MEETING HELD ON WEDNESDAY 18th NOVEMBER 2009

Present: Councillors Smith (Chairman), Bryant, Dangerfield, Jan Garfield, Jon Garfield, and Webb .

In Attendance: Councillor Mike Deacon
323.
APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors A Goodwin, Ninnmey, Savage, Sennington and Stokell.
324.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillors Bryant, Jan Garfield and Smith declared a personal interest in items 325, 326, 327, 328, 332 and 333 as members of Suffolk Coastal District Council.

Councillor Webb declared a prejudicial interest in item 333 as a trader in Felixstowe.

Councillor Dangerfield declared a personnel interest in item 330 as a supporter of  Trimley Station.

325.
MINUTES OF 4th NOVEMBER 2009
The minutes of the meeting held on 4th November, 2009 previously circulated to members were approved as a true record and the Chairman was authorised to sign them.

326.
SCHEDULE FOR PERIOD ENDING 5th NOVEMBER 2009
C09/1681 – Erection of one & a half storey side extension (existing flat roofed element to be demolished) at The Priory, 2 Cliff Road, Felixstowe.

Recommend approval.

C09/1682 – Erection of one & a half storey side extension (existing flat roofed element to be demolished) at The Priory, 2 Cliff Road, Felixstowe.


Recommend approval.

327.
SCHEDULE FOR PERIOD ENDING 12TH NOVEMBER 2009
C09/1718 – Erection of new dwelling associated double garage and construction of new vehicular access (revised scheme) at Part side garden of Marcus Lodge, Marcus Road, Felixstowe. 

We retain our view that the subdivision of this garden is inappropriate to the existing house and surrounding area.  However, in view of the existing permission we have no alternative but to recommend approval.
328.
BT PROPOSALS FOR PUBLIC KIOSKS
Further to minute reference 296 Members noted correspondence from the Conservation Officer, Suffolk Coastal District Council and from BT.

The Conservation Officer explained that BT had advised that it would not remove any red kiosks that were not chosen for adoption at this stage but would continue to monitor their use and costs of provision of all public call boxes and their associated services and might consult for this purpose in the future.

The correspondence from BT, in response to the Town Council’s request for the relocation of the kiosk at Adastral Close, stated that the kiosk could not be relocated as the cost would be prohibitive.  In addition, a red kiosk was prone to hair line cracks on removal from the ground and was also very heavy.  

329.
DITCH MAINTENANCE WEST OF TRINITY AVENUE

Further to reference 297 Members noted a letter from Anglian Water.  The letter stated that Anglian Water was sorry to hear of the poor condition of the culvert alongside the BP garage on Trinity Avenue.  The sewage records showed that Anglian Water was responsible for the maintenance of the surface water culvert.  A funding application had been submitted to address the maintenance of the culvert. 

330.
TRIMLEY STATION SUPPORT

Members noted correspondence from the Felixstowe Futures Team concerning the future of Trimley Station.  The Correspondence asks whether the Town Council would be prepared to send a letter to Network Rail in support of retaining the Station building.

Members discussed this issue.  Members expressed full support for the retention of the Station building and the Clerk was asked to write to Network Rail on behalf of the Town Council.  
331.
INVITATION TO JOIN A NEW NETWORK OF HERITAGE CITIES
Members considered correspondence from the Felixstowe Futures Team concerning the possibility of joining a network of heritage cities based on Norwich and Ghent as part of an inter-regional EU initiative.

Members discussed this proposal and agreed that Felixstowe should express an interest in this initiative provided it was at no cost.  
332.
UNTIDY SITE 2007/4

 Members noted further information concerning this site and the Clerk was asked to clarify the current position with Suffolk Coastal District Council.
333.
THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (ENGLAND AND WALES) REGULATIONS 1999 – LAND NORTH OF HIGH ROAD, WALTON


Following his declaration of a prejudicial interest Councillor Webb left the meeting at this point.


Members considered a letter from the Principal Planner – Policy at Suffolk Coastal District Council informing the Town Council that Suffolk Coastal District Council had received notice that Trinity College intended to submit a Planning Application (s)  for development at the above location.  The draft proposal included a number of elements:

· Retail superstore;

· Residential development;

· Hotel with seperate public house;

· Private medical facility;

· Small B1 business units;

· Waste/energy centre; and

· New link road through the site joining High Street with Candlet Road.  

The letter explained that the application needed to be accompanied by an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA).  The letter invited the Town Council to suggest issues which could be included within the Environmental Statement.  The letter emphasised that comments on the merits or otherwise of the proposals were not relevant to this part of the process but could be made later should a Planning Application be received.  The letter enclosed the applicant’s submission identifying the site and the proposals.  


The Technical Adviser gave a full presentation of the documents accompanying the letter from Suffolk Coastal District Council and the Members thanked her for her presentation.  Members then discussed what issues should be highlighted by the Town Council and the Clerk was asked to respond to Suffolk Coastal District Council on the following points:


Members agreed that all the issues highlighted and listed in the letter from Alsop Verrill should be covered in the EIA.  In particular the Town Council would wish to see detailed attention given to the following points:

1. RETAIL

· The effect of the proposed supermarket on Walton High Street.
· The effect of the proposed supermarket on Felixstowe Town Centre including the protection of the existing Tesco Metro Store.
· Seperate studies on the effect of the proposals on shopping for (a) convenience goods and (b) comparison goods.
· The effect of the proposed supermarket on the shopping patterns of Port and Port related employees, particularly during lunch breaks but also at other times,  in relation to shopping in the Town Centre. 
· Any telephone survey (see page 16 of the Alsop Verrill letter) must be robust and representative and include all demographics.
· Significant sums in mitigation could be required because of the signficant threat to Walton High Street and the Town Centre.  Routes for delivery of mitigation sums should be explored, including via the Town Council.
2. ECOLOGY   

· The effect on the signifcant and, in some cases, threatened bird species currently on site.

3. TRANSPORT
· The specific effects of the traffic flows generated by the Supermarket in contrast to other traffic flows generated by the site.  
· There are existing traffic issues which the development of this site would provide an opportunity to address.  These are much wider issues than those of the site itself and include all traffic flows into an out of Felixstowe and also through Walton and Felixstowe.  These could include consideration of, for example, a flyover from the A14 to the site to remove the conflict between outbound Felixstowe town traffic and inbound Dock traffic.   
· The inter-relationship with the Building Schools for the Future proposals.

4. WASTE ENERGY ISSUES
· The opportunity provided by the waste energy centre in maximising energy efficiency for the site.

5. RESIDENTIAL AMENITY INCLUDING AIR QUALITY AND NOISE


· The effect on the living conditions of housing adjacent to major roads.  The siting of residential development as drafted exacerbates this issue.
· The potential negative effects of siting non residential uses adjacent to existing housing. 
· In view of the sensitivity of providing additional housing land in and around Felixstowe the use of part of this site for other than residential development would have signficant knock on effects on land elsewhere and this must be considered by  the EIA.
· Air quality and noise issues are exacerbated by the chosen layout on the site and receive inadequant coverage in the papers presented so far. 

6. FELIXSTOWE RIFLE CLUB

· The sporting facility represented by The Rifle Club, particularly for disadvantaged people, is a crucial facility in the town and the planning system must require a replacement to be offered and fully funded and to be completed prior to the existing facility ceasing to exist.    
7. SEWERAGE

· The impact of the proposed development on the sewage network requires full investigation.  On a number of occasions in recent years the main sewer in Walton High Street has needed significant work and the future of the sewer must be investigated and secured.
8. MEDICAL FACILITY

· Both the Alsop Verrill letter and accompanying plan refer to a “Health Centre”. However, there is no further information of any sort concerning the need for and role of the Centre, including whether it is envisaged as NHS or private and all implications of the facility need thorough investigation. Any proposal must be fully researched as to its relationship with all existing health facilities in the Town.  The Town Council’s strong view would be that an edge of town location would be inappropriate for the relocation of the Central Surgery.
· If a private facility were envisaged the Town Council would regret the allocation of scarce land for that purpose.   

The letter should refer to an inconsistancy between the Table on page 3 of the Alsop Verrill letter which refered to three B1 units and the accompanying map which showed three B2 units.  

The letter should conclude with the following paragraph:
“In view of the widespread possible effects on the whole planning process and the wider environment of Felixstowe, Walton and Trimley of any development on this land at this time, and in particular the mix of uses, ahead of the completion of the LDF process, we are strongly of the view that this development is inappropriate at this time.  Therefore all such effects on the whole of the Felixstowe Walton and Trimley area and its long term planning must be fully accounted for and could render the proposals non viable at this time. “
