prejudicial – Member of the  Frankley Community Church Project – Member withdrew during consideration of  item


chairperson’s announcements

Parish Elections

869
The Chairperson reminded Members of the forthcoming Parish Elections and urged as many as were able to stand for election to the new Council thus, hopefully, requiring an election to fill the vacancies resulting in a democratically elected Council.
questions

Parish Elections
870
In response to a question from Councillor Kane the Clerk advised that he would shortly be sending a letter to each Councillor seeking an indication as to whether they would be standing. He had arranged with the City’s Election Officer for nomination papers to be sent to him which he would then forward on to those Members who had indicated they wished to stand. However, there was nothing to stop anyone who wished to stand making application direct to the Election Officer for nomination papers. Nominations for candidature opened on Thursday 6 May and closed at 1600 hours on Thursday 13 May. The nomination paper, in addition to the details of the candidate, required the signatures of a proposer and seconder who resided within the Parish and whose names appeared on the May 1 copy of the Register of Electors for the Parish. As there would only be a single copy of that Register which would be kept by the Clerk, he requested that candidates completing the nomination papers checked with him to ensure the validity of the proposer and seconder.  

section 137 grant applications

Frankley Summer Playscheme 2004
The following application for a Section 137 Grant was submitted –

(see interleaved no. 1)

At the invitation of the Chairperson, Margaret Wilson advised that the intention of the Playscheme was to provide high quality diverse activities for children during the school summer holidays. Due to the funding by the Parish Council and other organisations, the costs were kept to the minimum and priority was given to those children from Frankley, with any spare places offered, usually at a premium, to children from other areas. Ms Wilson emphasised that the Playscheme had its own admissions criteria which ensured that the contribution made by the Parish Council benefited those children living on Frankley. 
Councillor Trefor-Jones proposed that, whilst approving the application, the Parish Council should insist that children from outside Frankley should be charged a premium for attendance at the Playscheme. However, Councillor Denny pointed out that other agencies which carried out work within Frankley were paid for by non-Frankley residents and that it should be left to the discretion of the Playscheme organisers as to whether a premium should be applied. Councillor Grey praised the work carried out by the project adding that whilst Frankley children should be given first priority to attend the scheme there were areas of similar or worse deprivation in the immediate vicinity which should not be subject to an automatic premium. Such a decision should be left to the organisers of the project. The Clerk advised that, providing the Playscheme offered places to Frankley children on a first priority basis, then the fact that spare places were offered to children from outside the Parish with the organisers exercising discretion as to whether to not to apply a premium met the Section 137 criteria. On that basis, Councillor Trefor-Jones withdrew his proposition.
It was therefore proposed by Councillor Carter, seconded by Councillor Grey and –

871
RESOLVED:
That the Council, in accordance with its powers under Sections 137 and 139 of the Local Government Act 1972, agree to incur the following expenditure, which, in the opinion of the Council, is in the interests of the area or of its inhabitants and will benefit them in a manner commensurate with the expenditure; approval to the grant of £2,000 to the Frankley Summer Playscheme 2004 towards the cost of running the Summer Playscheme during the school summer holidays in 2004.

Frankley Community Church Project – Lunch Club Transport
The following application for a Section 137 Grant was submitted –

(see interleaved document no. 2)

Councillor Grey, referring to the application, commented that it was another example of the type of scheme which should be supported by the Council. In many cases, attendance at the Lunch Club was to only opportunity many of the recipients had to socialise with their peers.
It was therefore proposed by Councillor Grey, seconded by Councillor Kane and –

872
RESOLVED:
That the Council, in accordance with its powers under Sections 137 and 139 of the Local Government Act 1972, agree to incur the following expenditure, which, in the opinion of the Council, is in the interests of the area or of its inhabitants and will benefit them in a manner commensurate with the expenditure; approval to the grant of £2,320 toward the cost of providing transport for the members to attend the twice-weekly lunch clubs.
Frogmill Pre-School Playgroup

The following application for a Section 137 Grant was submitted –

(see interleaved document no. 3)

Councillor Denny reported that the Play Group played an important and invaluable role on the community in providing low cost playgroup facilities. He added that the facilities were not only of benefit to the children but also to their parents. He was aware of the funding difficulties faced by the group and had no hesitation in recommending the application’s approval.
Councillor Trefor-Jones, whilst supporting the application, questioned whether, in the light of the obvious funding difficulties faced by the group, the amount requested was enough. The Clerk advised that rather than arbitrarily increase the amount which the group was applying for, it would be more beneficial, should the Council be minded to approve the application, to invite the group to submit a further application for funding for specific purposes.

Accordingly, it was agreed that the Clerk write to the group inviting it to submit a further funding application for consideration by the Council.

It was proposed by Councillor Trefor-Jones, seconded by Councillor Hollis and –

873
RESOLVED:
That the Council, in accordance with its powers under Sections 137 and 139 of the Local Government Act 1972, agree to incur the following expenditure, which, in the opinion of the Council, is in the interests of the area or of its inhabitants and will benefit them in a manner commensurate with the expenditure; approval to the grant of £236 to pay the insurance premium for the forthcoming year.

Frankley Community Library

The following application for a Section 137 Grant was submitted –

(see interleaved document no. 4)

Councillor Grey, whilst supporting the current application, recalled that when the Library had first submitted an application for funding, it had been specifically for the replacement/refurbishment of Large Print/Audio books which served a disadvantaged section of the community. However, the request for funding now seemed to cover a wider range of books and, given the cost of books, would not go far. The Clerk advised that, as instructed by the Council, he had approached the main recipients for funding during the budget setting process last year in order to ascertain their likely requirements. It was made clear to all recipients that there was no limit placed on their funding requirements but that there would be no guarantee that the Council would approve any amount requested – it had to be borne in mind that the funding was public money and that the Council had to be mindful of that fact when approving applications. He was also aware that the Librarian was fully supportive of the Summer Playscheme and was concerned that a large application for funding from the Library could effect the funding for the Playscheme. 
It was agreed that, in advising the Library of the success of the current application, Ms Chute be invited to submit a further application for the specific funding of Large Print/Audio Books for consideration.

It was proposed by Councillor Kane, seconded by Councillor Grey and –

874
RESOLVED:
That the Council, in accordance with its powers under Sections 137 and 139 of the Local Government Act 1972, agree to incur the following expenditure, which, in the opinion of the Council, is in the interests of the area or of its inhabitants and will benefit them in a manner commensurate with the expenditure; approval to the grant of £300 to contribute towards the cost of  the replenishment/refurbishment of the core collection of titles and improve the collection of local titles.

ANNUAL ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR ENDING 31 MARCH 2004
The following accounts for the year ended 31 March 2004 were submitted –

(see interleaved document no. 5)

The Clerk briefly highlighted the main aspects of the Annual Accounts following which it was proposed by Councillor Denny, seconded by Councillor Hollis and –

875
RESOLVED:
That the Annual Accounts for the year ended 31 March 2004, as now submitted be approved and that the Chairperson and the Responsible Finance Officer be authorised to sign them on behalf of the Council.

financial statement as at 31 march 2004

The following report of the Clerk was submitted –
(see interleaved document no. 6)

The Clerk briefly highlighted the reasons for the under spend on last year’s budget and the actions it was proposed the Council agree to.
With regard to the proposal to discontinue the provision of £6000 Contingency Funding in subsequent budgets, in response to Councillor Grey’s questions the Clerk explained that there were sufficient funds in the Council’s deposit account which could be easily accessed if required, to make the inclusion of a contingency fund, which artificially inflated the budget, unnecessary.

It was proposed by Councillor Grey, seconded by Councillor Joanna Walker and –

876
RESOLVED:
That the report be noted and that the actions outlined therein be approved.

electronic filing of paye returns

877
The Clerk explained that, in order to promote the electronic filing of end-of-year PAYE returns, the Inland Revenue were offering financial incentives to businesses who registered for e-filing before the required date. In the case of businesses of less than 50 employees, the date by which they were required to register was for the Tax Year 2009/2010. However, if they registered now, the Inland Revenue would give them a total of £825 with the annual amount decreasing as the deadline approached. The Clerk had therefore, on behalf of the Council, registered for the scheme and had submitted the PAYE Returns for the 2003/2004 Tax Year thereby entitling the Council to a £250 payment.

standing orders

The following proposed Standing Orders for the Council were submitted –
(see interleaved document no. 7)
The Clerk briefly highlighted the major changes from the current Standing Orders.

Councillor Grey expressed concern regarding the proposed change to the Standing Order dealing with the rescission of previous Council decisions. Whilst the current Standing Order specified that a period of 6 months must elapse before a decision could be rescinded, the proposed Standing Order allowed for the rescission of a decision by Special Resolution and carried by two thirds of those Members present and voting. He considered that such a ‘get out clause’ could be abused and legitimate decisions of the Council overturned because some Members did not agree with them. However, the Clerk advised that, when redrafting the Standing Orders, he had considered the current Standing Order to be too restrictive as there might be occasions when a decision was taken by the Council and, within a short space of time, further information come to light which could result in the Council wanting to amend its previous decision. Without the new provisions now proposed the Council would have to wait until the expiry of the 6 month period. Additionally, there were safeguards in the new Standing Order which would require any proposal to rescind a decision within six months to be the subject of a Special Resolution which, in his opinion, would require the mover of the Resolution to provide the Clerk with a copy for inclusion on the Agenda so that Members could not be ‘ambushed’. Additionally the decision to rescind a previous resolution had to be passed by two thirds of the voting Members and that once rescinded, a further resolution to rescind the decision again could not be moved for a further period of 6 months.
It was proposed by Councillor Trefor-Jones, seconded by Councillor Joanna Walker and –

878
RESOLVED:
That the Standing Orders as now submitted be approved and adopted and that each Member of the Council be provided with a copy thereof.
financial regulations

The following proposed Financial Regulations were submitted –

(see interleaved document no. 8)
The Clerk advised that the Financial Regulations were based on the Model Financial Regulations published by NALC and had been adapted where necessary to suit the requirements of the Council. He then highlighted the major changes with particular reference to those Regulations requiring the Council to control potential overspend on a budget heading and those relating to the letting of contracts.
It was proposed by Councillor Trefor-Jones, seconded by Councillor Joanna Walker and –

879
RESOLVED:
That the Standing Orders as now submitted be approved and adopted and that each Member of the Council be provided with a copy thereof.

warwickshire and west midlands association of local councils – renewal of the annual subscription and subscription to the local council review.

The Clerk reported that WALC had notified the Council that the Annual Subscription to the Association was now due. The subscription for the forthcoming year was £660 plus a subscription of £138 for 12 copies of the bi-monthly editions of the Local Council Review. The Secretary of WALC had asked that Members be reminded of the back-up and support provided by NALC/WALC which was even more necessary as Local Councils were expected to take on more and more responsibilities. Additionally, the bi-monthly copy of the LCR was an invaluable source of reference as to what was happening in the world of Local Councils. 

With regard to the subscription for the 12 copies of LCR, a number of Members questioned whether the subscription offered value for money as it appeared that they were not read by the majority of Councillors. However, the Clerk pointed out that, whilst the Chairperson had raised the question as to the value of 12 subscriptions in the past, the Clerk had taken the view that, as a decision as to whether or not to renew the subscriptions taken at this time would effect the incoming Council, it was best to leave that decision until the subscriptions were due for renewal next year. On that basis it was agreed to renew the 12 subscription but to review the matter when the subscription was due for renewal next year.

It was proposed by Councillor Grey, seconded by Councillor Denny and –

880
RESOLVED:
That approval be given to the renewal of the Annual Subscription to Warwickshire and West Midlands Association of Local Councils at a cost of £660 together with 12 annual subscriptions to the bi-monthly Local Council Review at a cost of £128.

parish council website

881
The Clerk reported that the design of the website was progressing, but was not pressing as fast as originally anticipated. Those Members with access to the internet had been able to access the site and the Clerk had recently provided necessary ‘copy’ to the designer for up loading onto the site. The Clerk was, however, pleased to announce that the Council had been successful in its application to Awards for All for a Grant of £1,000 towards the design costs. As part of the award, A4A required the Council to acknowledge the award in some way and it was suggested that an acknowledgement be incorporated in the site’s Home page.
training

There was nothing to report.
frankley centre development

The following report of the Strategic Director of Development which had been submitted to the City Council’s Cabinet for approval together with the Clerk’s notes of the meeting of the Frankley Steering Group held on 17 March were submitted –
(see interleaved documents 9 and 10)

The Chairperson expressed his annoyance that he had only learnt of the Cabinet’s decision to approve the proposals through an article in the Evening Mail. The City Council, despite expressing its commitment to work with the Council on the regeneration proposals, had not had the courtesy to advise the Council of the Cabinet’s decision.

Councillor Grey, whilst welcoming the decision of the City Council’s Cabinet to proceed with the appointment of consultants, expressed concern that, despite being advised on numerous occasions of the factual errors in the report, those errors still appeared in the final draft. Those errors could mislead the consultants when drawing up their proposals for regeneration. The Clerk reported that he had made known to Regeneration Officers the Council’s concerns regarding the errors and had provided the corrected information but it would appear that those corrections had been largely ignored. Additionally, he was aware that, following consideration of an early draft by the Council during which Councillor Denny had expressed his concern in connection with the language used regarding future educational provision in Frankley, the report had been withdrawn at the request of the Education Department and the section dealing with future educational provision amended.

Councillor Kane suggested that the Council formally place on record its support to the proposals. However, Councillor Grey stated that while the Council supported the report, if the City had taken the decision to work with the Council and the Developer two years ago when the Parish Council’s proposals were first submitted, then it was probable that the regeneration would be near completion.

The Clerk reminded Members that the visit to Atwood Green (formerly Lee Bank) had been arranged for the 28 April. The mini-bus would be leaving the car park at the front of the Parish Office at 1730 hours promptly and during that the visit Members would receive a presentation from officers of the partnership following which they would be taken on a tour of the development.

882
RESOLVED:
That the report of the Strategic Director of Development and the Notes of the Meeting of the Frankley Steering Group be noted.

cross city line extension

883
Councillor Grey reported that he, Councillor Carter and the Clerk had attended a Stakeholders Conference that morning which had been organised by Centro and which had been attended by a number of Transport professionals. During the presentations it had been confirmed that there were difficulties regarding the funding for the link. Originally, the project, providing it met the funding criteria, was to be jointly funded by the Strategic Rail Authority (SRA) and the Department for Transport (DfT). However, the recent suspension of the SRA had also put the funding from the DfT into doubt. In presenting the available alternatives, during the presentation on bus routes serving the area, he was concerned that the officers made a number of significant errors in their presentation – it had been stated that the 63 route ran through Frankley and that the frequency of services through Frankley meant that there was a bus every 4½minutes which were incorrect. However, it had been agreed that in the long term a bus/rail link would not be viable as the cost of the journey was more expensive than catching a bus into the City Centre and there was little or no saving in time. It had been agreed that the only viable alternative was the provision of the extension which would contribute to the regeneration of southwest Birmingham. The cost of providing the multi-storey car park for the Longbridge Park and Ride was estimated to be £12 million and, given that the DfT had undertaken to provide half of the £17 million estimated cost, the cost of the multi-storey could have provided the Frankley link as well as a park and ride scheme. The problem with any improvement to the buses for the southwest to the centre was the congestion on the A38. The improvements to the A38 estimated £20 million but wouldn’t allow for a dedicated bus lane to allow for reduced travel time to the City Centre.
In the light of the problems with funding, it had been agreed that the Level 4 Engineering Survey, basically the final stage before promotion of the Act of Parliament and actual construction of the line, had been postponed pending a decision on the funding as the survey results were only valid for a period of 3 years following the completion of the survey.

Officers had been instructed to review the proposals for the extension, to ensure that the business plan was as robust as it could be and to seek alternative sources of funding. Meanwhile they were to investigate the possible improvements to buses routes in the southwest and between the southwest and centre with a view to the short term provision of a bus/rail link between Frankley and Longbridge. 
planning applications

At 21.02 hours the Council adjourned so as to allow Members to study the Planning Applications.

At 21.08 hours, the Council reconvened.

S/01744/04/FUL

Land at Arden Road, Frankley Birmingham
Temporary Parking And Erection Of Fencing Ancillary To The Use Of The Unit
883
RESOLVED:
That the City Council’s Planning Department be advised that the Parish Council has no objection to Planning Application S/01744/04/FUL
S/02138/04/FUL

7 Quantock Close, Rubery, Rednal, Birmingham B45 0DT

Erection Of Detached Bungalow

Having considered the Plans, Members felt the proposed development to be inappropriate for the following reasons –
· The proposed development was considered to be out of alignment with the neighbouring properties and was considered to be inappropriate to the size of the available building land and to the surrounding area.

· The use of area currently used by No. 7 Quantock Close for parking for the proposed development and the lack of parking provision within the boundary of the development required the front garden of No 7 to be converted into two parking spaces serving both No 7 and the new development. The loss of the garden space and the provision of two parking spaces immediately in front of No 7 was considered detrimental to the development.
· The proposed development was adjacent to a sharp bend on Quantock Close. There was concern that there was no provision for visitors’ parking for both No 7 and the new development and visitors would therefore most probably park on Quantock Close causing traffic problems on what is a narrow and potentially dangerous section of the road.

· The proposed development restricted the access/egress to the gulley leading to/from Holly Hill Road – as there is no pavement in the vicinity, pedestrians using the gulley would be forced onto the road when exiting the gulley on a dangerous corner.

It was proposed by Councillor Hollis, seconded by Councillor Joanna Walker and –

884
RESOLVED:
That the City Council’s Planning Department be advised that the Parish Council considers the proposed development as set out in Planning Application S/02138/04/FUL to be inappropriate for the following reasons –
· The proposed development was considered to be out of alignment with the neighbouring properties and was considered to be an inappropriate to the size of the available building land and to the surrounding area.


· The use of area currently used by No. 7 Quantock Close for parking for the proposed development and the lack of parking provision within the boundary of the development required the front garden of No 7 to be converted into two parking spaces serving both No7 and the new development. The loss of the garden space and the provision of two parking spaces immediately in front of No 7 was considered detrimental to the development.

· The proposed development was adjacent to a sharp bend on Quantock Close. There was concern that there was no provision for visitors’ parking for both No 7 and the new development and visitors would therefore most probably park on Quantock Close causing traffic problems on what was a narrow and potentially dangerous section of the road.


· The proposed development restricted the access/egress to the gulley leading to/from Holly Hill Road – as there was no pavement in the vicinity, pedestrians using the gulley would be forced onto the road when exiting the gulley on a dangerous corner.

decisions made on planning applications

S/00869/04/FUL

18 Windsor Close, Frankley, Birmingham

Erection Of First Floor Side Extension

885
Members were advised that, following due consideration, including the comments made relating to the application, using the powers delegated by the Development Control Committee, officers determined that Planning Consent should be granted.

items for information only

Repairs to Road Surface Outside No. 140 Holly Hill Road
886
Councillor Reverend Lewis requested that the City Council’s Highways Section be requested to undertake repairs to the road surface out side No. 140 Holly Hill Road, Frankley.

payments

The following Schedule of Payments was submitted -

(see interleaved document no.11)

It was proposed by Councillor Kane, seconded by Councillor Grey and –

887
RESOLVED:
That the payments, as set out in the Schedule now submitted, be approved.

Exclusion of the public

888
RESOLVED:
In view of the confidential nature of the business to be transacted, which includes the following exempted information, it is advisable in the public interest, that the press and the public be temporarily excluded from the meeting and they are therefore instructed to withdraw.

	Agenda Item


	Exempt Information

	Review of Clerk’s Salary
	Confidential Information relating to an employee of the Council


PRIVATE MINUTES

review of clerk’s salary

Hereon, the Clerk withdrew from the meeting during the discussion of this item. Upon his return he was advised that it had been proposed by Councillor Grey, seconded by Councillor Denny and - 

889
RESOLVED:-
That with effect from 1st April 2004, the salary of the Clerk be fixed at £8837.04 per annum (SCP25) within the Salary Scale LC2(£8057.49 - £9429.08)

The meeting ended at 2125 hours.
……………………………….

Chairperson
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