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Minutes of the Parish Council meeting held on
Wednesday 7th August 2024.

In Attendance: Cllrs: M de Whalley (chair), N. Grief (vice-chair), L. Grange and Tim Tilbrook. County Councillor Stuart Dark, Borough Councillor Bal Anota. Clerk, Ophelia Donovan. Public: 19.
      
1. The Chair welcomed residents to the meeting. The Chair made everyone aware that the meeting was being recorded.

2. No apologies were received. All councillors were present.

3. Minutes:
a) It was resolved that there were no matters from the minutes not listed on the agenda.
b)  It was resolved to agree & sign the minutes of the Parish meeting held on the 29th May 2024 save for the following amendment at item 12, “Cllr. de Whalley did vote in the Neighbourhood Plan Consultation”.
Proposed: Cllr. Grief. Seconded: Cllr. Grange.

4.Cllr. de Whalley declared an interest as the Borough Council’s portfolio holder for the Planning Committee. Cllr. Grief declared an interest in Hudson Fen. Cllr. Tilbrook declared an interest in Grimston Cricket Club.

5. To receive written reports from the County Councillor and the Borough Councillor. 
Borough Cllr. Anota apologised for not attending previous meetings. Cllr. de Whalley gave an update on recent borough activity including the Neighbourhood Plan. County Cllr. Dark provided an update on County matters including the decision on the minimum income guarantee. Cllr. Dark also reminded the council of the availability of the local member fund.

6. The Chair suspended standing orders at 19:06 to hear from members of the public.

A resident queried why she had not received a reply to her e-mail in January concerning her application for co-option. The clerk asked to see the e-mail address used and upon being shown this by the resident, pointed out that the incorrect e-mail address had been used. The resident stated that she had used the one from the Village Link magazine. In one place in the Village Link the e-mail address was not correct but in all the other places it is. It is also correct on the website along with the clerk’s telephone number. The resident then asked the clerk “Why wasn’t the e-mail returned then, if it did not go through?”. The clerk stated she did not know why the resident’s e-mail provider did not show the e-mail as not being delivered. 

Another resident raised the following questions:

1. Why was the date of the meeting changed? The resident was not happy that the date had changed as it conflicted with the Parish Walk.
Reply: The Chair explained that in order to vote and make decisions, a council had to be quorate. The meeting had been postponed to enable all the councillors to be present in order to transact the business on the agenda and vote accordingly. 

2. The second question was that as a result of two councillors living in a neighbouring village, the resident was of the opinion that the council does not represent the residents or consult them. That the two councillors who do live in the village do not really communicate with members of the village. 
Reply: This is disputed by the councillors who do speak with residents regularly. Under s.79 of the Local Government Act 1972, a councillor does not have to live within a parish. If any residents would like to stand as a councillor, they are welcome to apply in the usual way.

3. The resident’s other issue was that the stance taken by the council over the retrospective planning application was not representative of the residents of Congham. The resident also stated that the clerk was sent along to the Inquiry and could not answer questions from “the briefs”. 
Reply: Not one person attended Parish Council meetings to state their view about the bridge until the August 7th 2024 meeting. In any event, the Appeal by National Highways was upheld.  The decision concerning the infill of the bridge has been finalised. The council agreed that as the clerk is a solicitor by profession, then she would be the best person to read out the council’s statement to the Inquiry, as she is familiar with the legal process. The Chair attended the Inquiry EVERY day and was on hand for any queries.

4. The other issue the resident raised was communication. The resident stated that a resident was not responded to when they e-mailed in January concerning the application for co-option. The content of the village link magazine was also an issue for the resident. The resident was not happy that the number for Anglian Water was provided. The resident was of the opinion that the council should be contacting Anglian Water directly. The resident was unhappy that the applications available for co-option were stated as 2 when in fact there are 3.  The resident was also unhappy that the website showing that Cllr. Clark was no longer a councillor had only been removed two weeks ago. 
Reply: The clerk explained that like most parish clerks, she works on a part-time basis and volunteers a lot of her time (unpaid) to Congham. The clerk had spoken to the resident earlier, unfortunately the wrong e-mail address had been used. The resident did not call the clerk to follow up on the application. The clerk also explained that she encouraged the applicant to contact her via a third party. If the resident or anyone else would like to submit an application for co-option, please do e-mail the clerk on congham.clerk@btinternet.com or mobile 07780-554452.

5. Finally, the resident voiced his complaint that he considered the Chair to be “greedy” having 2 parish councils, that the Chair wears two hats, has elderly relatives to care for, a portfolio at the Borough Council and in his view, does not have enough time for the Parish Council. That other residents will not apply to be councillors whilst the Chair sits on the council. The resident stated that the Chair should consider his position. Reply: The Chair sits on 3 parish councils, not 2. The Chair does not intend to resign. The Chair works tirelessly for the good of Congham. If some residents do not agree with the choice of councillors, the democratic process allows them to cast their vote every 4 years.

The Chair attempted to read the statement of reply out. The Chair was interrupted by shouting. The Chair gave several warnings to allow him to speak. The clerk asked the residents to please allow a right of reply. This could barely be heard due to shouting. Due to the disruption caused by residents, the Chair suspended the meeting at 19:37. The meeting was resumed at 20:02.

7. The retrospective application of the infilling of Congham Bridge was briefly discussed. It was noted that National Highways appeal was upheld.

8. Noting the clerk’s resignation, the Chair thanked the clerk for her hard work and reflected that during the last year, Congham had seen the arrival of replacement noticeboards, a new map board, the prospect of a lifesaving defibrillator along with bicycle stands. The Chair stated that the clerk has been an exemplary clerk and a pleasure to have at meetings. The clerk thanked the council for being so supportive and said that it had been a pleasure to work with such nice people. The Chair said he was sorry that the clerk’s last meeting had been subject to disruption and shouting. The council would consider the applications received for the role of the clerk.

9. The clerk updated the council on the applications received for co-option. 

10. The council unanimously agreed to purchase a defibrillator from Hearts of London in the sum of £1,095 plus p&p. They also agreed to installation, this would be approximately £300-£400, one quote had been provided in the sum of £330. Two additional quotes would need to be obtained. Proposed: Cllr. Tilbrook. Seconded: Cllr. Grange.

11. Anti-social behaviour-deferred until next meeting.

12. An update on West Norfolk Local Plan Review was provided. The consultation on the Gypsy and Traveller Site is likely to take place in September 2024.

13. No planning applications had been received. The local neighbourhood plan is due to go to ballot on the 22nd August 2024.

14. Biodiversity: wild flowers/bird boxes-deferred. 

15. The payments and receipts to the end of July 2024 were agreed.

16. The councillors were pleased with the new map board and how this would benefit the village. They had inspected this earlier in the evening. They thanked the external CIL fund for providing funding for this. 

17. The clerk updated the council on applications received for co-option. 

18. The cycle stand initiative was discussed. The Borough Council would provide funding up to £400 to fund the stand. The Anvil Inn had given permission to have this installed in their car park. The only issue was installation. Cllr. de Whalley and Cllr. Tilbrook said that they could arrange installation. It was unanimously agreed that the quote in the sum of £398.40 should be accepted. Proposed: Cllr. Tilbrook. Seconded: Cllr. Grief.

19. It was confirmed that the Parish Council’s insurance had been renewed with Zurich Plc.

20. The litter pick on the 29th September 2024 was discussed, Cllr. Tilbrook said that he would volunteer and represent Royden and Congham.

21. An update was provided on the fuel allotment. The clerk is to confirm boundaries. 

22. Highways and footpaths update.
a) The update on the lost footpath was deferred. Cllr. Dark said that he would follow up any action points.
b) Cllr. Dark stated that the highways engineer who is responsible for this is on holiday but that this work has been initiated and that Cllr. Dark will follow up on any action points.
23.  The clerk had received correspondence from a resident concerning the road surface of St. Andrews Lane. The clerk had reported this to Highways and that they were going to do a site visit. 

24. There were no urgent items.

25. It was resolved that the next meeting would be held on the 25th September 2024 at 7pm at St. Andrews Church. 

The meeting closed at 9:07pm 


Signed ................................................................ Chair, M de Whalley, 25th September 2024.
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