BATH AND NORTH EAST SOMERSET The decisions contained within
these minutes may not be

CABINET implemented until the expiry of the
5 working day call-in period which
Wednesday, 9th November, 2011 will run from 11 to 17th November.

These minutes are draft until
confirmed as a correct record at
the next meeting.

Present:

Councillor Paul Crossley Leader of the Council

Councillor Nathan Hartley Deputy Leader of the Council and Cabinet Member for
Early Years, Children and Youth

Councillor David Bellotti Cabinet Member for Community Resources

Councillor Simon Allen Cabinet Member for Wellbeing

Councillor Tim Ball Cabinet Member for Homes and Planning

Councillor Cherry Beath Cabinet Member for Sustainable Development

Councillor David Dixon Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods

Councillor Roger Symonds Cabinet Member for Transport

85  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

The Chair was taken by Councillor Paul Crossley, Leader of the Council.
The Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting.

86 EMERGENCY EVACUATION PROCEDURE
The Chair drew attention to the evacuation procedure as set out in the Agenda.
87  APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
There were no apologies for absence.
88 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST UNDER THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972
There were none.
89 TO ANNOUNCE ANY URGENT BUSINESS AGREED BY THE CHAIR
There was none.
90 QUESTIONS FROM PUBLIC AND COUNCILLORS

There were 10 questions from the following people: Councillors Martin Veal (2),
Eleanor Jackson, Nigel Roberts (2), Patrick Anketell-Jones (2), Charles Gerrish, Rob
Appleyard; and Member of the public: Bo Novak.

[Copies of the questions and response, including supplementary questions and
responses if any, have been placed on the Minute book as Appendix 1 and are
available on the Council's website.]
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STATEMENTS, DEPUTATIONS OR PETITIONS FROM PUBLIC OR
COUNCILLORS

A number of registered speakers opted to speak at the item relevant to their
statement.

Clir Rob Appleyard made a statement relating to affordable housing. He was
pleased that the Cabinet was taking the issue seriously, because he felt it should be
the number 1 priority for the Council to address.

Clir Eleanor Jackson made a statement relating to the Railway between Radstock
and Frome [a copy of which is attached to these Minutes as Appendix 2, but not on
the Council’s website]. She felt that the long-awaited job specification was woefully
inadequate. She appealed to Cabinet to reinstate the line.

MINUTES OF PREVIOUS CABINET MEETING

On a motion from Councillor Paul Crossley, seconded by Councillor Nathan Hartley,
it was

RESOLVED that (subject to the correction of two mistyped names), the minutes of
the meeting held on Wednesday 12th October 2010 be confirmed as a correct record
and signed in due course by the Chair.

CONSIDERATION OF SINGLE MEMBER ITEMS REQUISITIONED TO CABINET
There were none.

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REFERRED BY POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND
SCRUTINY BODIES

There were none. However, the Planning, Transport and Environment Policy
Development and Scrutiny Panel had in its meeting the previous night made some
comments for Cabinet to consider in relation to the Gypsy and Travellers Sites (Item
17) and the Notes of the Panel’'s meeting would be considered at that item.

SINGLE MEMBER CABINET DECISIONS TAKEN SINCE PREVIOUS CABINET
MEETING

The Cabinet agreed to note the report.

CAPITAL PROJECT APPROVALS AND UPDATES TO THE CAPITAL
PROGRAMME

The pupils of Oldfield Park Junior School made a statement [a copy of which is
attached to these Minutes as Appendix 3 and on the Council's website] in which they
appealed to the Cabinet to approve the capital funding to purchase a playing field for
their school.

42



97

Councillor David Bellotti, in proposing the item, said that he was delighted to be able
to propose the allocation of funding to enable Oldfield Park Junior School to have its
playing field after waiting for so long. He went on to explain how important the
Hetling Spring borehole was to the local economy.

Councillor Nathan Hartley seconded the proposal. He thanked the school children for
making their statement. He explained that the school had provided £70K towards
the purchase, and £190K had been made available through the sale of the
Hayesfield playing field. A further £350K was coming from government.

Cabinet members spoke in support of both the proposed capital allocations.

On a motion from Councillor David Bellotti, seconded by Councillor Nathan Hartley, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To APPROVE the Capital Project — Oldfield Park Junior Playing Field
Compulsory Purchase Order for inclusion in the Council's 5 year Capital Programme;

(2) To APPROVE the Capital Project — Hetling Spring Borehole for inclusion in the
Council's 5 year Capital Programme.

PUBLIC REALM AND HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT SCHEME FOR HIGH
STREET/NORTHUMBERLAND PLACE: OPTIONS FOR ORANGE
GROVE/TERRACE WALK

Councillor Brian Webber in a statement commended the Cabinet for making so many
decisions in public. He welcomed the fact that Cabinet were tackling the Bath High
Street issues. He acknowledged that the Orange Grove decision would be a difficult
one, but felt that Option 3 would only be a temporary solution which would not solve
the coach parking problem.

Rob Hollingdale (Bath Taxi Association) made a statement appealing to Cabinet not
to allow coaches to tail back in Orange Grove. He said he had collected over 5000
signatures in favour of retaining the taxi rank in Orange Grove.

Paul Thomas (Bath Taxi Association) made a statement in which he explained that
allowing large numbers of people to queue at the student bus stop would result in
bad behaviour which would be out of sight of the marshals.

Derek Noble (Empire Owners Association) in a statement welcomed the
consultation. He observed that coaches, taxis and buses jostled for space at Orange
Grove. He felt that the solution would be to provide a coach park. He favoured
Option 2 in the short term, but emphasised the important role played by taxi
marshals in ensuring good behaviour.

Councillor Tim Warren welcomed the project but did not express a preferred option.
He gave credit to previous Cabinet members Charles Gerrish and Colin Darracott for
their hard work leading up to this point. He observed however that there were not
enough pedestrian crossings in the vicinity.

Adrian, a trader in Orange Grove, appealed to Cabinet to remember that the traders
were dependent on the visitors who arrived by coach.

Annette Martin, a trader in Orange Grove, felt that the traders had not been
adequately consulted over the proposals and asked to be given a copy of the
consultation procedure.
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A number of taxi drivers made statements in favour of retaining the taxi rank in
Orange Grove.

Juliet, a trader in Orange Grove, felt that Orange Grove was an ideal dropping off
point for coaches, who could then drive off to a coach park (possibly Avon Street).
The loss of footfall if coaches were banned would be critical for local traders.

Councillor Cherry Beath introduced the report. She thanked all those who had
contributed to the debate, including those who had responded to the consultation.
She felt that the public realm improvements would enhance the pedestrian
experience and that this would itself produce improved trading conditions in Orange
Grove. She responded to Councillor Warren’s comments about pedestrian crossings
by observing that there was an improved crossing place in the plans. She
acknowledged that the improvements would have to take place as a long term
programme but was determined that there should be an overarching strategy in
place.

Councillor Roger Symonds thanked Councillor Webber for his remarks. He stressed
that the High Street project must not be delayed further and reminded Cabinet that
the 3 options had been the subject of consultation since May. He explained that he
preferred Option 1, under which coaches would drop off at Terrace Walk and would
enter and exit the city via North Parade, so there would be no need for coaches to
drive round the Guildhall searching for a stopping place. He moved a proposal that
Option 1 would be the preferred option, subject to a statutory Traffic Regulation
Order advertisement and consultation, with a final decision on the TRO to be taken in
due course by Single Member decision. He explained that proposals for a possible
coach park had not yet been finalised, and he intended to make progress on this
during 2012.

Councillor Tim Ball felt that it was appalling that coaches were allowed to park
outside listed buildings and that large numbers of passengers were alighting onto
such narrow pavements. He seconded the motion.

Councillor David Dixon said that he had visited the site at different times of the day
and described the scene as chaos. He felt that moving the coaches round the corner
would not decrease the number of visitors to the city. He favoured Option 1 and felt
it was the best long term solution. He promised to consider the number of taxi ranks
in the future.

Councillor David Bellotti emphasised the need to consider the long-term aims for the
area. The intention was to pedestrianize the whole of the centre, in due course, and
the council had been slower off the mark than many other towns and cities. He was
concerned that the present situation meant that there was a real possibility of a road
traffic accident. He stressed that removing coaches from Orange Grove would only
be the first step towards full pedestrianisation in due course.

On a motion from Councillor Roger Symonds, seconded by Councillor Tim Ball, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To AGREE that the preferred option for Orange Grove/Terrace Walk (from the
three options presented in the report) is OPTION 1: Taxi rank in front of Orange
Grove (in front of shops) and 2 right-hand door tourist coach bays in terrace Walk;

(2) To NOTE that this option will subsequently be the subject of a Traffic Regulation
Order report to the Cabinet Member for Transport to be determined under the Single
Member Decision process;
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(3) To DELEGATE authority for the final development and delivery of the detailed
scheme for High Street and Northumberland Place to the Strategic Director
(Development and Major Projects), in consultation with the Cabinet Member for
Sustainable Development.

PROPOSED FOOTWAYS AND OBSTRUCTIONS POLICY - A BOARDS

Councillor Brian Webber made a statement in which he expressed regret that the
current rules about pavement displays were not being adequately enforced. He felt
that the policy could only be successful if permits were required and felt that a fee of
£100 would not be too onerous. He deplored the reduction in pavement width from
1.8m to 1.5m.

Robin Kerr made a statement on behalf of Henry Brown (Chair, Federation of Bath
Residents Associations) [a copy of which is attached to the Minutes as Appendix 4
but not on the Council's website] in which he said that A Boards had no place in a
world heritage city and pointed out that most other historic towns had banned such
advertising. He asked that Cabinet would not agree to dilute the rules; that whatever
Cabinet agreed would be rigorously enforced; and that A Boards should be banned
until 10am every morning to allow for street cleansing.

Councillor Charles Gerrish made an ad hoc statement in which he said he
recognised the thorny issues needing to be resolved. He expressed sympathy for
those who were concerned about the narrowing of pavements. He strongly
recommended a robust policy, actively enforced.

Councillor Patrick Anketell-Jones made an ad hoc statement agreeing with
Councillor Webber's comments. He highlighted the problems experienced by some
traders in side streets and felt that there should be some flexibility to allow for
particular circumstances.

Councillor David Dixon, in proposing the item, referred to the draft Leaflet for Traders
[copies of which had been placed in the public gallery before the meeting and are
attached to these Minutes as Appendix 5 and can be seen on the Council’s website].
He recognised that the proposals presented in March had caused some concern, but
said that he was determined to keep pavements as clear as possible without
preventing traders from doing business. He confirmed that the policy would be
reconsidered after 1 year.

Councillor Cherry Beath seconded the proposal and said that the proposals were
sensible.

Councillor Roger Symonds expressed his agreement with Councillor Patrick
Anketell-Jones in the matter of flexibility.

Councillor David Dixon said he would be concerned about this suggestion, because
the Council could not allow a few traders to break the rules or the whole policy would
lose credibility.

On a motion from Councillor David Dixon, seconded by Councillor Cherry Beath, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)
(1) To ADOPT the Footways Obstructions Policy — A Boards;
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(2) To ASK the Divisional Director (Environmental Services) to ensure that
promotional work is carried out to ensure that businesses are aware of their
responsibilities.

EVENTS POLICY FOR BATH & NORTH EAST SOMERSET

Councillor Charles Gerrish made an ad hoc statement reminding Cabinet that recent
tragic events on the M5 motorway showed that all well attended public events were
potentially dangerous and no policy could cover all eventualities.

Councillor David Dixon, in proposing the item, gave credit to officers who had worked
so hard to bring the policy to the stage at which it could be adopted. He was
conscious that 2012 would have a large number of events, because of the Jubilee
and the Olympics. He acknowledged Councillor Charles Gerrish’s comments and
agreed that this was a challenge, but he felt that the Council had a number of
licensing options available to it. He acknowledged that the operation of small cul de
sac events should be simplified.

Councillor Nathan Hartley seconded the proposal. He welcomed the simplification of
the rules.

Councillor Roger Symonds welcomed the fact that there would be no charge for road
closures to facilitate small community events.

On a motion from Councillor David Dixon, seconded by Councillor Nathan Hartley, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)
(1) To RATIFY the Events Policy

DELIVERING SUSTAINABLE ECONOMIC GROWTH IN BATH AND NORTH
EAST SOMERSET

In an ad hoc statement, Councillor Charles Gerrish celebrated the success of one
small local business which had recently landed a large overseas contract. He
referred to recommendation 2.4 in the report, which related to the Bristol Temple
Quarter Enterprise Zone and said that he had recently attended a meeting there at
which Bath had not been mentioned once. He encouraged Cabinet to speak up for
the area.

Councillor Cherry Beath, in proposing the item, congratulated officers for the great
deal of work which had been done to reconsider the economic strategy in the light of
so many changed circumstances. She said that the report highlighted the Council’s
key objectives and had at its heart the economic success of the whole area. She
was delighted that Bath Riverside had been designated as an Enterprise Area. The
objective was to bring forward schemes to meet the social and economic aims of the
area, particularly the high number of small businesses.

Councillor Paul Crossley in seconding the proposal stressed the importance of
ensuring lasting employment opportunities. He was pleased that the Local Economic
Partnership was well thought of in government circles. He assured Councillor
Charles Gerrish that the LEP was not Bristol-centric, and that this Council was very
involved. He was very pleased that there were 3 actions to improve secure
employment opportunities for long-term unemployed and disabled people.
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Councillor Roger Symonds referred to the table in section 5.11 of the report, which
showed that the number of unemployed 18-24 year olds in B&NES had risen by 3%
in a year. He found this alarming.

Councillor David Bellotti warmly supported the report, but expressed some concerns
that in paragraphs 5.16 and 5.18 there were references to “office development”. He
felt that, with new ways of working, office accommodation requirements were
reducing and that new office accommodation should not be built unless it could be
demonstrated that it was already pre-let.

Councillor Cherry Beath summed up by saying that the problem of youth
unemployment was being addressed although it was a national problem.

On a motion from Councillor Cherry Beath, seconded by Councillor Paul Crossley, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To AGREE that while the thrust of the Economic Strategy, launched in April 2010,
remains valid and the basis for action, strengthened actions will be required to
ensure it meets the current economic challenges faced by the District. These will
include re-invigorated actions on business support, delivering regeneration schemes
and promoting the District as a business location to promote local business and jobs
growth.

(2) To NOTE the changes in National Government Economic Policy which led to the
creation of the West of England Local Economic Partnership.

(3) To AGREE that the Council will actively engage with the West of England Local
Enterprise Partnership (LEP) in order to provide a strong voice in the sub region and
nationally.

(4) To AGREE that following the launch of the LEP and the establishment of an
Enterprise Zone at Bristol Temple Quarter and a recommendation for a series of
Enterprise Areas in the West of England, that Bath City Riverside be designated as
the B&NES Enterprise Area, as a key zone for economic growth, with the ability to
deliver 65% of the District’'s jobs growth by 2026 and therefore play a key role in
providing jobs for local people. The Enterprise Area will be resourced through
Development and Major Projects to bring forward its development opportunities.

(5) To ASK the Director for Development and Major Projects to develop a Plan to
support the Council’s Placemaking Plan and delivery of the Bath City Riverside ‘City
of Ideas’ Enterprise Area and setting out the options for financing its delivery, called
"Planning the Future, Financing the Future", and exploring options for providing
incentives to high growth business sectors; and to bring the Plan back to Cabinet in
March 2012.

(6) To AGREE that the Bath and North East Somerset Sustainable Growth Alliance
will be relaunched and re-named the Bath and North East Somerset Economic
Partnership. It will mirror the LEP structure and will focus on delivering the District’s
key developments, including the Bath Enterprise Area. lts effectiveness will be
reviewed after one year.

(7) To AGREE that in order to maximise the benefits to be gained from the New
Homes Bonus, the Council will work with its partners, including the Homes and
Communities Agency, to focus strongly on bringing forward the key housing led and
mixed use sites in the District, all in accordance with the Core Strategy.

FUTURE MANAGEMENT AND RESTORATION OF SYDNEY GARDENS, BATH
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Councillor David Dixon, in proposing the item, said that the area was very fortunate
to have such amazing open spaces. Although Sydney Gardens had been neglected
over the years, there was now an opportunity to bid for finance from the Heritage
Lottery Fund to restore the gardens. The plan was to return Sydney Gardens to
what was originally intended.

Councillor Roger Symonds seconded the proposal and said that Sydney Gardens
was a wonderful place which he remembered from its heyday. He was delighted that
it would be restored. He asked for an assurance that the restoration would not be
spoiled by the presence of the railway.

Councillor David Dixon readily assured Councillor Symonds of this.

On a motion from Councillor David Dixon, seconded by Councillor Roger Symonds, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)
(1) To AUTHORISE officers to progress work on:

* The feasibility and development work to make a Round 1 application to the
Heritage Lottery Fund, under the Parks for People programme, for
development funding for the restoration of Sydney Gardens;

* Examining potential alternative future governance arrangements for the
management of Sydney Gardens.

WEST OF ENGLAND GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE FRAMEWORK

In an ad hoc statement, Councillor John Bull expressed regret that the recent
Planning and Housing Board of the West of England Partnership had not been
quorate. He welcomed the proposals.

Councillor Brian Webber asked whether Park and Ride sites could be included in the
proposals, because the verges could easily become nature reserves.

Councillor David Dixon, in proposing the item, responded to Councillor Webber by
observing that because a small space, left alone, would look nice, this would not
make it a suitable nature reserve. He emphasised the importance of getting signup
to the Framework from all the west authorities, because the issues did not stop at
council boundaries.

Councillor Tim Ball seconded the proposal.
On a motion from Councillor David Dixon, seconded by Councillor Tim Ball, it was
RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To APPROVE the West of England Strategic Green Infrastructure Framework as
an evidence base that will inform the Council’'s Local Development Framework and in
particular the emerging Green Infrastructure Strategy for the area

GYPSY & TRAVELLER SITES PLAN: ISSUES CONSULTATION AND "CALL
FOR SITES'

Peter Duppa-Miller (Secretary to the Local Councils Association in North East
Somerset) made an ad hoc statement urging that the Town Councils, Parish
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Councils and Parish Meetings should be consulted fully about this issue. He also
asked that information about mobile library provision should be made available.

Councillor Tim Ball, in proposing the item, drew attention to the Notes from the
Planning, Transportation and Environment Policy Development and Scrutiny Panel
[copies of which had been placed in the public gallery before the meeting and are
attached to these Minutes as appendix 6 and can be seen on the Council’s website].
He pointed out that consultations had already taken place at the Parishes Liaison
Committee, the Local Development Strategy Group, the Policy Development and
Scrutiny Panel and the Development Control Committee. He assured Peter Duppa-
Miller that parishes would be consulted, as part of his proposal for a formal
consultation period, from 21st November to 6" January and that mobile library
provision would be considered as part of the consultation.

Councillor Simon Allen seconded the proposal and said that he was very pleased
that this proposal had come forward, after such a long wait. He emphasised the
need to consult widely.

Councillor Cherry Beath expressed support and agreed with Councillor Allen. She
recognised that this would be a difficult issue to resolve but was pleased that a
resolution might at last be found.

Councillor Roger Symonds expressed his support for the proposal.
On a motion from Councillor Tim Ball, seconded by Councillor Simon Allen, it was
RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To APPROVE the Issues Paper (incorporating a Call for Sites) for public
consultation; and

(2) To AGREE that the public consultation is undertaken over an extended period of
8 weeks, to run from late November 2011.

IMPROVING ACCESS TO SUPERFAST BROADBAND IN B&NES - THE
BROADBAND DELIVERY UK OPTION

James Weeks made a statement [a copy of which is attached to the Minutes as
Appendix 7 and on the Council's website] in which he appealed to Cabinet to fund a
superfast broadband project in the area.

Councillor John Bull made an ad hoc statement emphasising the danger that the
authority would be left behind by neighbouring authorities. He pointed out that large
numbers of small businesses, who work from home, would depend increasingly on
superfast broadband provision. He asked Cabinet to consider what they would do
for those in the area who were not trained or could not afford to pay for broadband.

Councillor Neil Butters made an ad hoc statement in favour of spending a modest
amount on a feasibility study.

Peter Duppa-Miller made an ad hoc statement strongly supportive of an urgent start
on the proposed project.

Councillor Patrick Anketell-Jones in an ad hoc statement observed that without the
proposed investment, the area would achieve only 65% coverage. He felt that the
funds would be well spent and would improve the rural economy.
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David Banfield (Claverton Parish Council) in an ad hoc statement appealed to
Cabinet to invest in the broadband infrastructure, and emphasised the importance of
homeworking to the local economy.

Councillor Cherry Beath introduced the item by pointing out that government was
not, in fact, offering match funding - the Council would have to invest £1.2M to get
£670K of government funds; nationally, there had been only 5% take up of superfast
broadband; BT had said they would roll out superfast broadband by 2014; and there
was no guarantee that any Council investment would become operational before it
was overtaken by private provision. Councillor Beath referred to her amended
proposals (displayed on the screen), which she explained were not the same as
those which had been recommended in the report.

Councillor David Bellotti seconded the proposal. He felt that even if Cabinet were to
agree the investment, pockets of the community amounting to 10-15% would still be
left out. The Council could not continue to borrow, even for good causes. He felt
that the preconditions laid down by government for the funding had made it
unattractive to Bath and NE Somerset.

Councillor Bellotti explained that the report being proposed would answer questions
which had not been fully addressed in the existing report.

Councillor David Dixon said that the figures did not appear to be advantageous to the
Council. He observed that not many businesses actually needed superfast speeds,
and in any case the price of satellite packages was already falling.

Councillor Nathan Hartley recognised that everyone would like to have superfast
broadband, but the cost would be over £1M and he felt that it was important to
concentrate funds on front line services.

Councillor Simon Allen said that, with the technology moving ahead so quickly, any
large investment in existing technology would not be well spent.

Councillor Cherry Beath, summing up, reassured the speakers that the Cabinet
wanted to address inequality; and that the study would identify how and where this
should be done.

On a motion from Councillor Cherry Beath, seconded by Councillor David Bellotti, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)
(1) To NOTE:

e That there are many advantages to the local economy and to individuals to bring
Broadband to as many residents and businesses as possible. The private sector
will bring superfast broadband to 56% of our residents by 2015.

e That the Government is offering funds to support the development of superfast
broadband of £670K. The Council would need to contribute £1.045M, making a
Government Grant of 39%.

e That the project would bring superfast broadband to around 29% to 34% of
premises and dwellings, but a significant number of those dwellings do not have
Computers, so the number benefitting is likely to be much less.

e That the current national take up of Superfast broadband from those to whom it is
enabled is only around 5%. For some of our residents with computers and
internet access, superfast speed may not be a concern.
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e That 10% to 15% of premises in our area would still not be reached and therefore
not benefit from the expenditure.

e That the Council cost of £1.045M would add to our borrowing and to our revenue
costs (around £50,000 per annum) in future years to support the borrowing.

(2) NOT to prepare a joint plan with Bristol and South Glos under the terms of the
Government Broadband UK offer;

(3) To ALLOCATE £25,000 of funding from Development and Regeneration
reserves, with a brief to be agreed by Cabinet, to identify how internet access can be
brought to as many of our residents as possible. This would include investigating the
development of Community opportunities in our villages and rural areas.

TREASURY MANAGEMENT MONITORING REPORT TO 30TH SEPTEMBER
2011

Councillor David Bellotti, introducing the item, said that the risk to the Council had
been minimised and that the Council's investments had been made as safe as
possible. He moved that Cabinet note the report.

Councillor Paul Crossley seconded the proposal.

On a motion from Councillor David Bellotti, seconded by Councillor Paul Crossley, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To NOTE the Treasury Management Report to 30th September 2011, prepared in
accordance with the CIPFA Treasury Code of Practice;

(2) To NOTE the Treasury Management Indicators to 30th September 2011;

(3) To NOTE that the Treasury Management Report and its appendices have been
referred to November Council.

REVENUE AND CAPITAL BUDGET MONITORING, CASH LIMITS AND
VIREMENTS - APRIL 2011 TO SEPTEMBER 2011

Councillor David Bellotti moved the recommendations in the report.
Councillor Paul Crossley seconded the proposal.

Councillor David Dixon congratulated the officers in his portfolio area for having
achieved a £402K underspend.

On a motion from Councillor David Bellotti, seconded by Councillor Paul Crossley, it
was

RESOLVED (unanimously)

(1) To ASK Strategic Directors to continue to work towards managing within budget
in the current year for their respective service areas, and to manage below budget
where possible by not committing unnecessary expenditure, through tight budgetary
control;

(2) To NOTE the revenue budget position as shown in the report;
(3) To NOTE the capital expenditure position in the financial year to the end of
September and the year-end projections detailed in the report;
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(4) To AGREE the revenue virements listed for approval in the report;
(5) To NOTE the changes in the capital programme listed in the report.

The meeting ended at 9.45 pm

Chair

Date Confirmed and Signed

Prepared by Democratic Services
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