Unconfirmed

MINUTES of the meeting of the SUSTAINABLE SUFFOLK OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE held in the Elisabeth Room, Endeavour House, Ipswich on Wednesday 21 July 2004 at 2 pm

PRESENT:

David Wood – Chair

Peter Bellfield, Joan Girling, Nick Irwin, Guy McGregor, Ben Redsell, John Taylor and Alan Thwaites

Tony Andrews, Val White and Leslie Warmington were unable to be present and were substituted by Malcolm Cherry, Ron Ward and John Field respectively

Kevan Lim [Portfolio Holder] was in attendance

1. declarations of interest and dispensations

Joan Girling advised that she had a personal interest in the tourism industry. If tourism was raised as a specific issue under either paper on the agenda she would leave the meeting. No other declarations of interest or dispensations were reported.

2. economic regeneration best value review: action plan progress

The Committee considered paper S04/19 [copy in the minute book] containing information on the progress that had been made against the Economic Regeneration Best Value Review action plan. The Portfolio Holder drew attention to section 13 of the report which set out the key achievements during 2002 and section 14 which identified the further progress that had been made during 2003/04.  Section 15 of the report concentrated on proposed future activities for 2004/05.

Decision: The Committee

(a) commended the Economic Development team for the progress it had made since 2002;

(b) agreed to endorse the key proposals made within the Economic Development Plan 2004/05; and

(c) accepted the Portfolio Holder’s offer to raise the committee’s concerns about the lack of clarify around the Investing in Communities initiative with the EEDA Executive and to keep the committee informed of developments through its Information Bulletin.

Reason for the decision:  The Committee was pleased to hear of the way in which future long-term renewable energy issues were being addressed. It was also pleased to hear that members of the Economic Development Team would be available, on a phased basis, to accompany councillors to parish or locality meetings where the issue of funding sources was going to be raised. It was noted that information about Suffolk Regeneration Trust loan products could be found on the SCC web site.

Alternative options:  The Committee felt sufficiently concerned about the confused messages from EEDA in relation to the Investing in Communities initiative that it wanted the matter taken up officially with the EEDA Executive. This was in addition to the actions recommended on the paper.

Declarations of interest:  None declared.

Dispensations:  None reported.

3. initial findings of research into the impact of second homes

The Committee considered paper S04/20 [copy in the minute book] setting out the initial findings from researching the impact of second homes. The Committee was invited to comment on those findings. It was noted that the outcome of the final research, together with the Committee’s comments, would be reported to Executive Committee on 7 September and full Council on 16 September.

Decision:  It was agreed that

(a) the Committee’s comments should be fed into the reports to Executive and full Council; and

(b) the Committee should be kept informed of developments through its information bulletin or stand-alone reports, as appropriate.

Reason for the decision:  Opinion was split as to the impact of second homes on the county. Some councillors thought they were a significant cause in the decline of rural schools, shops, employment and infra-structure generally. Other councillors disagreed and felt the real cause for the decline was the lack of affordable housing to buy and to rent.

The Committee recognised that housing was a District Council rather than a County Council responsibility:  however it was agreed that the County Council should strive harder to influence the situation, possibly through development control policies or in its own right as a landowner. It was further agreed that other, more radical, ways should be found to address the situation. For example by doubling the tax on second and holiday homes, investigating the way in which Europe was addressing the problem, and looking at ways of improving the speed of new-build by promoting modular processes.

The Committee took the view that the final research findings would need to be carefully analysed with less reliance placed on anecdotal evidence on the impact second homes were having on services and infrastructures.

Alternative options:  Not applicable.

Declarations of interest:  None declared.

Dispensations:  None reported.

The meeting closed at 3.55 pm
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