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Angmering Parish Council
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF ANGMERING PARISH COUNCIL
HELD IN THE KING SULITE OF THE ANGMERING VILLAGE HALL

Present: Councillors Paul Bicknell; Bill Evans; Susa

In Rob Martin, Parish Clerk; Pa
Attendance: Councillor Deborah cillor Andy Cooper; 3
from the Littlehampton

Gazetie.

16/126

16/127

. APPROVAL*
“HELD ON 10 OCTOBER 2016
: ' Parish Council Meeting held on 10 October 2016 were
ct record and signed by the Chairman,

16/128

16/129

The Clerk referred to the updated action list previously circulated to
members of the Coundil.

The Clerk noted that, in addition to the matters outlined on the action list,
he had had a meeting with representatives of the Angmering Medical
Centre, concerning Section 106 monies from the Roundstone Lane
developments which had been earmarked for healthcare provision. It had
become apparent that neither the Medical Centre nor its overseeing NHS
body had been made aware of the existence of the funds prior to that
meetings,; happily, they had now made contact with the relevant officers
at Arun District Council.

16/130 CHAIRMAN'S REPORT
The Chairman referred to her report, circulated prior to the meeting, and
reproduced below:

Action




16/131

“Well, winter has certainly arrived since the last Parish Council meeting
and it is reportedly going to be a cold one. There are definitely a lot of
berries on the holly bushes this year so at the very least we all need to
ensure we are ready for a hard winter. I hope the leaflet delivered with
the Parish Council Newsletter recently helps.

*I would like to take the opportunity to thank everyone that helped deliver
the newsletters again this time, your help is invaluable.

“Twinning Association

I attended the Twinning Association Committee meeting on 25 October.
As this was the first one after the visit from the French a review was
undertaken of the success of the weekend, letters of thanks have been

There is currently only a short waiting:,
interested I am sure they. will be very

“Littlehampton_Child C
On Tuesday 8" Novembe

. Attached should be
ted in using or recommending this

anked those who had heen able to attend the
y commemorations held on 13 November, There was
Ut how this would be organised next year {particularly
anding of the Royal British Legion Women’s Sections)
and thought needed to be given to the commemorations of the centenary
of the Armistice in 2018.

The Chairman noted that she had, as indicated, attended the Cricket Club
AGM on 13 November. The club was carrying on as it currently stood, until
such time as the future of the Palmer Road facilities became clearer.

The Chairman adjourned the meeting for public consultation.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION
The members of the public present had no questions.

The meeting reconvened.
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REPORT FROM THE WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCILLOR

County Councillor Urquhart referred to recent news coverage regarding
the Meals On Wheels service, which had been incorrectly described as
having ceased in West Sussex; this was untrue and a correction and
apology had been broadcast earlier in the day.

County Councillor Urguhart advised that WSCC's budget preparation for
next year was [h progress; the impact of the Chancellor's Autumn
Statement on 23 November was awaited. WSCC already had a shortfall to
contend with due to reduction In central Government grant funding.

County Councillor Urguhart noted that there was still some Operation
Watershed money available. Bids needed to be submitted as soon as
possible — the scheme was due to finish on 31 h 2017 and it was
unlikely that there would be any further rounds ing after that.

County Councillor Urquhart confirmed tha Sussex Life 2017-
2019 report was now available on the
what is going on in the County was

proportion of young professional fa

zhave commenced already, but the
( eeting. It was not acceptable for
ut in place if works were not able to be

ted that there were two pieces of work being
take ation — sewer connections for the Cresswell Park
developrent, nodelling of the roundabout.

County Counet rquhart noted that all this was down to the developers
- they were requwed to book the road out for a period. This would be a
matter best raised with them at the next meeting of the Angmering
Advisory Group on 23 November 2016,

REPORTS FROM THE ARUN DISTRICT COUNCILLORS

District Councillor Wensley had presented his apologies for the meeting.
District Councillor Cooper advised that the main thing to report was the
Arun 2020 Vision, and the cost savings programme being carried out as
part of that. There had been a management restructure and a number of
redundancies had resulted. In addition, Deputy Chief Executive Nigel
Croad was due to retire in January and would not be replaced.

Councillor Mountain noted that the Parish needed a litHhe more meat on
the bones of the merger of ADC and Chichester DC services. It was
apparent that people in Chichester District seemed to know a great deal
more about this than people locally. What was the likely impact for
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Angmering?

District Councillor Cooper noted that discussions about shared services
were continuing. There was no further detail available at present and nor
would there be until the negotiations were complete.

Councillor Mountain asked whether Councillors were involved with the
process.

District Councilior Cooper confirmed that ADC's Cabinet were aware and
information would filter down from them to the District Councillors. The
negotiations had been led by officers, but the District Council would have
to resolve to approve the finished product.

County Councillor Urquhart noted that, in fairn
things was the responsibility of officers.

e operational side of

The Clerk noted that ADC officers would h -vew een tasked with finding the
savings.

District Councillor Cooper confirmé
cuts imposed by central Governmeri
District level.

Councillor Thompson a

Sports Hub atvPaImer Road; the land earmarked for playing pitches might
now be put forward for housing as a result of this decision. It was difficult
to avoid the concfusion that ADC had shot themselves in the foot.

The Deputy Clerk confirmed that he had asked for a copy of Counsel’s
opinion as supplied to the Development Control Committee. Two different
answers had been received: the first, from Karl Roberts, ADC Director of
Planning, was that a ‘public’ versicn of the opinion was in preparation; the
second, from Delwyn Jones, ADC Planning Solicitor, was that the opinion
was not disclosable even if referred to in passing at the Committee's
meeting.

The Deputy Clerk noted that if a ‘public’ version of the opinion was indeed
in preparation, there was obviously now way of knowing how and to what
extent it might differ from the version seen by the Development Control
Committee. With regard to the Planning Solicitor’'s comments regarding
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disclosure of the opinlon, as the planning officers had read out passages
from the opinion verbatim and at some length, this went some way
beyond reference in passing and might well be construed as waiver of any
legal privilege enjoyed by ADC.

The Deputy Clerk noted that it was not possible for the Parish Council to
refer the matter to the Local Government Ombudsman, as it was not
permitted to do so in law, but the Parish Council could assist other
affected members of the community in bringing their own complaint. The
Parish Council had the option of seeking judicial review of the ADC
decision, but that would have a significant cost implication.

It was noted that the Parish Council needed to consider what It wanted as
an end result of any process upon which it embark he consistent point

g that the Neighbourhood Plan,
once ‘made’ by ADC, would form pal an. This was

at some variance with the position

them inconvenient.

Councillor Mountain not

~sight of €atinsel's opinion at the
meeting; indeed, 6 of the 14
id voiced complaints about not

ng application. The was no doubt whatsoever that anyone
asking a lawyer a specific question in a specific way would get the
answer they wanted, and ADC had clearly done exactly that; they
had specifically and deliberately targeted 2 policies in the
Angmering Neighbourhood Plan.

. Paragraphs 8 and 9 of Counsel’s opinion, as read out, said that the
words of the Yapton Neighbourhood Plan and the Angmering
Neighbourhood Plan were different, and that the Yapton decision
was wrong; there was, in Counsel’s estimation, a 50:50 chance that
the decision of the Secretary of State with regard to the Yapton
matter would be overturned on appeal.

» The Yapton Neighbourhood Plan had included a sentence saying
that if the Arun Local Plan needed more houses, then the Yapton
Meighbourhood Plan would be adjusted accordingly. The Angmering
Neighbourheood Plan did not use those words; it did not need to, as
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provision for future requirements was made elsewhere in the Plan
itself.

. Donna Meles and ADC had told the Steering Group and the Parish
Council categorically that all the Parishes and Towns in Arun, where
Neighbourhood Plans were being put together, needed to keep in
mind that once the Arun Local Plan was made, if there was
something in a made Neighbourhood Plan that did not match, the
parish or town concerned would have to revise its Neighbourhood
Plan accordingly.

. As every Town and Parish Council was told this, by definition it
could not be ignored; everyone concerned with the preparation of
the Angmering Neighbourhood Plan knew it had to happen.
Angmering’s Neighbourhood Plan was 5" going to have to
change in the future. ADC's Counsel w have been told this.

. The officer’s repeort for the Co
Neighbourhood Plan Policies
the Plan appendices which idg

incorrectly on
he detail of
, ectares and
rea boundary. The a
on. driving the application

planning, and th
the meeting was
of appalling. The clee
was that they were

0 had been set up to drive this application through
hatever was needed to make that happen.

. The Chair of the Committee had been seated on a raised platform
and was reading what appeared to be a prepared script from
papers on her desk; it was difficult to avoid the conclusion that this
was predetermination of the application, which was certainly
malpractice if not actually unlawful.

Councillor Mountain noted that that this placed Angmering's three District
Councillors in a difficult position. A meeting needed to be arranged in very
early course with our three District Coundillors, the Clerk, the Director of
Planning and the Arun Chief Executive in order to try and remedy this
situation before seeking legal advice with a view to possible action.
Pressure needed to come from our District Councillors.

Councillor Mountain noted that the Development Control Committee had
decided, on the basis of a possibly 50:50 opinion, that the Angmering
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Neighbourhood Plan was now out of date and not effective at all with
regard to the built-up area boundary. That was fundamentally
unacceptable.

It was notable frorn Hansard records of Parliamentary debates from 10
October 2016 that the Secretary of State for Communities and Local
Government, Sajid Javid, had explicitly stated that local planning
authorities did not have the right to overrule made Neighbourhood Plans.
[Hansard 10 October 2016, Volume 615, Columin 80,

Councillor Mountain noted that the governance of the Committee’s
meeting needed to be referred to ADC's own Governance Committee for
further action.

Councillor Oldfield noted that he had attende
had considerable experience of local governmé
which the meeting had been run was quite,

eeting as well. He
tters and the way in

The Clerk noted that the only thing
look at the material documents. Th
was the Angmering Neighbourho

ommittee neei
one relevant t

to protect the Iand Housebuike G 15ly. been working on
housing " -

ring’s made Neighbourhood Plan,
ught as a matter of priority.

il take all necessary steps to ensure
unanimously AGREED.

complaint about the governance of the Committee’s meeting.

The Clerk noted that there was a period of 6 weeks from the receipt of the
decision notice to take action in respect of the decision..

District Councillor Cooper noted that he was happy to attend any meetings
the Parish Council sought to arrange with ADC officers, although it would
ba for the Parish Council to take the lead in arranging them.

Councillor Marsh noted fo general agreement that the two issues of the
planning decision itself, and the governance of the meeting at which the
decision had been made, needed o be dealt with separately.

The Clerk noted that this was the thin end of the wedge with regard to
Neighbourhaod Plans. Angmering had been one of the earliest to have a
Plan made and its Plan was one of the best supported with 97% in favour
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16/135

i6/136

16/137

16/138

at referendum.

Councillor Bicknell noted that ADC was very proud to have been at the
forefront of Neighbourhcod Planning. The Development Control
Committee’s decision had thrown everything into jeopardy, however,

Ms Jerram expressed thanks on behalf of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering
Group for the Parish Council’s actions in supporting the Plan.

COMMITTEES FOR COUNCILLOR DAVID MARSH

Councillor Marsh noted that he had now had an opportunity to attend
meetings of all three of the Parish Council’s standing Committees. He
wished to join the Housing, Transport & Planning Committee and the

Councillors Qldfield and Phelen, as Ch of the respective
Committees, confirmed that they were in a

GOVERNANCE & OVERSIGHT CO
Councillor Lee Hamilton-Street, as €

he Parish Council.
030 referred.

in addition to their freque
Governance & Oversight Cor

The total cas replacement flooring would amount to £4,050, and a
contribution @ Y, or £2,025, was requested from the Parish Council.
Under the terms of the lease granted to the Community Centre
Association, flooring was in fact the responsibility of the Parish Council as
landlord; this was a case where the Management Committee was looking
to work with the Parish Council on the matter improvement works.

On a proposal by Councillor Mountain, seconded by Councillor Bicknell:
That the Parish Council make a contribution to the cost of the works in the
requested sum of £2,025 — unanimously AGREED,

COMMUNITY CENTRE CAR PARK LANDSCAPING

The Chairman referred to the recommendation submitted by the
Communities, Leisure, Environment & Wellbeing Committee to undertake
landscaping work at a cost of £2,215 on the western perimeter of the
Community Centre car park. Councillors were reminded that these works
were required in order to discharge conditions attached to the planning
permission for the car park extension.

8
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16/140

16/141

Following brief discussion it was noted that the position concerning a
guarantee for the works needed to be verified before the works were
commenced.

On a proposal by Councillor Phelon, seconded by Councillor Evans: That
the works be carried out as per the recommendation before the Parish
Council - unanimously AGREED.

DISPENSATION FOR CONSIDERATION OF BUDGET

The Chairman noted that dispensation applications had been received
from, and dispensation would therefore be granted to, all Councillors, to
allow them to take part in the discussions and decisicns in relation to the
setting of the budget and precept for the period of this council, as per the
attached paper.

RESERVE POLICY

The Chairman noted that the Parish Coun ng asked to consider

benefits from the work w
asset register.

n question), At present, authorities with a Band D
ge in excess of £77 per annum and an annual
wcess of £500,000 fell into this category; Angmering
thin the first criterion. Extension of these principles
act on what the Parish Council would be able to fund in

the future.

Matters proceeded to a vote, as follows:

1) On a proposal by Councillor Lee Hamilton-Street, seconded by
Councillor Thompson: That the principles set out in Councillor
Thompson's report be agreed and adopted - unanimously
AGREED.

2) On a proposal by Councillor Lee Hamilton-Street, seconded by
Councillor Oldfield: That the recommendation in the report to
delegate spending powers for the repairs and renewals reserve to
the Communities, Leisure, Environment & Wellbeing Committee
be accepted — unanimously AGREED.

2017/2018 BUDGET & PRECEPT
The Chairman noted that the Parish Council was being asked to consider
the attached reports and analysis, and decide on the budget and precept

9
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for 2017/2018. Events had rather overtaken this process, however, as the Office/GOC
decisions to be made about the budget would hinge upon what the Parish

Council decided to do about the situation with ADC Development Control.

An idea of cost was needed for that first.

Councillor Nikki Hamilton-Street noted that there was a need to consider
other funding streams available for play area refurbishment.

In view of the foregoing it was unanimously AGREED that consideration
of the 2017/2018 budget and precept be deferred until the Parish
Council’s December meeting.

i6/142 COMMUNITY GRANT APPLICATIONS

The Chairman noted that a grant application had
Angmering Village Hall Management Committ
radiator covers amounting to £750. These
feature to prevent burns - the Angm

sreceived from the
grant to provide
equired as a safety
age preschool was

On a proposal by Counciflg
That the grant be approved
favour, wi i

16/143

JEAAC H&T; Twmnmg
Hall Committees &

16/144

An opportunity to ask questions resulting from the already circulated
minutes of the meetings of the following Committees:-
a) The Housing, Transport & Planning Committee meetings
held on 11t October and 1% November 2016,
h) The Community, Leisure, Environment and Well-Being
Committee held on 26 October 2016.

There were no questions.

16/145 2016/2017 FINANCIAL REPORT
There were no questions.

16/146 TO CONSIDER ANY URGENT MATTERS, FOR INFORMATION ONLY,
ARISING SINCE THE PREPARATION OF THIS AGENDA
None.
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16/147 DATE OF NEXT MEETING
The next scheduled Meeting of the Parish Council was on Monday 12
December 2016, at 7.30pm in the Village Hall.

The meeting finished at 21:25.

........................................................................ Date.
Chairman
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AGENDA ITEM 10

REPORT TO COUNCIL

Date: 12 December 2016

Prepared by: Rob Martin

Subject: ADC HELAA
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL'S HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT LAND AVAILABILITY ASSESSMENT
(HELAA)
Background

1. The HELAAis an important part of the process for putting the Local Plan together, as it is the

3.

precursor to deciding which areas of land can be developed, giving the suitability and
availability. That is the theory anyway.

The original analysis was carried out in early summer 2016 and the parish council responded
to correct a great number of errors that it contained. The revised version has been released
and it will have been considered at the Local Development Plan Sub-Committee (LDPSC) at
Arun District Council by the time of this meeting.

The current map of potential building fand that is being considered is on-line and interactive,
but a screen dump and explanatory notes are attached to this report.

On Tuesday 29 November 2016 the Clerk and Deputy Clerk attended a meeting for Parish
Clerks to update on the progress of the Local Plan preparation. The main points that came
from this meeting are as follows:-

¢ The Parish Clerks’ briefing was a 90-minute exhibition of self-contradiction on the
part of ADC,

s Neil Crowther was at considerable pains to emphasise that Neighbourhood Plans
remain part of the Development Plan, despite a completely opposite position having
been adopted, on spurious reasoning, by DCC at its last two meetings.

» [t isapparent that ADC still has no clear idea of how it is going to meet its housing
land supply requirement. Officers appear to be getting muddled in their thinking
between imposition of strategic sites in particular localities, and use of HELAA.
Previously we had been told that HELAA was in addition to the strategic site
identification.

e HELAA is being put forward as a part of the evidence base, and explicitly not as a
policy document, but Arun Councillors are being encouraged to vote on it, and will
almaost certainly view it, as an expression of policy.

® The stated wish is for Parishes and Towns to take the lead in bringing sites forward,
when all evidence points to the process being driven to a large extent by the
objectives of developers.

e ADC officers could not give clear (and in some cases not even comprehensible)
answers on any quastions to do with Neighbourhood Plans and what (if anything)
ought to be done in terms of updating these to reflect changing OAN reguirements.




AGENDA ITEM 10

Land Supply

5. The current position for ADC is desperate in that it has fallen so far behind the land supply
needed that the developers have been in the driving seat for determining where housing is
built, not just in Angmering but district-wide.

6. The current Objectively Assessed Need (OAN) that ADC appear to be working with is 919
homes per annum, but this will have to be increased to accommodate the 5-year [and supply
(currently only 2.15 years are in hand} and increased again because ADC have a record of
under-supply over a long time. This means that, together with an apparent need to comply
with the Duty to Co-operate with adjoining planning authorities, the potential overall
number will have to be in excess of 1,000 per annum.

Conclusions

7. The impact of the HELAA sites on the parish will no doubt be significant and councillors are
asked how they wanted to consider this.

Rob Martin,

5 December 2016
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Housing & Economic Land Availability Assessments (HELAA) - Viewing Notes

You should read the related Reporst as well as these user guidance notes.

The Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment was last reviewed and published in May 2012.
The last main Ecanomic Land Availability Assessment was carried out in December 2010. The data in
hoth these assessments were combined in December 2014 and the planning permission
commitments (up to 31% March 2015} were added to form the Housing & Economic Land Availability
Assessment (HELAA for short). This HELAA was then published on the website in an excel format but
unfortunately this version did not contain location plans and duplication existed.

In order to start re-assessing the HELAA, the base data needed to be pulled together in an electronic
database with location plans added. The version presented here is the result of a complete review
undertaken over the summer of 2016. It incorporates all the new submissions and updates to
existing sites received since 2014 and over the consultation period in summer 2016. All sites
completely built out have been removed and the latest residential commitments from West Sussex
County Council (up to 31% March 2016} have been added. The Economic assessment data for 2016
was not received in time to update the HELAA November 2016 but it does contain the data up until
315 March 2015.

There are now a number of ways of viewing the HELAA, the suggested method is via the new
interactive map.

Interactive Map

Some new GIS software has now enabled us to very quickly map the location polygons of all the sites
and broad locations in the HELAA.

Pl R
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When you first open the map it shows you the whole of the Arun District Area and all the coloured
Polygon sites matching each relevant reference in the HELAA {see example above). The polygon
sites are colour coded to match their status in the HELAA.
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Please note that South Downs National Park Authority (SDNP} will have their own data so we do not
have any sites showing within the Park area. {In the Choose map layers icon you can tick against
South Downs National Park — which will then grey out the Park area)

The interactive map shows the HELAA layers which can be turned on and off. [t also has a useful
measuring tool (found at the top left of the screen under Choose Map Layers).

If you wish to view the map in aerial photo mode click on the drop down box next to Colour Mapping
and lick on Aerial Photography:

What wauld you'lih tado? -




You can search for a specific address in the Search address... box (at the top centre of the screen).

Zoom in and pan around using the plus and minus icons on the hottom left of the screen or with a
roller ball mouse — roll in and out.

Click and drag with your mouse to move around the map. When you find a coloured polygon you
can teft mouse click anywhere within it and an attributes box will appear with the relevant Reference
number. If you actually click on the dot {or polygon point) it will bring up an attributes box for the
reference of the polygon point as well as the reference of the polygon.

When you click on the ‘Show more’ link on a polygon attribute box it opens another ‘More Info’
attribute box - this attribute box shows the key information and current status of the site and it also
contains a link to a PDF version of the site assessment report. [f the Planning Status shows as
‘Unimplemented Planning Permission’ or ‘In the Course of Erection’ it means it is a WSCC Planning
Commitment site. If it says ‘No planning status’ there is not a valid permission on the site — there
may never have been one or it may have lapsed or been refused

However, if there is a site that has been added due to a planning permission commitment there
should be at least a blue dot (point) marking the centre of the site {there may also be a green
polygan). When you click on the point (or polygon) the attributes box appears which cantains a link
to the Planning Application on the website via ‘Planning History’ — you can then view the details of
the planning application. See example below:

Draft HELAA Polyaions

Raference Sag.
Lang 23 Coutete, | RELIRG T ity
Menenana Mursaitt Thitaek Lare

S " 1o1ibr falvinin g
By Littiaramtor:
Sattlernert Littebatagico
Egrsting sag Arakly
Putermzt seg [{ET
el staiun i ptcstngr
FaeTirg vt 0 Gounse ol Bostres
Sie gon hay  J9EY

Blgpmrg maney  LE4

The commitment data can be switched on and off along with the polygons and points data under
Choose Map Layers in the top right hand side of the screen. The HELAA status colours are also shown
in here as well

Although you can screen print {using Ait + Print screen/Snipping Tool) the maps/documents are
not able to be printed or viewed in paper form. The maps are subject to strict Ordnance Survey
Copyright and cannot be copied for any 3rd party use (for example making a planning application).

Click here to view the new interactive map (Desktop version)

Mobile version

Alternatively, view the full PDF version here




The HELAA sites are under constant review and an updated version will be
published annually — any errors, new submissions or site updates can be sent
via the online form at any time and will be picked up in the next version.

To view the previous versions of the SHLAA/HELAA/ELAA:
Original 2012 SHLAA (only in PDF version)
2010 ELAA {only PDF version)

2014 HELAA (only in excel version)
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REPORT TO COUNCIL

Date: 12 December 2016
Prepared by: Rob Martin
Subject: 2017/2018 Budget & Precept

2017/2018 BUDGET & PRECEPT

Reserves

1. The analysis presented at the last meeting showed the effect of fully applying the principles
for the management and use of reserves would work out in budgetary terms, with a shortfall
against the current precept of £36,200,

2. Whilst the principle of bringing the General Reserve up to the level of 50% of the precept
can be achieved, it was acknowledged that the remainder of reserve policy might take some
time to achieve.

3. The need to have sufficient general reserves has been demonstrated with the events that
have now transpired, in that the need to legally challenge the current Arun District Council
position on the Angmering Neighbourhood Plan will result in significant costs, estimated
currently at up to £40,000. This is why the benchmark is set that way.

Precept Matters to Consider

4. In the scheme of things this means that there is a need to look to cover the potential cost of
that legal action when setting the precept for next year. It would probably be prudent to
walit to see how far the case goes, and how much is spent as a result, and make a decision
finally based on the information known at the time.

5. The latest time-scale for the notification of precept reguirements to ADC is early February
2017, so there is time to wait until the next Parish Council meeting on 18" January 2017
before setting the final requirement.

6. The Government has introduced for the first time a control mechanism on Town/Parish
Council precepts, requiring them to conduct a referendum on any increases in the precept
charge (£88.03 for Angmering in the current year) of more than 2% and exceeds £5. This is
being restricted to councils with a precept of over £500,000 {Angmering £272,220) and a
charge of £77 or more and whilst this parish has a greater charge, its precept is not a large
enough figure to be caught,

7. Inthis case it means that the need for a referendum is avoided, whatever increase is decided
upon. There is no guarantee however that the criteria for needing a referendum will not be
changed next year, so there is a case for getting any major necessary increases in precept in
place this year, rather than phasing it in over more than one year.

8. The problem with requiring a referendum, is that it comes at a cost as well, so the increase
has to include the cost of the mechanism to allow it to happen.

Conclusions

9. Onthe basis of the evidence to hand currently, it might be prudent to look to increase the
precept by £10 (11.3%} per year per band D, which would bring in an extra £32,000. This
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would then allow the parish council to fund its legal action without compromising its ability
to satisfy the expectations of the community.
10. Councillor’'s thoughts are requested.

Rob Martin,

5 December 2016
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ANGMERING PARISH COUNCIL

Balances Outstanding as at:

Long Term Investments
Consolidated Stock

Bank Accounts
Lloyds Bank Business Account
Lloyds Bank 12-month Deposit Account
Lloyds Bank Current Account
CCLA Local Authorities' Property Fund
CCLA Public Sector Deposit Account

Petty Cash Imprest Account

TOTAL BANK BALANCES AVAILABLE

Public Works Loan Board
Qutstanding Debt - Office

30-Nov-16

96.00

91,955.04
150,000.00
28,281.49
200,000.00
25,000.00

495,236.53

76.18

495,312.71




