MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE TOWN ENHANCEMENT COMMITTEE HELD ON WEDNESDAY 28TH APRIL 2010 AT 7.49PM IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, SIMPSON CENTRE, STOTFOLD
Committee Members present:

B Collier (Chairman)






Mrs S Bundock

Mrs A Clarey






A Cooper


S Hayes

Also present:



Councillor Mrs M Cooper and the Clerk

298.
APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received on behalf of Councillors Smith (illness) and Mrs Haslett-Saunders.

299.
DISCLOSURE OF MEMBERS INTERESTS

There were no disclosures of Members interests.  Members were reminded that if at any time during the meeting they feel they have an interest in an item being discussed, they should declare it at that point.

300.
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION – QUESTIONS, COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

There were no members of the public present.


MATTERS ARISING

301.
Suggested buildings for Listed Building status (see minute 296-24/03/10)

The list of suggested buildings for Listed Building status has been forwarded to Rob Uff, Conservation Officer at Central Bedfordshire Council.  Mr Uff will be attending the June meeting of this Committee to give a presentation on Listed Building status and the process for applying, and will also give his opinion on our suggested buildings for Listed Building status.

302.
CORRESPONDENCE

There were no items of correspondence.

303.
STOTFOLD TOWN PLAN - ACTIONS


With regard to membership of the sub-committee, it was pointed out that all members will be acting on behalf of the Town Council, regardless of whether they are Councillors or not, and therefore those non-Councillors should sign and abide by the Code of Conduct.

With regard to the Monitoring Sheets, these were produced ready for the BRCC monitoring of recently completed Town Plans taking place during October.  This will be a working document.


Members were provided with a copy of an extract from the comments sheet from Laurent Martial, Central Beds Council, to give an example of the sorts of comments being received from their service providers.  The appropriate comments will be forwarded to Committees.


a)
To recommend setting up a sub-committee of the Town Enhancement Committee – ‘Town Plan Action Implementation Group’ in order to facilitate completion of identified actions within the Plan.

Resolved that the Town Enhancement Committee sets up a sub-committee ‘Town Plan Action Implementation Group’.


b)
To consider the suggested amendments to the Town Enhancement Committee’s Terms of Reference, in regard to the new sub-committee.


Recommended that the amended Terms of Reference for the Town Enhancement Committee, as appended, are approved.

c) To consider the drafted Terms of Reference for the Town Plan Action Implementation Group, previously circulated to Members.


Recommended that the amended Terms of Reference for the Town Plan Action Implementation Group, as appended, are approved.



With regard to membership of the sub-committee, it was:


Resolved that all non-Councillor members of the sub-committee are to sign and abide by the Code of Conduct, which is already applicable to Councillors.

d) To approve the draft Action Plan Monitoring Sheets, previously circulated to Members.




Resolved that the Action Plan Monitoring Sheets are approved.

e) To consider recommended actions identified in the Plan for relevant Committees, previously circulated to Members.


Recommended that the relevant Committees take on the actions identified in the Plan for their Committee (previously circulated to Members), and update the Monitoring Sheets as appropriate for the information of the Implementation Group.  Central Beds Council service provider comments will be forwarded to the appropriate Committee for information.
304.
CURRENT AND FUTURE SCHOOL PLACE ALLOCATOIN

Members were asked to consider the response from Central Bedfordshire Council Education Department following our query raised at the last meeting of this Committee.

Answers to the four points below were requested from Central Bedfordshire Council:
· Current site size of Stotfold’s St Mary’s School

· Standard site size

· Formula for site size in relation to required child places

· Statistics applied to that formula

With the following responses being received:

‘St Mary’s Lower School currently has 250 pupils on roll, against a capacity of 225.’

‘Roecroft Lower is the catchment school for the vast bulk of the new housing and is being doubled in size on its new site to meet the forecast increase from the new developments at Stotfold.’

‘In terms of Fairfield, as with every new development, we undertake an analysis of the size of the development and calculate the total pupil yield likely to be produced (pupil numbers).  We then look at capacity in the local schools and make a judgement as to the need for new provision.  In Fairfield’s case the analysis showed that a new school would be required up to a maximum of 150 places and the new school was designed in line with the requirements set out in Building Bulletin 99 which sets out design guidelines for primary school sites in respect of indoor and outdoor areas.’

Extracts from the Building Bulletin 99 (Briefing Framework for Primary Projects) regarding recommended area of buildings, schedules for various sizes of infant and junction schools against number of pupils, site area against number of pupils, and key formulae, were previously circulated to Members.

Resolved that Central Beds Council is thanked for the information already received, and is asked again for the current site size of St Mary’s Lower School, explaining that we are trying to show that there is not enough school site space for the number of school places required for current development in the town, and no allowance for other forthcoming developments of potentially 160 dwellings, in particular for St Mary’s Lower School, but also Fairfield Lower School and potentially the new Roecroft Lower School.  St Mary’s School is over capacity, and Fairfield School is in a similar position, and neither have space to expand the site.  St Mary’s School was allowed to develop on an over restricted site, and the current site size and number of pupils doesn’t meet standards required.
Councillor Mrs Cooper left at this point.

305.
UPDATE ON SECTION 106 AGREEMENTS

Members were previously provided with updates on Section 106 Agreements relating to current building developments within the town.


Land South of Stotfold


High Street pedestrian crossing

STC -
Please provide information on the progress of the update of the High Street pedestrian crossing to a Toucan crossing as this should have been done before the first occupation


CBC (Hannah Pattinson) – Condition 29 – ‘Prior to development commencing, details for the conversion of the existing pelican crossing on High Street to a Toucan type crossing shall be submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority.  Thereafter no dwelling or other building on the site shall be occupied until the approved details have been implemented in full.’  The details have been submitted, were approved on 19th December 2007, and are available on the Council’s website under planning application reference MB/02/00242 labelled Condition 29.  The approved details form part of the works known as the Third Highway Works.  In the S106 Agreement it states in Schedule 1, Para 39 that ‘Not to permit the Occupation of any Residential Units to be directly accessed from the High Street until the Third Highway Works have been constructed and completed to the satisfaction of the highway authority’.  The Third Highway Works are defined in Schedule 14, Part 3 of the S106 Agreement. 1. Traffic calming scheme, 2. Controlled pedestrian crossing (upgraded to puffin) on High Street, east of Grange Drive, 3. Brook Street footway/cycleway.


Safer routes to schools

STC – Please provide an update on what CBC will be spending the safer routes to schools contribution on, as when the school is built the site will still be fairly early on in development and there are concerns that safe road/footways won’t be provided around the school area at that stage.


CBC (Aimee Matthews) – This contribution was received in two parts; this is because the two developers were invoiced for 50% each.  Persimmon Homes paid theirs on 03/03/10 and George Wimpey on 23/12/09.  This is a total contribution of £104,345.72.

CBC (Ann Rowland) - With regard to the safer routes to schools contribution, the intention was either to improve routes to the old lower schools or if the school has then moved to improve the routes to the new school.


Resolved that Central Beds Council request that the developers put in a temporary vehicular route through to the new Roecroft School from the town, as there will be increased vehicle movement on the two entrances into the site and an increase in traffic on the Norton Road roundabout could be dangerous.  Those wishing to walk their children to school will not want to walk around to the new entrances through to the new school site.  Together with a temporary vehicular access to the school, there should also be safe temporary pedestrian access, preferably from the three approved pedestrian access routes.  With regard to the contribution sum, as there is no need to improve the route to the new school as this should be in the approved plans, ask Central Beds Council to clarify exactly what the £104,345.72 will be spent on.

Cycle path (from April Council meeting)

Following a request for sight of plans for the proposed cycle route:


CBC Highways (Chris Mollart-Griffin) – In Hitchin Road, at the southern end, there is a pedestrian and cycle path in the wide verge.  The cycle route then moves on to the carriageway and the road will be subject to a 20mph speed limit.  On the remainder of Hitchin Road, Brook Street and the High Street cyclists will be on the carriageway with a 20mph limit.  Other than this short section of off-road cycle route at the southern end of Hitchin Road just north of the development access there is no other off road cycle route.


There is traffic calming and enhancement of the High Street required under the planning permission for Land South of Stotfold.  The traffic calming was shown on a plan with the planning application, but we are waiting for detailed proposals for the developer’s consultants.  Both elements of the work in the High Street will be of great interest to the Town Council, and I will ensure that you get a copy of the detailed proposals for the traffic calming when we receive them.

Resolved that Chris Mollart-Griffin is chased for a copy of the plans for the cycle route, for which he has given a description.


Queen Street

Cycling and walking strategy

STC – With regard to the required use of the contribution for the purpose of providing a pedestrian crossing in Stotfold Town Centre, please confirm where CBC anticipates the planned pedestrian crossing will be as there is already one situated in the Town Centre area.  We would suggest that it might be better placed near the Queen Street junction of the High Street.


CBC (Ann Rowland) –  Although we have received some of this money we haven't yet briefed Bedfordshire highways with regard to further investigation of what is required. Therefore we are not in a position to comment upon detailed proposals. The only information that I have at this time is with regard to money received/expected and the terms of the S106.

Public transport contribution

This contribution was received by the former County Council with indexation on the 10th July 2008 for £56,338.58.


STC – Please confirm whether the contribution has been spent, and on what.  If it hasn’t yet been spent we would suggest that you might consider using some of it to improve bus services for Stotfold.


CBC (Aimee Matthews) – I have forwarded this to Jim Tombe to ask if anything has been proposed for this contribution. No response has been received from Jim Tombe to date.


Resolved that Jim Tombe is chased for a response as to what he intends on using the public transportation contribution of £56,338.58 on.

Sports pitch contribution

The original sum was £41,360 but as it was index linked, the sum of £45,498.18 is now being held by Central Bedfordshire Council.

STC – Please can you check when the five year period in which to spend the contribution sum started.


CBC (Aimee Matthews) – This has a five year spending period.  It was received on 04/12/07; therefore this is required to be spent by 04/12/12.  You will need to discuss this further with Lisa White as the spending officer for Play and Sport.
306.
INVESTIGATIONS INTO ASKING BOUNDARY COMMISSION TO INCLUDE STOTFOLD WTHIN THE HERTFORDSHIRE BOUNDARY

Further to a referral from April Council to this Committee, Members were asked to commence investigations to assist Council in considering whether to ask the Boundary Commission to include Stotfold within the Hertfordshire boundary.  A copy of the up to date letter from Stotfold resident Mr Haskell giving his views on this matter was previously circulated to Members.


Members felt that in order to assist Council in considering whether to ask the Boundary Commission to include Stotfold within the Hertfordshire boundary, it is necessary to obtain the opinions and views of the town’s residents on the matter.


Resolved that an item is included in the next available Stotfold News along the following lines: ‘It has been mooted by a member of the public that Stotfold ceases to be within the Bedfordshire county boundary, and is included within the Hertfordshire county boundary, and we need to test the public perception on the matter.  Please let us have your views by writing to the Council or by email.’


In order to assist with further investigations, comparison details need to be obtained in the meantime:




Resolved that the following details are sought:
· Domestic and non-domestic rates details from Hertfordshire to compare with Bedfordshire.

· With regard to education, ask Fernhill and The Highfield schools if they are at capacity.

· Establish what the current crime levels are within North Herts.


Mr Haskell is to be advised on the above actions being taken.

307.
ITEMS FOR INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY

There were no items for information.

There being no further relevant business the meeting was declared closed at 9.15pm

CHAIRMAN
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