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BOROUGH OF POOLE

COUNCIL MEETING

8 APRIL 2008

The Meeting commenced at 7.00pm and concluded at 11.32pm.

Present:

Councillor Allen (Mayor) 
Councillor Mrs Butt (Deputy Mayor) 
Councillor Mrs Lavender (Sheriff)
Councillors Adams, Ms Atkinson, Brooke, Brown, Burden, Chandler, Clements, 

Collier, Mrs Dion, Eades, Mrs Evans, Gillard, Gregory, Mrs Haines, 
Leverett, Mrs Long, Maiden, Martin, Mason, Meachin, Matthews, 
Montrose, Mrs Moore, Parker, Plummer, Rampton, Sorton, Trent, Mrs 
Walton, White, Wilkins, Miss Wilson, Wilson and Woodcock.

Members of the public present at the Meeting: approximately 7

Members of the Standards Committee present at the Meeting:   3

C160.08 PRAYERS

Prayers were said

C161.08 OBITUARY: THE LATE COUNCILLOR MRS HILLMAN

The Mayor invited Councillor Ms Atkinson to address the Council following the 
recent sudden death of Councillor Mrs Hillman.  

Councillor Ms Atkinson referred to Councillor Mrs Hillman’s unfailing support 
for victims of domestic violence and her work to help establish a Women’s Refuge in 
Poole, she referred to Councillor Mrs Hillman’s championing of people with disability, 
in particular, referring to the presentation by Members of Poole Forum to the Council 
leading to the Council’s adoption of its Bill of Rights.  She requested that the Council 
made sure that Mary’s work carried on through diversity training and that this 
became embedded in the Council’s culture.  She explained that Mary’s work had 
changed the lives of people.  Mary had championed courses, in particular, for those 
sections of the community suffering disadvantage and had made a difference.  She 
was a personal friend of Councillor Ms Atkinson and she was sure the Council would 
agree that Mary was someone who would never be forgotten.

The Mayor invited Councillor Meachin to address the Meeting.

Councillor Meachin began by asking the Council to give thanks for the life of 
Councillor Mrs Mary Hillman mentioning that he had served on many Committees 
and Working Parties with both Councillors Mrs Hillman and Ms Atkinson.  He felt that 
Mary’s heart was in the right place and she gave of herself and was concerned about 
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people, especially those she felt were excluded and in need.  She was gentle with 
people and gave you her attention, always with a twinkle in her eye.  She was fond 
of life, her family and enjoyed work as a Councillor and felt that it was sad that her 
life had been so suddenly ended.   Councillor Meachin ended with the following 
tribute

“Well done you good and faithful servant, you can enter into the joy of the 
Lord.”

Councillor Meachin felt that Mary would know all the answers now.

All present stood in silent tribute to the late Councillor Mrs Mary Hillman, 
Cabinet Portfolio Holder for Equalities, Social Inclusion and Active Communities, 
Ward Member for Branksome East who had died suddenly on the 24th March 2008.

C162.08 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Bulteel, Curtis, Mrs 
Deas and Mrs Stribley.

C163.08 MINUTES

RESOLVED that the Minutes of the last Meeting of the Council held on the 
21st February 2008, having been circulated be taken as read and confirmed and 
signed by the Mayor as a correct record.

Councillor Woodcock referred to page 16 of the Minutes with regard to Youth 
Facilities and explained he had tabled a list of improvements to all Councillors in 
Youth Services this evening.

C164.08 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Eades declared a prejudicial interest in Agenda Item 20 “Motion 
referred from Council to the Environment Overview Group on the use of plastic 
drinking vessels” as a Licence Holder.  

He also wished the Minute of the Environment Overview Group of the 13th 
March 2008 to be corrected as he took no part in the vote on this item, nor was he 
present for the vote, having declared a prejudicial interest at that Meeting.

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services ensured this would be corrected 
when the Minutes of the Environment Overview Group, 13th March 2008 were 
confirmed. 

Councillor Mrs Moore also declared a personal interest in the same item as 
her husband was a Licence Holder.  

Councillors Miss Wilson, Allen (the Mayor) also declared personal interests in 
the above item as Members of the Police Authority.  
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Councillor Mrs Long declared a personal interest in the above item as a 
volunteer worker with Dorset Police.

Councillor Woodcock declared a personal interest in Agenda Item 11 “Turlin 
Moor Combined School Project” as a Governor of Baden Powell Middle School.

Councillors Mrs Moore and Mrs Butt declared personal interests in the same 
item as Members of the Children’s Services Governance Board.

C165.08 MAYOR’S COMMUNICATIONS

The Mayor had tabled a list of the engagements he had attended since the 
last Council Meeting.  He drew Members’ attention to the following:

Montacute School Open Day – 13 March 2008

The Mayor and Mayoress had enjoyed the day and had seen the new facilities 
available to pupils.

Civic Funeral The Late Councillor Mrs Hillman – 4 April 2008

The Mayor, Sheriff and Deputy Mayor had attended this solemn occasion.  
The Mayor was pleased to note the number of representatives from all sections of 
the Community, Members and Officers of the Council who had joined to remember 
the life of Councillor Mrs Hillman, a committed and respected Member of the Council.

C166.08 PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS

(a) From Members of the public

None received.

(b) From Members

Councillor Mrs Walton presented a petition from residents of 
Whitehorse Drive requesting consideration by the Council of traffic calming in this 
Drive.

RESOLVED that, in accordance with the Council’s Constitution, the Petition 
be referred to Transportation Advisory Group.

C167.08 PUBLIC QUESTIONS

There were no public questions.
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C168.08 SITE SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS DEVELOPMENT PLAN DOCUMENT – 
PREFERRED OPTION STAGE:  REPORT OF THE PORTFOLIO HOLDER 
FOR LOCAL ECONOMY

The Portfolio Holder, Councillor Parker introduced his Report and referred to 
an amendment deleting 2. in the Decision Required section of his Report and  
inserting 

“That the full preferred Options Document be submitted to Members through 
the usual Local Economy Overview Group, Cabinet, Council process rather than 
delegation to the Head of Strategic Planning in consultation with the Portfolio Holder 
for Local Economy.”  This amendment was seconded.  

He explained that, in view of the importance of this Document he felt this 
process was more appropriate than it being delegated to the Head of Strategic 
Planning in consultation with himself as it would mean Councillors were able to 
comment at every stage and agree the final wording.  He explained that Appendix A 
to the Report was illustrative only and that, at the Meeting of the Local Economy 
Overview Group on the 1st May 2008 there would be the opportunity to examine 
these issues in detail.  

It was moved, seconded and RESOLVED  that 

(i) the structure and issues set out in the Site Specific Allocations 
Preferred Options Document be approved by Council for public 
consultation; and

(ii) the full Preferred Options Document be submitted to Members through 
the usual Local Economy Overview Group, Cabinet, Council process 
rather than seeking delegation to the Head of Strategic Planning in 
consultation with the Portfolio Holder for Local Economy.

C169.08 PLANNING POOLE CORE STRATEGY SUBMISSIONS DOCUMENT: 
REPORT OF THE PORTFOLIO HOLDER FOR LOCAL ECONOMY

Councillor Parker, the Portfolio Holder, introduced his Report explaining that 
Local Economy Overview Group at its Meeting on the 25th March 2008 had 
considered this Document and made a number of amendments.  A copy of the 
proposed amendments had been attached to the Report and highlighted in red.  

An explanatory note seeking to clarify any confusion surrounding Policy 12, 
page 19 of the Core Strategy Policy Document and Policy 14 on page 24 referring to 
CA2 - Full Sail Ahead Regeneration Area and CA4 – Energy Use and Regeneration 
was also circulated.  

Members noted that with regard to CA2 – Full Sail Ahead Regeneration Area, 
this Policy expressed the overall outcomes expected of development proposed for 
the regeneration area on both side of Back Water Channel.  The Local Economy 
Overview Group had agreed that it would be sensible for the Policy to reflect 
expectations on the site by site basis as any implementation would now be secured 
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on this basis and it would assist the processes of Development Control if more 
detailed guidance was given in the Core Strategy.

Councillor Parker had reproduced the revised Policy wording which appeared 
on pages 19 to 24 of the Document for Council and for ease of reference it was also 
attached to his explanatory note.  This approach accorded with the adopted 
regeneration Masterplan and the Vision recently produced for the Power Station site.

With regards to CA4 – Energy Use and Regeneration, this Policy detailed on 
page 24, had been deleted as it was effectively duplicated elsewhere in the Core 
Strategy.  It was replaced by a new Policy 14 CA4, Retail Growth Outside of Town 
Centres, also shown on page 24 and entirely unrelated to the detailed Policy.  The 
new Policy reflected discussions with Members during the development of the Core 
Strategy.  

A Member referred the Council to Policy 28, LD5 – Safer Communities (iii) 
and asserted that sprinkler systems should be required to be fitted in all new 
buildings.  She moved the following amendment which was seconded.  

Delete “sprinkler systems will only be required to be fitted unless there are 
technical or viability reasons why it would not be practical to do so” to read “For 
larger development proposals, including those of Schools and flat developments of 
25 or more dwellings sprinkler systems will be required to be fitted”.  

She explained that she could see no reasons why in new building sprinkler 
systems could not be fitted.  The Portfolio Holder explained that there were a number 
of reasons why it was not possible or practical for sprinkler systems to be fitted, for 
example, in high dependency care units in Hospitals as the release of water on 
electrical equipment could cause damage.  He felt that the wording in the Document 
covered all actualities.  He agreed to take up this matter with the Head of Strategic 
Planning.

A number of Members spoke in favour of the Amendment and a number were 
against it feeling that the Policy’s intention was clear and that sprinklers should be 
fitted in all cases where it was appropriate.  

In speaking in favour of the amendment, a Member commented that 
developers could refuse to fit sprinklers on the grounds of cost.  He felt that another 
appropriate wording to ensure sprinklers were fitted may be “unless overriding 
imperative”.  It was explained that the Chief Fire Officer had advised the Head of 
Strategic Planning Officer on wording as detailed in the Document.  The Portfolio 
Holder advised Members that it was not appropriate to go against professional 
advice.  

On being put to the vote, the Amendment was LOST.

With regard to Policy 29, MC1 – Dorset Heathlands Spa and RAMSAR sites, 
a Member queried the amendment in Policy MC1 “as an exception, the former 
residential development would not have a significant impact” querying why 
development should be only allowed to 400 metres, unless there was an exception, 
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he queried the use of the word “exception”, stating that there should be no exception.  
The 400 metre buffet zone around the heathland should be retained feeling there 
were no exceptional circumstances for this to be removed.

The following Amendment was moved and seconded:

MC1 (i) delete “as an exception, the former residential development would not 
have a significant adverse impact” to read “no development involvement a net 
increase in dwellings will be permitted within a suitable buffet area heathlands 
(normally 400 metres)”.  

In support of the Amendment, a Member referred to advice from Natural 
England in support of the 400 metre buffer.  If Natural England’s advice had been 
changed then the Council should revisit this but if not it should remain.  

A number of Members spoke in favour of the amendment.  

A number of Members spoke against citing the following: the Policy did give 
some concern as the Borough was surrounded by heathland.  The Borough needed 
to keep the options open as some residential developments such as flats etc., could 
be built to house people on the housing register with the Council needing to look at 
locality based 2 and 4 bedroomed blocks and also some part 2½  sheltered 
accommodation where within these properties residents would not be allowed 
domestic pets.  There was a test of “reasonableness” here hence the Policy had 
been formulated.  It was felt the Amendment removed this test and did not 
strengthen the Policy.  

A Member suggested that if the Policy was to be accepted as written then the 
exception should be specified.

The Portfolio Holder summed up explaining that any Policy had to be 
reasonable and that was why the exception was included.  18 months ago the 
Council had adopted an Interim Heathlands Policy Natural England had accepted 
that and he believed this Policy to be reasonable.  

The requisite number of Members requested a recorded vote and voting was 
as possible.

For: Councillors Brooke, Brown, Clements, Eades, Mrs Long, Maiden, 
Martin, Mason, Meachin, Matthews, Mrs Moore, Plummer, Trent, Miss 
Wilson and Wilson. 

Against: Councillors Adams, Ms Atkinson, Mrs Butt, Burden, Collier, Mrs 
Dion, Mrs Evans, Gillard, Gregory, Mrs Haines, Mrs Lavender, Leverett, 
Montrose, Parker, Rampton, Sorton, Mrs Walton, White and Wilkins.

Abstained: Councillors Allen (The Mayor) and Woodcock. 

The amendment was LOST.
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Councillor Parker, the substantive Motion was then Moved and Seconded in 
the following terms: “That Council be requested to approve the Core Strategy Draft 
Submissions Document (as amended) and the final detailed wording of the 
document be delegated to the Head of Strategic Planning Services in consultation 
with the Portfolio Holder for Local Economy in advance of it being submitted to the 
Secretary of State”.

For: Councillors Adams, Burden, Chandler, Mrs Dion, Mrs Evans, 
Gillard, Gregory, Mrs Haines, Leverett, Montrose, Parker, Rampton, Sorton, 
Mrs Walton, White, Wilkins and Woodcock.

Against: Councillors Clements, Mrs Long, Maiden, Mason, Meachin, 
Matthews, Mrs Moore, Plummer and Miss Wilson.

Abstained: Councillors Allen (the Mayor), Brooke, Wilson, Trent, Martin 
and Brown

Note: Councillors Allen (the Mayor) Gregory and Bulteel declared personal 
interests as Members of the Fire Authority in this item.

C170.08 TURLIN MOOR COMBINED SCHOOL PROJECT

Note: (Councillors Ms Atkinson and Eades left the Meeting).

Councillor Woodcock, the Portfolio Holder, introduced his Report explaining 
that Cabinet had approved an outline budget of £1.3M funded from the Education 
Capital Project to accommodate the new Turlin Moor Combined School in the 
existing Middle School building from September 2008.

He corrected a typographical error on page 1 of the Report in the list of 
financial details, building works insert excluding fees £1,087,000.

This Budget had been based on the Feasibility Study which indicated that the 
new School could be accommodated in the existing Middle School with internal 
remodelling, extension and some temporary accommodation.  

Following consultation with the First School Acting Head and Governing Body 
the Middle School Acting Head and Governing Body, the combination School 
Shadow Governing Board and the recently appointed Combined Head School 
designate, extensive modifications to the design to the scheme envisaged at 
feasibility stage had been made leading to an increase in costs.  The current 
estimate for these works was £1.479M excluding the contingency.  This included the 
tender costs for the revised temporary classroom block and enabling work.  The 
reason for the additional costs included increased costs of the extended programme, 
increased scope of the works, increased complexity of the phasing and unforeseen 
increased costs of temporary classrooms.  The original costings did not include the 
contingency which it was now considered prudent to include.  A contingency sum 
had been added to the current estimate to bring the total to £1.7M thus bringing the 
figure requiring Council approval to £400,000.  If Council approved this sum the 
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Project could proceed to the revised programme which delivered temporary 
classrooms in July 2008 and remodelling by April 2009 enabling the Turlin Moor First 
School building to be released.

Should Council not approve the £400,000 the current programme could not be 
maintained.  Delays to the Programme would create operational difficulties for the 
new Combined School and there was also a risk to the reputation of the Borough if 
the Project did not proceed.

In response to the Report a Member queried whether the initial budget of 
£1.3M pre-September 2007 had sufficient detail in its proposals to submit a planning 
application and planning approval had been received.  The Project had been before 
August 2008 had been put back to January 2009 and before the last Children’s 
Services Overview Group it had been delayed to April 2009.  He queried the financial 
management of the Project stating that he felt the Project had echoes of the Old 
Town First School situation explaining that if the Development went over budget the 
Capital Programme contingencies would be drawn down and this would have an 
impact on other Schools.  He felt no lessons had been learned from the Old Town 
First School but he felt he had to support this Proposal as it was paramount that the 
children came first and did not suffer.

The Portfolio Holder responded explaining that it was no use allowing for 
contingencies if, when the Project required them, the Party opposite felt they should 
not be used.  He felt that the Project could have progressed more quickly, temporary 
buildings could have been ordered if the Leader of the Liberal Democrat Group had 
agreed to this course of action.  He felt the Project was six months behind as a result 
of the lack of agreements.  He stated that there was no comparison with this Project 
and the Old Town First School as what was being proposed for Turlin Moor 
Combined School was good financial management of a capital project.  

The Leader of the Liberal Democrat Group, requested an apology from the 
Portfolio Holder because as Leader of the Opposition Group, he had no say in the 
signing off of the purchase of temporary classrooms explaining that his Party was not 
in control of the Council.  The Portfolio Holder explained that he thought Councillor 
Brooke had been asked to agree to this course of action but agreed that he could not 
have taken this decision.  

It was moved, seconded and RESOLVED that

(i) Council approve additional funding of £400,000 of which £179,000 is 
required to meet the current identified costs of the scheme and 
£221,000 to provide a contingency for the future works; and

(ii) the £400,000 additional funding required is drawn down from the 
resources set aside for detailed Design Work within the Education and 
Primary Capital Programme.

C171.08 ADJOURNMENT OF MEETING

The Meeting adjourned at 8.30p.m. and reconvened at 8.45p.m.
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C172.08 PROPOSED CHANGE TO THE SCHEME OF DELEGATION: PROPERTY 
SERVICES: REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN OF SERVICE PROVISION 
SCRUTINY AND AUDIT COMMITTEE

The Chairman of the Service Provision Scrutiny and Audit Committee 
introduced her Report explaining that as a consequence of the absence of an 
appointed Head of Property Services in the current Scheme of Delegation, there was 
no Officer authorised to approve terms of disposal of land and buildings under 
Contract Standing Order 14.  Authority was sought for formal delegation of this 
responsibility to an appropriate Officer within Property Services and it was suggested 
that the Assets and Strategy Manager was the appropriate Officer in the short term.

A number of Members expressed concern at this proposal.  The Head of 
Legal and Democratic Services explained that every Member had a right to put an 
item an Overview and Scrutiny Agenda and that if they were unhappy about land 
identified for disposal then they should speak to the Officers and the Portfolio Holder 
concerned.  

A Member expressed concern feeling that approval could be given for the 
disposal of land which the Ward Member did not wish to be disposed.  A Member 
also expressed concern about the wording of recommendation 2.1 (c) “At the earliest 
possible opportunity of land identified for disposal” querying what was the earliest 
opportunity suggesting an amendment in the following terms: 

“Ward Members be notified at the outset of land identified for disposal” 

as he felt local Members had better knowledge of the area than Officers who 
often were not aware of possible ransom strips when seeking disposal of land.  

A Member moved a further amendment:

“Ward Members be notified of land identified for possible disposal”.  

The Head of Legal and Democratic Services advised that neither of these 
amendments changed the sense of the Proposal.  

The Portfolio Holder also felt that the Amendment added nothing and stated 
that all Members were consulted at the beginning of the process.  The delegation 
being sought by the Officers was merely to the next senior position of officer.  

A Member referred to an incidence which had happened where land was 
advertised for sale about which he knew nothing, consequently this had been 
withdrawn and he had been advised that this was done in error.  He explained that 
he felt this delegation may increase such instances. 

The Amendment at (c) in the following terms “Ward Members be notified at 
the outset of land identified for possible disposal” on being put to the vote was LOST.
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ADJOURNMENT OF MEETING

On being put to the vote, the Meeting adjourned for clarification of the 
delegation being sought at 9.15pm and reconvened at 9.27pm.

The Chief Executive advised that, at the present time, valuations and terms 
and conditions of disposals and acquisitions of land and property were carried out 
within Property Services by professional Officers delegated to deal with that 
particular proposal or acquisition.  These terms then required approval by a Senior 
Officer before making a recommendation to the Cabinet or Portfolio Holder.  This 
delegation was seeking authority for the Asset and Strategy Manager to make that 
recommendation to the Portfolio Holder or Cabinet Member for approval.  

A further Amendment was moved and seconded to include “in consultation 
with the Portfolio Holder” in (i).

On being put to the vote the Amendment was LOST.

It was RESOLVED that the following changes to the Scheme of Delegation be 
approved:-

(i) in the absence of an appointed Head of Property Services, the Asset 
and Strategy Manager be authorised to approve terms of disposal of 
land and buildings under Contract Standing Order 14;

(ii) the delegation under (i) above be referred for review by an appropriate 
Scrutiny Committee after six months;

(iii) Ward Members be notified at the earliest opportunity of land identified 
for disposal.

C173.08 PROPOSED ALTERATION TO THE CONSTITUTION: MEMBERSHIP OF 
STANDARDS COMMITTEE: REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN OF SERVICE 
PROVISION SCRUTINY AND AUDIT COMMITTEE

The Chairman of the Service Provision Scrutiny and Audit Committee 
introduced her Report explaining that this Item had been considered by the Service 
Provision Scrutiny and Audit Committee at its Meeting on the 31st March 2008 where 
it had been agreed that in view of the new Regulations requiring Councils to 
commence local determination of complaints it would be appropriate to increase the 
membership of the Standards Committee by one further Independent Member.  

The proposed Regulations made it clear that the complaints would be dealt 
with by Sub-Committees and the Council would need to form at least two separate 
Sub-Committees of its Standards Committee.  The Borough of Poole’s Standards 
Committee currently comprises four Independent Members and two Elected 
Members.  It was envisaged that it would be in order for the same Sub-Committee to 
consider the “case to answer” and the substantive determination.  If there was 
subsequently a request for review then a separate Sub-Committee would be 
required.  The Committee had agreed that its current membership of 6 allowed no 
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flexibility in the case of illness, absence or conflict of interest and agreed that Council 
should be requested to consider approving recruiting an additional Independent 
Member.

The Service Provision Scrutiny and Audit Committee had raised the issue of 
substitutions for Elected Members at the Standards Committee.  It was confirmed 
that currently no substitutions were allowed.  The Committee had suggested that 
named substitutes should be allowed in future and the Head of Legal and 
Democratic Services was to consider this when he next reviewed the size of the 
Standards Committee following six months operation of the new regime.

RESOLVED that 

(i) Council approve the amendment to its Constitution to allow the 
increase in membership of the Borough of Poole Standards Committee 
by one additional Independent Member; and

(ii) the Head of Legal and Democratic Services consider the 
appropriateness of named substituted for Elected Members of the 
Standards Committee when he next reviews the appropriateness of the 
size of the Standards Committee.

C174.08 PROPOSED ALTERATIONS TO THE CONSTITUTION – OVERVIEW AND 
SCRUTINY: REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SERVICE PROVISION 
SCRUTINY AND AUDIT COMMITTEE

The Chairman of the Service Provision Scrutiny and Audit Committee 
introduced her Report explaining that the Service Provision Scrutiny and Audit 
Committee had met on the 31st March 2008 and considered the recommendations of 
the Joint Review of the Council’s Constitution and Review of Overview and Scrutiny 
Working Party to make recommendations to Council for changes to the Constitution.  
All Members of the Council had been circulated with the Report and invited to the 
Meeting.  

A number of amendments were agreed with regard to the names proposed for 
the Overview and Scrutiny Committees in order to facilitate the public in recognising 
which Committees would be considering particular areas of work.  It had been 
agreed that Leisure and Culture areas should remain in the Environment theme 
rather than being placed in Health and Social Care as there was a majority of work in 
leisure relating to open spaces, heathlands and beach areas.  It was agreed that 
Planning Design and Control Services should be located within Planning Services 
within the Economy Overview and Scrutiny Committee and Building Control matters 
were also an appropriate issue for this Committee area.

The Chairman congratulated the Head of Legal and Democratic Services for 
the clear, precise way he had conducted this work which had assisted Members in 
their consideration.  

A Member concurred with the Chairman’s Report and explained that progress 
had been made between Group Leaders with regard to Committee sizes.  It was felt 
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that the Audit Committee should probably be 5 Members.  He referred to Planning 
Design and Control being a cross-cutting theme and that this should also be within 
the Environment area together with Multi-Area Agency Agreement And 
Sustainability.  

A Member commented that the Portfolio Holders were designations for 
illustrative purposes only.

With regard to the status of Transportation Advisory Group, a Member 
suggested that it should remain as a sub-group of Cabinet.  This was seconded.  A 
Member disagreed feeling that Transportation Advisory Group was a Scrutiny issue.  
A Member felt that it was essential to retain the Transportation Overview Group in its 
present form.  A Member commented that Transportation Advisory Group gave 
advice of the Portfolio Holder in making final decisions and that this Group had an 
interface with the public.  

It was moved and seconded that “Transportation Advisory Group remain as a 
sub-group of Cabinet”.

On being put to the vote, this proposal was CARRIED.

It was moved, seconded and RESOLVED that

(i) Council establish six politically balanced Overview and Scrutiny 
Committees themed around the Council’s Corporate priorities as 
follows:-

Children and Young People
Health and Social Care
Environment
Communities
Economy
Council Efficiency and Effectiveness

(ii) a separate Audit Committee be established, its membership to be 
sourced from the membership of the Council Efficiency and 
Effectiveness Overview and Scrutiny Committee;

(iii) the Transportation Advisory Group be retained as a sub-group 
appointed by Cabinet.

C175.08 APPOINTMENT OF HEAD OF FINANCIAL SERVICES AND SECTION 151 
OFFICER

Council was reminded that a cross party Appointment Panel, given delegated 
authority by the Council, had appointed Liz Wilkinson to the post of Head of Financial 
Services.  Council was requested to formally approve the appointment of Liz 
Wilkinson as the Section 151 Officer.

It was moved, seconded and 
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RESOLVED that Liz Wilkinson be formally appointed as the Section 151 
Officer with effect from the 30th June 2008.

C176.08 PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP CLOSE LINKS BETWEEN THE BOROUGH OF 
POOLE AND THE GOVERNMENT AND COMMUNITY OF GIBRALTAR: 
REPORT OF THE PORTFOLIO HOLDER FOR LOCAL ECONOMY

Councillor Parker, the Portfolio Holder introduced this Report explaining that a 
number of links had been developed between Gibraltar and Poole over past years.  
Following on from the Island’s participation in the European Elections as part of the 
South West Region, the Government of Gibraltar had visited Poole in 2005 with a 
return visit made by the then Mayor and Mayoress of Poole, Councillor Lou Knight 
and Mrs Knight with the Borough’s Returning Officer, the Head of Legal and 
Democratic Services and himself.  As the Gibraltan economy was based strongly on 
shipping, marine and port industry, tourism and financial services it was recognised 
that there were some differences in scale but these were also some of the main 
drivers for Poole.  Cabinet, at its Meeting on 4th March 2008 had agreed that Council 
be requested to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding between the Borough of 
Poole and the Government of Gibraltar.  The Mayor of Gibraltar had expressed his 
strong support for strengthening the ties between Poole and Gibraltar.

The Portfolio Holder drew Members‘ attention to the fact that the 
Memorandum of Understanding was not about providing Civic Hospitality but about 
opportunities for people of the two communities to experience different ways of life, 
learn from others and strengthen the ties between the UK and the unique piece of 
Britain’s overseas heritage.  The Mayor of Gibraltar had advised that the Island 
would be very interested in entering into a Memorandum but requested that this be 
undertaken in 2009 as during 2008, Gibraltar was to twin with the Portugese Island 
of Madeira which would entail a great deal of work.  The Portfolio Holder drew 
Members’ attention to the Memorandum of Understanding which was appended to 
his Report.  

It was moved, seconded and 

RESOLVED that Council approve the pursuit of closer links between the 
Borough of Poole and the Government and community of Gibraltar through a 
Memorandum of Understanding to be finalised, at the request of Gibraltar, in 2009.

C177.08 REFERRAL FROM CANFORD PARK CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE

Council was reminded that at its Meeting on the 19th June 2007, consideration 
had been requested for Canford Park Consultative Committee to appoint an 
additional elected representative from the Borough of Poole, possibly a Ward 
Councillor.

The Consultative Committee at its Meeting in January 2008 had considered 
this and agreed to invite a Merley and Bearwood Ward Councillor to attend future 
Meetings as a non-voting Member.  
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It was moved, seconded and 

RESOLVED that Council approve the appointment of such a co-opted 
Member and the Canford Park Consultative Committee be informed.

C178.08 VACANCY ON PLANNING COMMITTEE

RESOLVED that Councillor Mrs Walton replace the late Councillor Mrs 
Hillman as a Member of the Planning Committee.

C179.08 NOTICE OF MOTION

The following Motion had been received:

Public Sector Buildings (Energy Performance) Bill
a)
This Council: 

 believes that tackling climate change must be central to the aims of local 
and central Government and that urgent action is needed to reduce 
carbon emissions; 

 therefore welcomes the introduction of new environmental sustainability 
performance indicators for local authorities; 

 welcomes also repeated statements by the Government that it will procure 
only buildings in the top quartile of energy performance, believing that this 
will create demand for low carbon buildings and will start to transform the 
wider commercial property market; 

 notes that the public sector is responsible for 5% of the UK's carbon 
emissions and that sustainable public buildings can save at least £20 
million per year through energy and water saving; 

 notes with concern, however, that according to a recent report from the 
National Audit Office most Government departments are failing to meet 
their carbon reduction and energy efficiency targets; 

and therefore resolves to: 

(a) support the Public Sector Buildings (Energy Performance) Bill 
(introduced into Parliament with cross-party support on 5 December 
2007), which would give legal force to the Government's commitment to 
procure only buildings in the top quartile of energy performance; 

(b) write to 

 Phil Woolas MP, the relevant Government Minister, urging him to 
support the Bill as drafted; 
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 Local MPs urging them to sign EDM 673 in support of the Bill and 
to pledge to attend the House of Commons to support the Bill at 
its Second Reading debate on 25th April 2008.

Signed:   Councillors Leverett, Mrs Stribley, Mrs Hillman and Sorton

It was moved, seconded and unanimously 

RESOLVED that the Motion, as detailed above, be CARRIED. 

C180.08 MOTION REFERRED FROM COUNCIL TO THE ENVIRONMENT 
OVERVIEW GROUP ON THE USE OF PLASTIC DRINKING VESSELS: 
COUNCIL’S CONSIDERATION

The following Motion had been referred by Council to the Environment 
Overview Group.

“We are extremely concerned to learn about recent incidents where very 
serious injuries caused by broken glass have been inflicted on people during 
an event spent in various drinking establishments in Poole.

In the light of this, we the undersigned:-

(i) strongly urge the Council, as part of the Review of the Council’s 
Licensing Policy, to adopt a robust Policy of considering the imposition 
of conditions requiring fully polycarbonate drinking vessels to be used 
in premises where the Responsible Authorities make relevant 
representations; and

(ii) request the Council to agree to write to our local MP’s and the Minister 
with representations regarding the introduction of appropriate 
measures to reduce the risk of these appalling incidents”.

Signed: Councillors Lindsay Wilson, Mike Brooke, Mike Plummer, Peter 
Maiden, Daniel Martin, Charles Meachin, Tony Trent, Graham Wilson, Brian 
Clements, Sandra Moore, Daphne Long and David Brown.

The Environment Overview Group had debated the Motion and had 
considered the additional information presented by the Head of Environmental and 
Consumer Protection Services detailed in the Report.  The Environment Overview 
Group had agreed not to support the Motion but to keep it on file to be considered as 
part of the next review of the Council’s Licensing Policy unless this was brought 
forward earlier.

A Member moved the following amendment which was seconded:-

“That Council request a review of the current Licensing Policy regarding 
polycarbonate drinking vessels so that the Policy may be brought in line with 
Bournemouth, as a matter of urgency.”
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Speaking in support of the Amendment a Member explained that these 
measures were seeking to prevent accidents.  She challenged whether the number 
of figures presented by the Head of Environmental and Consumer Protection 
Services represented the true picture in Poole as a number of incidents were not 
reported to the Police.  In Poole, 2% of premises use polycarbonate glasses and in 
Bournemouth the figure was 4%.  She felt that incidences were suppressed as it may 
lead to premises losing their Licence if the full nature of the issue was known.  There 
was a national level of concern over binge drinking and alcohol abuse.  It had been 
shown that Poole had been identified jointly with Bournemouth as the second worst 
place for such incidents in the South West.  

A number of Members spoke against the amendment explaining that it was a 
“knee jerk” reaction.  There had been five glassing injuries and whilst regrettable, 
there were ½ million visitors to Poole.  In a survey of 4,000 premises, 80% of users 
did not wish to drink from polycarbonate vessels.  

A Member was sympathetic with the thinking behind the Motion but felt that 
the use of polycarbonate drinking vessels should be a matter of choice and not a 
“blanket” ban.  

A Member suggested such a ban would send out the message that it was not 
safe to come to Poole.  A Member queried why there was no common policy with 
Bournemouth?  A Member commented that glass bottles were the problem not glass 
drinking vessels.  

On being put to the vote, the Amendment was LOST.

The proposal as detailed on page 9 of the Report to Council was then 
proposed as follows: 

“That the Motion as submitted be kept on file, to be considered as part of the 
next review of the Council’s Licensing Policy unless this was brought forward 
earlier”

This Motion was CARRIED.

C181.08 PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE LIBRARY SERVICE: SUPPLEMENTARY 
AGENDA

Note – Councillors Wilson and Gillard declared interests as Governors of 
Rossmore College.

In accordance with Section 100B(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the 
Mayor agreed that the following Motion should be considered by the Council as an 
urgent item as a decision was required before the next scheduled Meeting of the 
Council.
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“This Council requires that proposed changes to the Central Library be 
deferred pending a thorough scrutiny process to examine means of avoiding 
the action, alternative proposals and alternative means of addressing the 
declining financial situation within the service.”

Signed: Councillors Clements, Brooke, Miss Wilson, Mrs Long, Meachin 
Eades and Wilson

In moving the Motion, a Member explained that the Proposal was similar to 
the call-in scrutiny exercise and he requested that the Council set aside Party 
political considerations as had happened during the call-in scrutiny exercise to look 
at proposals to the changes to the central Library before they were irreversible.  A 
Member explained that there was value in scrutiny and the decision of Cabinet had 
been examined in detail.  This was a Cabinet decision and Cabinet had, from time to 
time, to take difficult decisions and it was open to challenge by Council as a whole.  
Poole expected the Council to be looking after the interests of its Council Taxpayers.  
It expected proper scrutiny and accountability.  A Member stated that the Portfolio 
Holder had claimed that the only alternative to not pursuing the proposals he had 
outlined to Cabinet on the 4th March 2008 was the closure of two branch libraries.  

A Member explained that she supported the Motion was there was reduced 
income to libraries from CDs and DVDs forecast together with pressures for 
maintenance of the building.  There were nine branch libraries, more libraries that 
the Government recommended within Poole.  There was never any political will to 
close a branch library.  She felt that the proposal to combine the Childrens library 
within the Adult Library was not feasible.  By reducing the central library to one floor, 
although it might save £91,000 this was an irreversible cut which, in her opinion, 
would downgrade the service.  She explained it was not the remit of scrutiny to 
identify alternative funding.  She would have liked the opportunity to be included in a 
review of the library services as issues needed to be addressed so the service was 
not downgraded.  The loss of the Central Library would be a catastrophe to the town.

A Member disagreed explaining that the Central Library was used less, 
computers were now used instead of reference libraries.  A Member, a regular user 
of the Central Library explained that the first floor was not used as much.

A Member explained why there was a need to make savings across services.  
The proposals resulted in  the least inconvenience to the public whilst ensuring that 
nine branch libraries stayed open, protecting an excellent library service.  A Member 
explained that Children’s Area in a library was vital and the one in Poole was 
nationally acclaimed and it should not be closed down, explaining that she felt it was 
not good business sense to close down the Children’s Library for a £91,000 saving.

A Member stated that by moving the Children’s Library from the top floor to 
the middle floor it would be easier for all to access.

The Portfolio Holder explained that no-one had suggested alternatives to him 
to provide £176,000 savings from a budget of £2.6M.  A Member commented that 
£91,000 was a “drop in the ocean” and that the changes to the library service should 
be deferred.  She felt that closing the Children’s Library was a false economy.  
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The Portfolio Holder responded explaining that all libraries in Poole had 
shared facilities with children.  He explained that there had been a loss of footfall of 
around 17% and that he was to establish a Cross Party Working Party to support a 
review.  A Member commented that he recognised the need for savings.  It was 
suggested that Cabinet was being one sided and disregarding the wishes of the 
community and that the money should be used from its “war chest”.  A Member 
remarked that at the Cabinet Meeting on the 5th February 2008 there was no mention 
of savings required from the library service.   The Portfolio Holder explained that the  
reduction equated to the savings required was now part of the Council’s approved 
budget and Medium Term Financial Plan.

The requisite number of Members requested a recorded vote on the Motion.  
Voting was as follows:

For: Councillors Brooke, Brown, Clements, Mrs Long, Maiden, Martin, 
Mason, Matthews, Mrs Moore, Plummer, Trent, Miss Wilson, Wilson.

Against:  Councillors Adams, Burden, Mrs Butt, Chandler, Collier, Mrs 
Dion, Mrs Evans, Gillard, Gregory, Mrs Haines, Mrs Lavender, Leverett, 
Montrose, Parker, Rampton, Sorton, Mrs Walton, White, Wilkins and 
Woodcock.

Abstained:  Councillor Allen (The Mayor).

The Motion was LOST.

C182.08 QUESTIONS RELATING TO THE POLICE AND FIRE AUTHORITY

There were no Questions received.

C183.08 QUESTIONS RELATING TO GENERAL BUSINESS

There were five Questions to Council.  In the absence of Councillor Ms 
Atkinson, her questions were not read out at the Meeting and the responses were 
sent to the Questioners.  All 5 Questions and Answers, for ease of reference, are 
included in the Appendix to these Minutes.

C184.08 MAYOR’S LAST COUNCIL MEETING BEFORE ANNUAL COUNCIL

The Leader of the Council and the Leader of the Opposition both 
congratulated the Mayor on the way he had conducted often very difficult Meetings 
of the Council in a good humoured, none partisan fashion.

MAYOR
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APPENDIX A

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS UNDER STANDING ORDER 9.2 TO 9.4

1. Question to Councillor Sorton, Portfolio Holder for Resources from 
Councillor Clements

DISPOSAL OF OAKDALE SITE

“At the Planning Committee on 20th March the Head of Adult Social Care and 
Wellbeing Services advised Members that he had ruled out considering the 
Old Oakdale School site for temporary accommodation of Fourways activities 
until 2010 because of ‘uncertainty over its future’.  May I be told what 
consideration is being given to disposal or alternative use of the Oakdale site 
and what options are being considered for current users?”

COUNCILLOR BRIAN CLEMENTS

RESPONSE

"There are currently no operational plans being developed for the disposal or 
alternative use of the Oakdale site currently being used by Poole Adult Learning. The 
capital priorities of the Borough are set out in the Capital Strategy and Asset 
Management Plan and the Oakdale site is not identified as a priority for specific 
investigation at this time. However, Property Services will be carrying out an 
strategic review of operational assets over the next twelve months and the future of 
the Site will be considered as part of the agreed asset management process."

Councillor Sorton
Portfolio Holder for Resources

2. Question to Councillor Ms Atkinson, Portfolio Holder for Wellbeing and 
Housing from Councillor Clements 

"There is evidence that officers from Adult Social Care and Wellbeing took 
part in a campaign to support the Planning Application 08/18585/016/W for 
the use of temporary buildings at Whitecliff.  Can the Portfolio Holder advise 
me whether she was aware of, or took part in, that campaign?

Further to that campaign, can she explain why those making representations 
were under the impression that if the planning permission had not been 
granted they would face the prospect of the service having to cease and their 
families and carers being forced to change their lives in order to look after 
them?"

COUNCILLOR BRIAN CLEMENTS
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RESPONSE

This Question is in two parts and I will answer each part in turn;  Dealing with the first 
part of the Question as to whether I was aware of or took part in the campaign,  
Firstly, there was no campaign; As the Portfolio Holder I meet monthly with the 
Service Unit Head of Adult Social Care and Well-Being, the Project Manager and the 
Strategic Director for the purpose of being updated on this important project.  

Yes, I was aware that the Service Unit Head and other Officers from that Unit were 
working with users from Fourways to help them understand how the planning 
process works and subsequently helping them to articulate their views and make 
representation such is their right within the planning process.  From the outset of this 
project I, a number of other Members and Officers of the Council have worked hard 
to ensure the ongoing engagement of service users as this Project has developed.

The second part of the Question relating to the impression given by service users 
making representations at the Planning Committee meeting that, were the 
permission for the temporary accommodation not to be granted, they would face the 
prospects of services having to cease and their families and carers being forced to 
change their lives in order to look after them, the two service users who spoke at the 
Planning Committee spoke without the benefit of prepared speeches.  Attending and 
speaking at the Planning Committee meeting which was their choice was, by all 
accounts a harrowing experience given the strength of opposition to the proposal 
they wished to support.  Within their responses, which I was present to witness and 
hear, it was clear that for each of the individuals concerned they were simply 
responding to the circumstances they found themselves in and in doing so 
articulated their individual fears. 

Officers of the Adult Social Care and Well-Being Unit have worked hard to provide 
reassurance for people during what has been an extended period of uncertainty. At 
no time has there ever been any suggestion that services would cease if alternative 
temporary accommodation could not be found. The Council has a duty of care.  
Denial of a service to people with an assessed need would be an extreme and 
serious breach of this Duty.  Neither I nor Officers within Social Services would seek 
to support any suggestion of services being denied to those in need.  

The users of Fourways remain anxious about the arrangements for their temporary 
accommodation. What they now need is certainty about their ability to move to 
Whitecliff and the spotlight, as they see it currently on themselves, being removed.

Councillor Ms Atkinson
Portfolio Holder for Wellbeing and Housing
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3. Question to Councillor Adams, Portfolio Holder for Culture and Leisure 
Services from Councillor Brooke

“What has Poole Council done so far to promote National Reading Year and 
what is planned for the remainder of the year?

COUNCILLOR MIKE BROOKE

RESPONSE

The National Year Of Reading is an initiative from the Department For Children, 
Schools and Families. The year officially starts in April and continues until the end of 
2008.

In Poole, a Steering Group has been set up with representation from the three 
Children’s Services, Children’s Centres, Libraries, Social Services, Adult Learning, 
Arts and Customer Services. The Group also includes the chairman of a local 
company and a worker with the Black and Minority Ethnic (BME) communities. 

Following the National Guidance, key groups for the year have been agreed by the 
Steering Group as:

Children pre-school to secondary with particular focus on:

 Early years
 Teenagers (KS3), particularly boys
 Looked after children
 Black and minority ethnic communities, particularly East European arrivals
 Disabled children (and parents)
Parents and carers of younger children
Adult learners
Older residents

An events calendar has been produced by the Library Service and will be added to 
as the year progresses by other partners. Linked to the monthly themes that 
underpin the year, all libraries will feature simple participatory ways for library users 
to get involved. An author event with best-selling writer Michael Jecks will be held in 
early Summer. Other opportunities to work with authors and publishers are being 
received and pursued on a regular basis as the awareness of the year increases.
Plans being developed at present include:

Libraries and primary schools working to encourage children’s reading through: 

 Involving children in selecting stock for their local library
 Enabling every child to have their own Poole Library ticket
 A groundbreaking partnership using the award winning Read A Million Words 

web-site

A project between CYPIS and libraries to encourage reading in Pupil Referral Units
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A beach hut has been rented for a week in August and will be used to promote the 
year with story-telling and book swaps.

Members of the Steering Group are developing ideas for further projects in the year 
which will be added to the events calendar.

Every opportunity will be taken to promote the year through badging activities which 
link to reading, such as the Summer Reading Challenge and Fun4Kids events. A 
banner to advertise the year at events is being procured. T-shirts featuring the NYR 
2008 logo are also being bought.

Poole News will be featuring the National Year Of Reading on a regular basis, 
starting with an article in the April/May edition.

The first of two national headline campaigns begins at the end of April with a 
National Library membership drive. The Library Service will be taking this unique 
opportunity to encourage residents who are not current users to join. The second 
campaign, in Autumn, is called Reading Volunteers, and will give opportunities for 
business and community engagement.

The National Year Of Reading offers everyone a reminder of the power of the written 
word whether it is found in books, newspapers, song lyrics or on-line. It also will 
demonstrate how reading can support many of the key priorities of this Council.

Councillor Adams
Portfolio Holder for Culture and Leisure

4. Question to Councillor Ms Atkinson, Portfolio Holder for Wellbeing and 
Housing from Councillor Brooke

“Can the Council be told how many empty houses within the private sector 
exist in Poole and how many houses have been taken over by the Council 
since the introduction of the new Empty Houses legislation?

COUNCILLOR MIKE BROOKE

RESPONSE

It is estimated that at any one time there are just over 1,000 empty properties in 
Poole. Of that number 250 are long term ( over six month) empty properties – the 
balance being second homes. It is difficult to determine how many of those 
properties are houses as opposed to flats or other types of accommodation but it is 
estimated  that the majority are flats. 

The Council’s approach to bringing empty property back into use is to begin by 
entering into dialogue with the owner. The legislation requires the Council to exhaust 
dialogue before the Council could proceed to seek an Empty property management 
order. 



BOROUGH OF POOLE COUNCIL – 8 APRIL 2008

23

The Council’s approach has been successful. An example of this is the 
redevelopment of two properties in Seaview Road, one being a house in multiple 
occupation and both being beyond repair. Both properties also suffered from having 
derelict shops below. Through serious dialogue followed by detailed timed 
negotiation with the owner and after the Council declared the properties unfit for 
human habitation  the properties were sold and are now currently being redeveloped 
to provide 12 flats.  Those flats will be offered to the Council for nominations for 12 
households in housing need. This is a successful resolution to a problem without the 
need for the Council to commit cash resources.

Empty Property Management Orders are seen as a last resort where owners of 
properties are intransigent and are not prepared to bring their properties back into 
use. To date in Poole, there has not been the need to use them but we would not   
hesitate  to use them if the need arose.

Councillor Ms Elaine Atkinson
Portfolio Holder for Wellbeing and Housing

1. Question to Councillor Adams, Portfolio Holder for Culture and Leisure 
from Councillor Mrs Moore

HAMWORTHY LIBRARY

“The award of a lottery grant to build a new £1.9 million Library in Hamworthy 
is, I am sure, welcomed by everyone.  Can the Portfolio Holder please 
reassure residents that the planned opening in 2010 will be accompanied by 
sufficient revenue funding to support the excellent level of service that library 
staff have been able to deliver in the past?

COUNCILLOR MRS SANDRA MOORE

RESPONSE

As a service we would welcome any additional revenue to support the new 
Hamworthy Community Library. However, in the current economic climate it is 
recognised that this may not be feasible. Additionally, the outcomes of the bid called 
for a new approach to community engagement, involving the community in decision 
making, and supporting the facility through volunteering etc.  Consequently,  
significant increases in revenue are not anticipated given that the local community 
will support the new facility and that current revenue expenditure for the GAFF is 
incorporated into future revenue expenditure for the new facility. 

Furthermore, the design of the new facility should reduce utility and maintenance 
costs etc.

Councillor Adams
Portfolio Holder for Culture and Leisure


