Parish Council Office Clerk to the Council Jim Daniels

Coles Road Tel: 01223 861447
Milton Fax: 0871 433 9275
Cambridge Email:clerk@miltonvillage.org.uk
CB24 6BL Web:www.miltonvillage.org.uk
29 January 2008

TO ALL MEMBERSOF THE PARISH COUNCIL
In accordance with The Local Government Act 1972 Schedule 12 section 10 (b) you are
summoned to the next meeting of Milton Parish Council to be held in the Bowls Pavilion on

Monday 4 February 2008 at 7.00pm [NOTE TIME]

AGENDA
1 Mick Woolhouse Cambridge Sport L akes
2 Public Participation —members of the public areinvited to speak

2 Apologiesfor absence
3 Declarationsof Interest — personal and/or prejudicial

4 To approvethe minutes of the meeting of 7 January 2008 (pages 3-7)

6 Clerk's’*Chairman’sreport (pages 8-9)

Horse grazing rights; Cemetery — headstone request; Risk assessments, Community
stadium; Citi 2 route; CCTV on foot/cycle bridge; Urban Retirement Village; Parish
Plan; Tree Preservation Order; Parking restrictions Butt Lane; SCDC — inspection by
Audit Commission (page 14)

7 Planning - toreceive the minutes of the planning committee meeting held on

21 January 2008 (page 9)

Appeal: TheOld Coal Yard, Fen Road, Chesterton, by Mr Joseph Upton against an enforcement
(465/11-07) notice issued by South Cambridgeshire District Council for breach of planning control:

change of use of the land to use for the stationing of aresidential caravan, a mobile home and carrying out

of development by the erection of a shed and ancillary laying of hard surfacing on the land, al not

required for agriculture. Appeal Decision:

Appeal allowed subject to various corrections and variations — enfor cement notice to be quashed

Decisionsreceived: none to date
New applications; none to date

8 Finance - to receive the minutes of the Finance & Staffing committee meeting
held on 21 January 2008 (pages 10-11), to note that:
- Committee approved budget to youth and the new Service Level Agreement
(min 22/1-08)
and to consider recommendation that:
- aworking group be formed to look at Disability access Policy
- ameeting should be arranged between MPC and MCC
- Council precept for £101,000 for the year 2008-09 (see attached yellow)



9 Community Care — to receive the minutes of the Community Care
committee meeting held on 17 January 2008 (page 11) and to approve
recommendation that Council upgrade mobile phone to a contract phone

10 Joint Action Group update (page 12) ME to report

11 Trees—SCDC Complaints Procedure—to consider responseto SCDC
(pages 12-13)

12 MCC update

13 Land update

14 Crime (page 13)

15 County Councillor’sreport

16 District Councillors’ reports

17 Billsfor Payment and Money Received (to be circul ated)

18 Correspondence (can be read at 6.45pm or you may request copies)

Atkins - Information about resurfacing A14 Milton to Fen Ditton

Cambridge CVS- Information concerning forthcoming events including
“What a Parish Council can do and how it relates to other
local democratic structures —what are the benefits for the
voluntary sector? A presentation by CPALC.
Tuesday 12" February, 7-9pm, Hildersham Village Hall.
“The event on 12" February will be of particular interest to
Parish Councils as CPALC will be delivering a presentation
on therole of the Parish Council and how it links with the
voluntary sector and other democratic structures.”

Department for Communities and L ocal Gover nment - Consultation on
Orders and Regulations relating to the conduct of Local
Authority members in England — ends 15 February.

CCC - Northstowe Rights of Way Project
- Cambridgeshire Trading Standards magazine
CPALC - Bulletin
19 Datesof Next M eetings
Planning - 18 February
Council - 3March

20 Itemsfor February agenda (to be received by 25 February 2008)

Jim Dani€ls
Clerk



Minutes of the Meeting of Milton Parish Council held on Monday 7 January 2008 at 7.00pm in the Bowls

Pavilion
Present:

1/1-08

2/1-08
3/1-08
4/1-08

5/1-08

6/1-08

7/1-08
(505/12-07)

8/1-08
(507/12-07)

9/1-08
(508/12-07)

JE Coston (chair) RH Chapman PSBadley AJCampbell G Covell RDay TA Drummond
M Ellwood RJFarrington SC Humphreys B Jefferson IFMay  HM Smith RT Summerfield
RLE Waters

The clerk, Councillor M Williamson, the Chairman of Y outh Committee and Cambridge News

The chairman welcomed members and wished all a happy new year. The chairman reported that Harry
Capitain, Parish Councillor 1984-1986, and at various times Editor of the Village View, MCC member
and president of the cricket club, had passed away.

AGREED to make adonation of £30 towards the Alzheimer’s Society in memory of Harry.

1 Stephen Clarke — Churchmanor Estates Co - community stadium on land South of Butt Lane
between Milton and Impington

Stephen Clarke did not attend but sent the following:

“The matter is being dealt with by Cambridge Horizons who have undertaken a strategic review of sports
provision required in the Cambridgeshire sub-region until 2026, which is the subject of a detailed report.
In the Cambridgeshire sub-region the priorities identified by the report were a community football
stadium, an ice rink, a multi-lane rowing facility and a 50m swimming pool. In addition, other areas for
specialist sports facilities were also identified.

A community football facility may or may not form part of alarger sports village for the Cambridge sub-
region and the precise location of such a facility will be governed by a range of factors. Obvious
locations for such a facility would include Northstowe, the Marshalls Airfield site and areas to the north
and south of Cambridge.

For further information on the process that Cambridge Horizons are engaged in | would suggest that you
contact the Chief Executive at Cambridge Horizons. Until further work strategic evaluation has been
completed by Cambridge Horizons | am afraid there is very little that | can add.”

2 Public Participation — none.

3 Apologiesfor absence — none.

4 Declarations of Interest —personal and/or prejudicial
HMS persona item 7 — member of SCDC Planning Committee; IFM personal item 11 — son member of
Milton Y outh Club; RLEW persond item 11- grandson member of Milton Y outh Club.

5 Minutes - the minutes of the meeting of 3 December 2007 were approved and signed as a true record.

6 Clerk’s/ Chairman’sreport

Citi 2 route - aresident had requested a bus stop in Ely Road (travelling north) as some drivers stop and
some do not to allow passengers off — as a result the passengers are taken along the A10 and back to the
Waggon & Horses before they can get off.

The clerk explained Council’s previous stance on this and wrote again to Stagecoach suggesting the bus
turns left by the village sign, uses the route by the Waggon & Horses, turns right at the College of West
Angliaand back to the A10 viathe Ely Road. Council made this suggestion months ago.

Reply from Stagecoach “Having looked into your suggested new route we would have no objections in
proceeding with this. As the change of route will need to be registered with the Traffic Commissioners
and publicity changed accordingly may | suggest that this alteration is incorporated into the next changes
made on our citi network?’

The clerk would ask for the timescale. Action: the clerk

CCTV Foot /cycle bridge — Alistair Frost reported that he had decided to ask the framework
contractor building the P& R site to finish the work alongside the CCTV work / street lighting at the P& R
site.

Urban Retirement Village - next public exhibition changed from 14™ February to 19" February 3pm to
8pm.

Trees — SCDC Complaints Procedure - noted that SCDC had not adhered to their complaints
procedure.

The next stage:

“Stage Three




10/1-08
(19/12-07)
11/1-08
(517/12-07)

12/1-08
(520/12-07)

13/1-08
(523/12-07)

14/1-08

15/1-08
(525/12-07)

16/1-08

17/1-08
(497/11-07)
18/1-08
(512/12-07)

If you are still dissatisfied with the outcome then you can complain directly to the Local Government
Ombudsman. The Local Government Ombudsman investigates complaints made regarding the injustice
that arises after poor administration by local authorities.”

Greg Harlock, Chief Executive SCDC, in reply to the clerk’ s letter dated 18 December 2007 (min 543/12-
07 Maintenance refers) confirmed that Mr Steve Hampson, Executive Director would send areply.
AGREED that the clerk point out to Greg Harlock the urgency of this matter. The chairman and clerk
were given authority to contact the Ombudsman if no reply to the original complaint were received within
10 days.

Action: theclerk

Community Care — CCC had awarded the scheme a £2680 grant. Thanksto the clerk for his hard work.

Parish Plan — comments about the draft questionnaire needed as soon as possible. The Group were
receiving responses from organisations. Letterswould be sent out to stakeholdersie Police, Doctors etc.

Boundary Fence — noted that Mencap had now put up afence within their boundary to prevent “trespass’.
Council’ s surveyor’ s report to be kept on file for future reference.  No further action necessary.

Tomkins Mead - JEC, RD, ME and RLEW had met with Mick Woolhouse CSL on 6 December 2007.
Noted that M Woolhouse had a 6 month contract — with a possibility of extension.

Different landowners of Country Park were causing CSL complications with regard to asingle lease.

M Woolhouse expected hand over to be completed between February and April 2008. There would be a
covenant to ensure activities at the Park would be consistent with activities at a country park. CSL were
applying for grant aid from the lottery — to extend and refurbish the visitors centre as CSL wanted to
create a function room.

Any changes to the visitors centre would be sympathetically done.

CSL would consult with MPC before carrying out tree work at Tomkins Mead. CSL had no background
in ecology and would take advice about ecological issues.

AGREED to send a letter of agreement for CSL to manage Tomkins Mead along same lines as with
SCDC. Details to be discussed with CSL. Retention of ownership by MPC to be safeguarded. MPC
would want the facility to withdraw from the agreement. Action: the clerk

Rowing Lake — M Woolhouse would let MPC know how much per acre they were to pay CCC for their
land — but it was not yet a “done ded”. Planning conditions, S106 agreement till to be finalised. M
Woolhouse expected work to start within 18 months and the project to be completed by 2011.

It was till not fully funded but would need to be within 18 months — the start of the construction process.

Request for funding — Archaeology — aletter from Derek Booth, Milton’s Archaeological Warden was
received and circulated:

He pointed out “...that the funding of projects initiated by parish archaeological wardens as non-profit
making, voluntary exercises, has not been resolved as to who pays towards professiona support: isit the
County Council, the Parish Council or who? | will be seeking further information on this from the
Heritage section at Shire Hall.”

Agendas on Web site — the agenda papers were sent out 3 clear days before a meeting at which point
these become public documents. Asfrom January 2008, therefore, the clerk intended to publish all these
documents on the website, excluding confidential reports etc, 3 clear days before the meeting.

7 Planning
Decisionsreceived:
Mr & Mrs Carpenter 7 Landbeach Road - conservatory — approved.

A De Simone 25 Butt Lane - 2 storey side and single storey rear extension and front bay — appr oved
[including amendment to show sl oping roof].
No further windows, door s or openingsto beinserted in side elevation.

Following Policies apply to both decisions:

Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Structure Plan 2003:

P1/3 (Sustainable Design in Built Development)

South Cambs Local Development Framework Development Control Policies 2007:
DP/1 (Sustainable Development); DP/2 (Design of New Development);

DP/3 (Development Criteria).



19/1-08
(418/10-07)

20/1-08

21/1-08

22/1-08

23/1-08
(522/12-07)

New applications:

$/1653/07 Mr W Webb Southgate Farm Chesterton Fen Road — use of land for 26 mobile home pitches
for gypsies amendments: number of units reduced to 26 pitches; visibility splays provided; turning head
included; landscaped areas provided for open spaces. No recommendation — no additional comments.
(Delegated)

$/2266/07 Mr J Lindsay 17A High Street - single storey rear extension - no recommendation.
(Delegated)

8 Minibus—the minutes of the Minibus committee meeting held on 17 December were received.
AGREED to accept recommendations that:

1 the general tariffs remain the same asin 2007 (see minute 575/06); to be reviewed
throughout the year and consideration given to increase the tariffs if fuel prices continue to
rise;

2 the scouts @pecial arrangement@o remain unchanged at standard tariff except that in the
case of marquee bookings, the minimum tariff being £8.00 per marquee booking; and
3 the Bowls Club ‘specia arrangement’ be removed and that the club pay standard rates.

9 Maintenance - the minutes of the Maintenance committee meeting held on 17 December were
received.

Traveller's Funeral — the clerk would write to thank the family of the late Sam Smith for clearing away
the many floral tributes and leaving the cemetery in atidy state. Action: theclerk

Grass cutting and general maintenance contract - the contract price quoted by Buchans had increased as
additional work had been included. The clerk reported that CCC would increase the Agency grant by
£250 so that various paths could be kept free from overhanging shubs.

AGREED to accept the quotation from Buchans Landscapes for the contract for 2008-09 [min 544/12-

07.

Buchans had been unable to meet RHC before the Council meeting. He and RLEW were due to meet
them on Tuesday 8 January to resolve outstanding issues:
A monthly record of work done to be supplied upon receipt of which the clerk would authorise
payment.
A record of chemicals used.

Cemetery — a resident had complained that part of the pathway in the “old” part of the cemetery was
rutted. RHC and RLEW had inspected it and felt that it was not serious at present. The maintenance
committee would monitor.

10 MCC update

Y outh building - update

One of the youth building workers by mutual agreement had ceased to work for MCC.

A letter of confirmation had been sent by Chairmen of MPC and MCC. RJF thanked the chairman and
clerk for dealing with this. An applicant was interested in the post on a temporary basis.
MCC to send out application form — RIJF and manager MCC to interview (with assistance from JEC if
necessary).

RJF had asked that “in view of developments over the past few weeks (he) would like to defer the
handover of the Y outh building until after the MCC Management Committee meeting next month” and
hoped that MPC and MCC could work closely together to resolve outstanding issues.

As no proposal was made minute 522/12-07 remained in place (Standing Order 32 refers).

Rates —refund of £331.18 received from SCDC — rates January to March 2008.
Insurance — the clerk reported that the building was still insured in MPC's name and that MCC would
need to insure the building and confirm it with the clerk before cancellimg Council’s Policy with
Cornhill. The clerk to ask MCC to insure the building immediately. Action: theclerk
Door —AGREED (13 votesin favour 1 abstention)

that MCC change the front door so that it can be self-locking (as MCC front door).
The clerk to ask MCC to proceed. Action: theclerk

AGREED that an ad hoc working group meet as soon as possible to resolve outstanding issues — RJF,
JEC, HMS, manager MCC and clerk — and that AJC, who volunteered to be part of
this group be included. (10 votesin favour 4 abstentions).

Martyn Pollard, heating engineer had installed the Heatrae Sadia relay box. HMS pointed out that there
were still 2 valvesto be removed. The clerk would ask lan Kendall to check. Action: the clerk

5



24/1-08
(525/12-07)

25/1-08
(509/12-07)

26/1-08
(526/1-08)

27/1-08

28/1-08

11  Youth

The chairman of MPC and clerk had met with Paula Mayes. The following issues were addressed:
Attendance figures: the senior club average attendance 20; the junior club average 11 (attendances were
starting to improve). Village View to publicise the club in February.

Staff;

Funding and resources;

Service Level Agreement (SLA).

The youth budget to date was circulated.

It was AGREED to
(@) fund the junior youth club (Tuesday evenings) for 2007-08 at a cost of £2,352 -
[12 votesin favour 2 abstentions]);
(b) defer alocation of funding of £3,972 for 2008-09 to Finance Committee meeting of 21
January; [13 votesin favour and 1 abstention]; and
(c) approvethe SLA subject to (b) above being approved by the Finance Committee.
The Chairman and the clerk were due to meet Jackson, the youth club leader.

12 Crime

Neighbourhood Watch in Milton appeared to be at alow ebb at present. During the 1990’ s there were 20
active Neighbourhood Watch schemes operating in the Village. RLEW hoped to receive an update on
how many schemes are running at the moment.

It was understood that PCSO Scott Evans would be trained to try to encourage wider participation in
Neighbourhood Watch.

- Should this be a subject for the Parish Plan questionnaire?

- Should the Neighbourhood Watch be more actively promoted by the Parish Council?

- Anarticleinthe Village view would be appropriate.

Crime statistics for 2007: 361 crimes, athird of which related to motor vehicles and pedal cycles.

The next meeting of the Histon Panel was scheduled for the 15" January 2008 in the Drama Studio at
Cottenham Village College with a 7pm opening and a 7.30pm prompt start, to be chaired by John Fuller,
Community Engagement Manager for the Division and Paul Ormerod the Sector Commander for South
Cambs.

Ideal meeting for questions about Neighbourhood Watch?

13 Land update

A reply from Philip Raiswell, Sport England had been received and circul ated.

“Where playing fields are lost to development, Sport England’s policy is to seek replacement pitches
which are equivalent or better than those lost in terms of quantity, quality, accessibility and management
arrangements.”

Sport England were pleased to see that Milton Parish Council were till seeking to progress the purchase
of additional land for junior football pitches, especialy given the evidence to suggest that this sector of
football has grown considerably within the village in recent years.

AGREED toask Mr Raiswell to contact Cambridgeshire County Council regarding land valuation.
Action: the clerk

With regard to compulsory purchase Mr Raiswell advised Council to take further legal advice because of
possible significant costs incurred in preparing a case, fighting a Public Inquiry, and paying compensation
if successful.

14 County Councillor’sreport

Neighbourhood Watch at Landbeach also in the doldrums. Waterbeach had a flourishing scheme - [run
by Jane Williamson].

CCC meeting to approve appointment of Chief Executive scheduled for the present week.

Thanksto MW for pursing provision of CCTV on Jane Coston bridge.

15 Digtrict Councillors reports

HMS attended extra days of Mereham Inquiry. Transport consultants reported that the Jane Coston
bridge was likely to be closed for 9 months and that they would have to make arrangements for
pedestrians and cyclists to cross the A10/A14 interchange, if the transport proposals were to go ahead.
Applicants had fully accepted that they would need to re-build the A10 foot bridge.

Climate change — HMS had attended a meeting for parishes.

Christmas waste collection — concerns that the collection programme caused difficulties.

Northstowe — application for devel opment had been submitted.



29/1-08

30/1-08

16 Billsfor Payment and M oney Received

CONFIRMED

AGREED

payment of cheques 3658 — 3661
payment of cheques 3662 — 3675 (1 abstention)

[Note that following the meeting the clerk cancelled cheque 3673 to JEC - Chair’s Allowance and wrote
out another cheque 3675 - £30 to the Alzheimer’s Society — under Chairman’s Allowance].

17 Correspondence

CCC -

CPALC -

WREN -

Educational Provision for Northstowe — consultation document

Notes from the November Guided Busway Histon to Cambridge Local Liaison
Forum.

Park & Ride — briefing note

Parish Paths Partnership 2008/09

Congestion charge — evening briefing 30 January

Budget 2008/09 consultation meeting 8 January

Transport Innovation Fund - transport improvements designed to tackle congestion
and climate change.

From 13th November 2007 to 13th February 2008, a series of 23 road shows are set
totour Cambridgeshire giving residents a chance to have their say on a £500
million vision to revolutionise transport in Cambridgeshire. Cambridgeshire
County Council wants people’ s views on a substantial package of transport
improvements designed to tackle congestion and climate change.

See web for details: www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk

Agenda of Assembly meeting at Impington Sports and Recreation Facility on
Saturday 19 January 2008 commencing at 9-30am

AGM Saturday 2 February 2008 at Bluntisham Village Hall

Community groups across Cambridgeshire are being urged to enter their projects
into this year's WRG Communities Challenge. See www.wren.org.uk

18 Dates of Next Meetings
Planning & Finance- 21 January

Council

- 4 February

The meeting ended at 9.00pm



(527/12-07)

(541/12-07)

(546/12-07)

(1/1-08)
(6/1-08)
(7/1-08)

(8/1-08)

(11/1-08)

6 Clerk’s/Chairman’sreport
Horse grazing rights — no response to advert received. Advert now in February Village View.

Cemetery (headstone request) —the family of the late Sam Smith thanked Council for the letter of
appreciation. In addition the family have asked if Council would approve alarger than normal headstone.
Rob and | have met the family at the cemetery and we are happy with what they are proposing.

Risk assessments — all risk assessments have been checked and signed by the chairmen of committees
where applicable and the clerk.

Community stadium — should we invite Cambridge Horizons to a meeting?

Citi 2 route — no further information.

CCTV Foot /cycle bridge — no further information.

Urban Retirement Village — 3 councillors visited avillage at Rugby.

Parish Plan — PSB to report.

Tree Preservation Order — in 1990 Council asked that TPO's be put on three trees in the grounds of Ken
Humphries garden (now Ken's Way). One tree a cypress has since been removed, one is a horse
chestnut and one alimetree. Thelimetreeisin the back garden of aresident in Ken’s Way. The resident
has asked to remove the tree. Copy letter:

“1 have alarge lime tree in my back garden which isa nuisance. It steals the mgjority of light not only
from us but from three neighbouring properties. Asitisalime treeit drops sap into the garden. | have a
two year old and it is not pleasant for her to play on her outdoor amenities covered in sap so therefore |
have to clean them all before she uses them, daily in the summer. The leaves are also problem in autumn,
clogging the guttering on the back of our chalet style property.

I am also concerned if the branches fall into neighbouring gardens as there is a greenhouse and sheds
situated underneath the tree and one large branch has already snapped in the winds recently.

| therefore request permission that the tree be removed and | very much look forward to hearing from
you.”

Our deputy tree warden agreed that the tree is inappropriate in a back garden and | supported the
resident’s request in writing:

“TPO C/11/17/72/11

In 1990 a Tree Preservation Order was put on alime tree in grounds of what was then 5 Butt Lane Milton
and isnow * Ken's Way Milton.

As you can see from the attached letter the resident has asked to take down the tree. Our own Parish
Council Trees Office [actually was Deputy Trees Officer] has been to look at the tree and agrees that a
lime tree isinappropriate in the back garden of number *.

Milton Parish Council has no objection therefore to the removal of thistree.

| trust that you will give approval to the removal of this tree and that you will contact the resident with
your decision as soon as possible.”

It isimportant to remember that one reason MPC asks for a TPO isto preserve the tree for the public to
enjoy. Thisparticular tree cannot be seen except by the houses immediately backing on to the garden in
Ken's Way.

The Trees Officer SCDC has responded to the resident thus:

“1 have received a copy of your letter sent to Milton Parish Council.

The Limetreeis afforded statutory protection in the form of a Tree Preservation Order and unlessthe
trees structural integrity isin question generally consent for removal will not be granted. | have enclosed
government guidance on the procedures of TPOs.

An application to either reduce or thin the canopy of the tree can be made to South Cambridgeshire
District Council but it would need to be comprehensive in detail and | would advise that you contact local
tree surgery companies to discuss works. If it isfelt that the works are not appropriate then arefusal may
be issued.

If you wish to contact me to discuss this matter further please contact me on the details at the top of this
letter, | am happy to arrange a site visit to discuss.”



Parking restrictions Butt L ane

Email from aresident. | have forwarded it to Alistair Frost, CCC for hisresponse.

“Please could you let me know whether parking restrictions have been considered for Butt Lane & Coulson Close in
line with Milton people parking here and using the new park and ride.

Butt Lane at “ School drop off and collection time” is already very congested and if people drop children off and then
move their cars towards the end of Butt Lane to avoid leaving the village to use the Park & Ride it will even be more
dangerous.

| look forward to hearing from you, and if | should be addressing my concern to someone else, please advise.”
And another:

“Following recent correspondence relating to the new P & R at Butt Lane. | would like to draw the attention of the
Parish Council to the following concerns:

Parking during busy times on Butt Lane is hazardous as best and with the possibility of Milton Residents parking on
Butt Lane rather than travelling out the village to the main P & R car park could make this situation worse.

In an effort to reduce congestion within the Butt Lane area, that parking restrictions are introduced during P& R
opening times or a permit system is introduced to restrict parking, and/or a combination of both.

Y ou just need to observe the schoal run to get an overview of the potential issues could be, let alone the potential
dangers to young children. | look forward to hearing your response.”

SCDC — Audit Commission inspection - the clerk had sent comments to the team inspecting SCDC
(attached page 14).

Minutes of the Planning Meeting of Milton Parish Council held on Monday 21 January 2008 at 7.00pm in the
Bowls Pavilion

Present:

36/1-08

37/1-08
(514/12-07)
38/1-08

39/1-08
40/1-08

41/1-08
(466/11-07)
42/1-08

43/1-08

RJFarrington (chair) JECoston RDay B Jefferson RT Summerfield RLE Waters
The clerk

1 Apologiesfor absence - none.
2 Declarations of interest — none.

3 Minutes — the minutes of the meeting of 19 November 2007 were approved and signed as a true
record.

4 Decisionsreceived
Dr CC Brunt 30 High Street — installation of solar thermal and photovoltaic panels—
approved

5 New applications

S/2431/07 Dr C Charlton 9 Cambridge Road — conversion of dwelling to 2 x one-bedroom dwellings and
1 x two-bedroom dwelling — no recommendation.

S/0007/08/A Tesco Stores Ltd — Cambridge Road — ‘ Costa Coffee’ signs - no recommendation.
S/0075/08 Mr & Mrs S Clarke 15 Willow Crescent —two storey side extension (retrospective application)
- no recommendation.

6 AOB

Appea by S Lee 6 Sunningdale Chesterton Fen Road against refusal of day room —to

be heard on 30 January at Cambourne starting at 10am

Site Specific Palicies DPD Public Examination - Cambourne Expansion Bourn Airfield Site — notice of
consultation period 9 January to 20 February by Countryside Properties Plc.

CPRE —notice of planning workshop to be held on 1% March 10am to 4.30pm.

The meeting ended at 7.20pm.



Minutes of the Finance & Staffing Committee meeting held on Monday 21 January 2008 at 7.30pm in the
Bowls Pavilion

Present:

44/108

45/1-08
(438/10-07)
461/1-08
(439/10-07)
47/1-08
(440/10-07)

48/1-08
(440/10-07)

49/1-08

50/1-08

51/1-08
(512/12-07)

52/1-08

53/1-08

RT Summerfield (chair)  AJCampbell JE Coston HM Smith
RLE Waters

Inattendance: R Day B Jefferson

The clerk

1 Apologiesfor absence—none
2 Declarations of Interest —none.
3 Minutes—the minutes of the meeting of 15 October 2007 were approved and signed as a true record.

4 MattersArising
Lloyds Online — the clerk had heard nothing further.

Youth staffing - G Covell’s CRB check now received.

Bank Account — RTSand the clerk had decided to leave the Co-op bank account open
should Council decide to change from Lloyds. At present interest received was greater than charges
levied.

Y outh Club float — resolved at Council.

5 Bank Reconciliation and Bank Statements — the chairman reconciled the bank accounts as at 31
December 2007. The 60-Day bank statement had not yet been received.

6 Review of Debtorsand Creditorsat 31 December 2007
Debtors amounted to £118.45 (minibus).
Creditor Merrydale Enterprises Ltd 04/07/2000 - £1480.50 to be written off at year end.

7 Internal Auditor report
Committee noted the interna auditor’ s observations and made the following decisions:
1. Standing orders as shown on the web site are dated November 2006 — Now updated.
2. Financia Regulations appear as Appendix B to Standing orders.
3. Minutes numbered sequentially by the clerk — Internal audit suggested that the  Chairman could
number pages by hand — consider ed unnecessary.
4. Agreed that the notestaken by the Clerk during meetings be kept for a year.
5. Disability access Policy —recommend that working group be formed to look at this.
6. FireCertificate for office—theclerk toinvestigate. Action: theclerk
Fidelity Guarantee - Committee were satisfied that the level was correct asit reflected the
financial position of Council in April (when half of precept is received).
7. Some assets are not specifically covered. Noted.
8. Relationship with MCC clarified. The Parish Council is the freehold owner with the community
centre leased to a charitable trust.
9. The Parish Council appearsto reclaim some VAT (and legally — confirmed in  writing by VAT
officer — CALC report dated 03/10/07).

8 Review of Insurances and Risk M anagement

Insurance - Committee reviewed the insurances. The clerk would ask MCC to insure CCTV system at
The Sycamores as from 1% April 2008. Action: the clerk

Risk management — this was reviewed. The clerk and RHC would review all other risk assessmentsin
readiness for February Council meeting as per Standing Order 58.

The clerk would check that arisk assessment for the office was up to date.

Action: theclerk

9 Community Minibus Report

10



(442/10-07)

54/1-08

55/1-08

56/1-08

57/1-08

58/1-08

Asthe clerk and the minibus treasurer were  having difficulties reconciling their figures RTS offered to
dothisat year end.

10 Review of Budget and Year-to-date Actuals

Committee reviewed the budget to date. Noted that play and youth were under spent. At year end
Council the bowls green improvements expenditure should show £1,500 loan (to be repaid over 3 years)
and £1,000 grant. The Foundation for Sport and Art would pay its £1500 grant at completion of works.

11 2007/08 Y ear End Forecast
Committee reviewed this and made several amendments.

12 New Projectsif any 2008-2011
The chairman reported on Committee schemes that had been included in the draft budget.

13 Expenditure Review 2008/09

£18,000 still precepted for capital projects.

Office expenditure increased — possible equipment lap top computer, projector.

£2,500 needed for Parish Plan (min 517/12-07) and £1,500 net of grant wasincluded in the budget.
£3,000 for play. Any under spend to be reserved for future play expenditure.

MCC grant request for 2008-09 £29,000.

MCC had prepared a budget for the youth building with a letting income of approximately £4,000 per
year which would result in a deficit of £4,000 on the building for the year. Committee agreed to include
this deficit in the budget. This payment to be made quarterly upon receipt of MCC accounts.

It was recommended that a meeting should be arranged between MPC and MCC. The two chairmen to
arrange. Action: the chairman of MPC and MCC

14 Precept 2008/09

Total forecast income for 2008-09 £18,550
Total forecast expenditure £ 120,490
AGREED

to recommend a precept request for £101,000.

The meeting ended at 9.25pm.

Minutes of the Community Care Committee Meeting of Milton Parish Council held on 17 January 2008 at
11.20am in the Bowls Pavilion

Present:

31/1-08

32/1-08
33/1-08

34/1-08
(489/11-07)

35/1-08

IF May (chair) M Ellwood B Jefferson HM Smith
Tracey Ebbon—Warden Community Care Scheme Debbie Driver — Manager Barnabas Court
SJDaniels - Clerk to the Council

1 Apologiesfor absence - R Day.

2 Declarations of Interest —personal and/or prejudicial - none.

3 Minutes — the minutes of the meeting of 15 November 2007 were approved and signed as a true
record.

Grant — CCC had approved a grant of £2,680. (Min 10/1-08 refers).

Mobile phone — Tesco manager had sent Committee’s request to head office. HMSwould talk
with the manager. Action: theclerk

In view of the amount of use made by the warden it was agreed that it would be more appropriate to buy a
contract phone as soon as possible. Action: |FM and the clerk

4 Mobile Warden Scheme

Update — 3 new clients had joined the scheme and 3 had left (2 were deceased). The changes
implemented at the previous meeting had allowed TE to spend more time with her clients.

Additional hours for relief / deputy warden - TE advised that she might be able to offer more hours as
from April. To be discussed at a meeting to be held in March.

Prescriptions — the manager at the Doctors' surgery had written advising Committee that the Waterbeach
Pharmacy would deliver prescriptions. Checking medications and collecting prescriptions was ongoing.

TE was content to continue doing this important part of her duties.
5 AOB - none. The meeting ended at 11.45am.

10 Joint Action Group

11



(9/1-08)

Further to our meeting, | have had afurther  discussion with Philip Kratz, and as aresult, have sent the
following to Peter Studdert. Let’s see what happens!

David Norman
“Dear Peter

Now that we are confronted with the Northstowe Planning Application, we can see that we will need
expert help to deal effectively with some of the more technical issues, like Traffic and Flooding. When
the idea of JAG was first mooted, we were fortunate to have the benefit of Philip Kratz' advice on how
we might best proceed and what we might achieve. He suggested that our costs in handling some aspects
of this might be legitimately regarded as equivalent to those incurred in negotiating S106 agreements, and
as such be funded by the devel oper.

At our JAG meeting on Wednesday, we agreed that in order to be able to make a case for S106 monies
and the like we first need to be able to fully understand the implications of the planning application itself.
We might have hoped that the County, for example, would apply their available expertise to such as
traffic, but we are aware that their motivation and priorities might not always be quite the same as ours.
We have been told that some “heads of terms’ on S106 will have been discussed in the various Topic
Groups but these have been impenetrable to us (and our elected District Councillors) and as far as we
know, no account of their proceedings has ever been made available. It was suggested that these might
become available on the SCDC intranet, but I've not heard that this has happened and we probably
wouldn’t have accessto it anyway. So | don't see how we can be expected to agree to S106 agreementsin
mitigation of impacts on our Parishes with no quantitative understanding of what those impacts might be.
And unfortunately, previous experience will not encourage us to dumbly accept what the LPA tellsusis
in our best interests — several of us feel that we have been badly let down in the past, not just on matters
of enforcement but by being encouraged to sign up to unsatisfactory and poorly formulated agreements.
Being presented with a fait accompli after al the negotiation has been conducted by others is not
acceptable. We do not doubt the integrity or commitment of the Officers who may be charged with these
tasks, but we cannot see how they can be expected to fully appreciate the local perspective. That is what
we think we can bring to the process and what our parishioners elected usto do.

We hope to be able to engage our own expert advisers: not to reinvent the wheel, but to critically review
the base data, assumptions and modelling that is incorporated in technical areas of the Planning
Application to help us understand what we're dealing with. An hour’s presentation by the developer or
local authority officers is not going to provide a sufficiently detailed understanding. We regard this as an
essential first step to a meaningful participation in the consultation process. It will also not be cheap, and
we would hope that we should be able to obtain a contribution towards our reasonable costs from the
developers. | have spoken to Philip again recently, and it remains his view that this is a reasonable
position for usto take.

We would be grateful for your views on this and you advice on how best to proceed.
Thanksand kind regards ~ David

11 Trees— SCDC Complaints Procedure—to consider responseto SCDC

Response received from SCDC (attached) in which aletter from Gareth Jones dated 13 November was
referred to. | did not receive this letter originally but have sent been sent a copy (attached). | have
received a survey about the complaint process (to be on OHP). | would suggest that we answer “very
dissatisfied” with the whole process.

The response about the poplar tree does not answer our original query sent in September: “Would you
please consider pollarding and not felling the tree?” We sent thisin September so that any work could be
completed before Spring 2008. | would also suggest that the decision about this should be made on
arborea grounds by the Trees Officer and not Shire Homes.

From Gareth Jones Corporate Manager of Planning and Sustai nable Communities

“COMPLAINT BY MILTON PARISH COUNCIL

| have been asked by Mr Hampson, Executive Director to respond to your letter of the 18 December. Please accept my apologies for
not responding sooner.

It's my understanding that an interim response was sent to you on the 13 November, and for your convenience | enclose acopy. You
will note from that letter, that the decision in respect of the poplar tree was outside the control of the Planning Department. Advice
was given to our Housing Department who made the final decision. In this case, the advice given was that the poplar was exhibiting
symptoms of atreein slow decline with structural defects. The conclusion was that, on the basis of aduty for care, it should be

felled.
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However, in coming to a decision, the Housing Department has also to take into consideration issues such as budget constraints and
on-going maintenance costs. The considered decision in this case was, that where there is a safety issue, the argument for on-going

maintenance was outweighed, and a further factor was the scope for a potential replacement. There is no requirement for Housing to
report to Parish Councils on decisions on SCDC tree works.

In this case | accept that, given your comments, that as a matter of courtesy, you should have been advised of the decision and the
reasons for it, and | apologise for that oversight.

With regard to the yew, the tree officer met with a representative of the Church to discuss various works within its grounds. The main
issue was the removal of horse chestnut adjacent to the car park. This was approved on the basis of its poor condition caused by
bleeding canker, and the requirement to replace with aline of pleached limes along the church wall.

The reduction of the yew tree inside the main gate was discussed and approved due to the shade factor and generally oppressive
impact on the entrance, it was creating, and it's effect on stone slabs (i.e. restricted sun and air circulation was causing them to
become slippery and hence a hazard). So the main reason for approving the works was that of safety to the public entering what is a
public place.

In dealing with tree applications in public open spaces (a church is so classed as it®© grounds are open to the public), and where works
are needed for safety reasons, we only inform the Parish Council via copying relevant correspondence, It's the same procedure we
use when authorizing urgent works. | understand that It is generally the case that Parish Councils also have representatives on church
committees and for this reason in most cases, al parties are kept informed and there is not an issue.

When trees owned by a Parish Council or other community organization are felled, SCDC can offer replacement under the Parish
Planting Scheme. In this case, replacement has been offered to the church in the form of @leached limes©

Again the Council is not obliged to consult any Parish Council on tree work applications. Where it occurs, it is done as a matter of
courtesy. Again, the fact that you are aggrieved tends to suggest to me that we could have done more to keep you informed.

Having reviewed the case and your concerns, it's my view that the process we currently operate are adequate within the resources
available, | understand that work is currently progressing on IT systems to make all tree applications and outcomes to be available
eectronically. All Parish Councils with access to a computer will be able to source this information.

To conclude, there is abalance to be struck between competing issues, and there are occasions where trees are felled
or altered on safety grounds and this is one of those occasions. Budget constraints do not allow for maintenance
works which otherwise could be an alternative.

14 CRIME
From John Fuller Cambridgeshire Palice to Richard:
“Thank you for your note re Neighbourhood Watch (NW). In answer to your questions:

1. Thereis a push nationally which has been picked up locally to integrate NW into Neighbourhood Policing (NP). |
think it is fair to say that some members of NW seemed to think their role was redundant when NP came along. Quite
the opposite applies but as a constabulary we must do more to support NW than we have done in the past.

The role of NW fits in very well with NP and Panels. Watch members are true active citizens who demonstrate by
joining they care about their neighbours and neighbourhood. In order that issues are identified in communities Watch
members have a clear role in feeding back concerns to local officers and | would hope to Parish Councils. They can
be tasked to find out what is going on and support problem solving initiatives. They are seen by us as a key network
within a community that can support local people who do not always have access to computers etc.

Some will say panels are not representative because only small numbers attend. My argument to that is that providing
we have informed and appointed representatives attending they are as good a forum, if not better, than anything we
have had previously. Y ou as an elected member cannot hope to know everything that is going on and you need your
networks to enable you to form aview and pass it on. NW and similar groups perform a vital role in supporting these
informal networks that are so crucial in developing safe and confident communities.

2. Itisvery timely that you write on the issue now. | have just conducted an audit of the whole division and all areas
have lost members. Thisis not unusual but clearly there is less support than there has been in the past.

The loss of Community Contact Officers has forced us to look at how we support schemes and i am leading on this
issue for this division. | note in Milton that we now have 4 Co-ordinators. Previously there were 8 and probably more
in the past. To support NW a number of PCSOs are being trained up to provide better support to NWs. There are a
number of things we can do to help you get up and running again. The first would be to discuss in detail want we
want from the schemes, their role etc then devel oping a form of service agreement so we all understand what each is
trying to achieve.

| think this all should start with a meeting with the parish council and/or with existing or interested members. | will
happily become involved to support the local NP team. Watch schemes work best where they have a structure
themselves and feel their efforts are appreciated by their community. Parish Councils are well placed to fulfil thisrole
and | am sure you will agree that watch type activity can support the whole community in many different ways.”

A representative of M PC has been invited to a meeting run by SCDC on Wednesday 13" February
at 11.00am Cambourne. Subject “Vehiclecrime’. Any oneinterested?
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Dear Ms Todd,

South Cambs District Council inspection:

Having served as clerk to Milton Parish Council for 26+ years | feel that | am in a good position to
give ageneral feeling about the level of service provided by South Cambridgeshire District Council
(SCDC).

Milton Parish Council (MPC) meets next on 4" February. | have circulated members asking for
their comments but | stress that this letter has not been formally approved by Council.

"I believe that the following matters are indicative of a service that has not improved:

1. Complaints Procedure: We have been concerned about the lack of consultation and lack of
response from SCDC Officers about two issues.

Milton Parish Council has followed the complaints procedure laid down by SCDC and at the last
MPC meeting members proposed that we should consider writing to the ombudsman.

I have now received aresponse from SCDC which | feel isstill less than satisfactory.

2. Many Milton residents have been concerned about the Christmas bin collections.

3. The management of Milton Country Park and its proposed hand over to another organisation is
another example of aservicein disarray.

Asclerk I would like to add my personal comments:

Until recent years | had a very good relationship with officers of SCDC. | was always able to
contact Planning Officers for advice and help in answering any queriesthat | had. Both the Trees
Officer and Planning Officer responsible for Milton would pay site visits if necessary and would
meet me and / or Parish Councillors.

After the retirement of the two officers mentioned above | have spoken to the Planning Officer
once, when she took over, and not at all to the Trees Officer. We seem to have lost that personal
touch where officers serving their communities, at District and Parish level, discuss problems
amicably. Infact | do not now know how to contact them except by email.

During the difficulties over the management of the Country Park (see 3.above) the Chairman and
Vice-Chairman of Milton Parish Council offered to talk with the leader of SCDC. He was unable or
unwilling to meet with them.

Similarly to try to resolve the complaint (see 1.above) the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of Milton

Parish Council offered to talk with the Chief Executive of SCDC. He was unable to meet them
although he did put the wheels in motion to try to resolve the problem."
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