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26 FEBRUARY 1996
NEW FOREST DI STRI CT COUNCI L
M nutes of a neeting of the New Forest District
Council held at Appletree Court, Lyndhurst on
Monday, 26 February 1996.

p dlr S S Wade - Chairnman
p dlr Mss S A Cooke - Vice-Chairnman

Counci |l | ors: Counci |l | ors:
p K E Austin p Ms A M Howe
p Ms O A M Badl and p J M Hoy
p S Bailey e J A GHutchins JP
p P A Baker e MR Jones
p Ms P D Baker p MJ Kendal
p Maj or C Beeton MBE p GN D Locock
p Ms C A Bianchi p Ms B M Maynard
e E R Bowing p ND M MGCeorge
p DS Burdle p Ms M MLean
p J E Coles p S M Noel
p MR Cox p RF Oton
p D E Cracknell p P G Pearce-Snith
p WF Croydon p C G Ransden
p B D Dash p AWR ce TD
p G Dawson p B Ri ckman
p J J Dawson p Mss GMRickus CBE
p Mss P A Drake p Ms MJ Robinson
p K WDrew p DN Scott
p B C Earw cker p Lieut Col MJ Shand
p AS Enery e S A Shepherd
p Ms L K Errington p Ms B Snmith
p R K CGoodridge p Ms L P Snashall
p WJ Geer e G Spikins
p RCHHale p Ms J K Vernon-Jackson MBE
JP
pLEHaris p MS Wade
p D Harrison p Dr M N Witehead
p F R Harrison p Ms D WIson
p S A Hayes p Ms P A Weth

Oficers Attending:

I B Mackintosh, N J Gbbs, DA Gurney, E S Johnson,
Mss J Debnam Ms J Livesey, T R Sinpson and G Tonbs.

M NUTES.
RESCLVED:
That, subject to the anendnent of Mnute 60(a), eighth
paragraph, last line to refer to the Conmunity Health
Services NHS Trust, the minutes of the neeting held on

8 January 1996, havi ng been circul ated, be signed by the
Chai rman as a correct record.

CHAI RVAN' S ANNOUNCEMENTS.
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(a) Gakhaven Hospice

The Chairnman was pleased to present Ms Case of the
Gakhaven Hospice with a cheque for 471 which had
been raised by staff in the Finance and

Adm nistration Directorate at their recent Dinner
Dance. Over the past four years the Directorate
had rai sed over 2,300 for the Hospice.

M s Case enphasi sed how essential donations such as
this were to continue the work of the Hospice,
whi ch served the conmunity around Lym ngton

(b) New Forest Managenent

The Chairman drew nenbers’ attention to the posters
on office theft displayed at the neeting. These
had been produced by Zurich Minicipal, but the idea
had come from Nigel Hall, the Council’s |nsurance
and Ri sk Managenent officer. The posters were
bei ng distributed, free of charge, to all Zurich's
Local Government customers.

On behal f of the Council, the Chairnan
congratul ated Nigel Hall

LEI SURE SERVI CES COW TTEE

Clr J J Dawson presented the minutes of the neeting
held on 9 January 1996.

On the notion that the m nutes be received: -
RESCOLVED:

That the minutes be received.

PLANNI NG COW TTEE

Clr G Dawson presented the minutes of the neetings held
on 10 January and 14 February 1996

On the notion that the m nutes be received: -

(a) Planning Applications for Comittee Decision
(M nute 193)

In answer to a question fromdIr Scott, dIr G
Dawson advi sed nmenbers that the Council was making
every effort help Parker Baths to find a suitable
site for new factory premi ses. This included a
nmeeti ng between hinmself, the officers and the
managenent of Parker Baths. A planning application
for land at Gordleton Pit had recently been refused
on the grounds that there would have been a
significant incursion into the Geen Belt. A
further application had been submitted, and the

Pl anni ng Committee woul d have to bal ance careful ly
whet her to accept sonme incursion into the G een
Belt, in order to help this inportant |oca
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enmployer. CdIlr G Dawson referred to the press
coverage whi ch some nenbers had sought on the
original application, which had caused unnecessary
anxiety to the workers and nanagers of Parker

Bat hs. He hoped this would not be repeated. dlIr
G Dawson al so remi nded nenbers that the District
Local Pl an sought to provide enough land for the
enpl oyment needs in the District for the next ten
years.

RESOLVED:
That the m nutes be received.
CENTRAL SERVI CES COW TTEE.

Cllr MGeorge presented the mnutes of the neeting held
on 16 January 1996.

On the notion that the m nutes be received and t he
recommendat i ons be adopted: -

(a) List of Attendance

Clr Oton advised nenbers that he had not been
present at this meeting.

(b) Menbers’ Allowances (M nute 57)

Clr Scott asked whether the consideration of the
Members’ Al | owances Schene had taken account of

gui dance that such schemes shoul d be considered on
a cross-party basis so that it net the needs of al
parties and did not becone a source of controversy.

Cllr Geer questioned why the schene was being
anended in advance of the findings of the Wrking
Party which was being established to review
menbers’ al | owances.

Cllr MGeorge advised nenbers that inmediate
anendnents to the Schene had been nmade to give
fairness and consistency in the paynents to
Counci |l l ors attendi ng neetings of outside bodies.
The Working Party had been appointed on a non-
proportionate basis with two nmenbers from each
political party to allow full cross-party
participation in the review

(c¢) "Rural England" : The Rural Wite Paper (M nute 60)

Cllr MGeorge advised nenbers that this decision
shoul d have been recorded as a resol ution

RESOLVED:

That the m nutes be received and the recommendati ons be
adopt ed.

ENVI RONVENTAL SERVI CES COW TTEE



clr

Snmith presented the m nutes of the neeting held on

18 January 1996.

On the notion that the m nutes be received: -

(a)

(b)

(c)

Comunity Health Councils (M nute 75)

Clrs Errington, Earw cker, Rickus and Rice
enphasi sed the need for the Council to have ful
representation on the South East Dorset Conmmunity
Heal th Council, in recognition that people in the
south west of the District now received a
significant proportion of their health care from
Bournenmputh. It was therefore inportant that the
needs of that community were represented through
non- executive lay representatives on the Community
Heal t h Counci |

Clr Robinson spoke of the division of the health
service into purchasers and providers. The

provi der for the Ri ngwood area was the Sout hanpton
and South West Hampshire Comunity Heal th Council.
She recalled the role that Community Health
Counci | s played as wat chdogs of health provision
She believed that the non-executive menbers of
Comunity Heal th Councils were having increasing
dermands pl aced upon them and there was a danger
that re-organi sati on woul d reduce the nunber of

t hese non-executive nmenbers serving on Commi ssions.

Cllr Smith advised nmenbers that a report woul d be
brought to the earliest possible neeting of the
Conmittee on this issue.

Concessionary Travel Scheme - Countyw de Pass
(Mnute 78)

In answer to concerns expressed by dIlr Vernon-
Jackson, CdIlr Smith advised nmenbers that this
Council’s support in principle for a countyw de
concessionary travel scheme was dependant on the
concurrent retention of tokens in this District.
Public transport was not viable in rural areas.
Support was al so subject to the consideration of
detailed costings at the next neeting of the
Conmittee.

Coastal Managenment Plan (M nute 82)

Clrs Rice and Vernon-Jackson spoke of continuing
concern about the contam nation of the coasta
shell fish industry fromthe sewage outfall near
Lym ngton. They questioned the timetable for
renedial works. dIr Rice also questioned the
terns of the consultation with coastal Town and
Pari sh Councils on the Coastal Managenent Pl an.

CAlr Smith confirned that the new sewage treatnent
wor ks had been del ayed and woul d now be finished in
early 1997. This Council had objected to the
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National Rivers Authority on the basis that

the di scharge was not being noved further away from
the shellfish beds. Southern Water would have to
take action by the year 2000 to neet the

requi renents of the EU Water Directive. There was,
however, no inmediate solution. dIlr Snmith also
advi sed nmenbers that coastal Town and Pari sh
Counci | s had been consulted on the Coasta
Management Pl an and the consultation period had
been extended to allow this process to take place.

RESOLVED:

That the m nutes be received.

EMERGENCI ES COW TTEE

Clr Shand presented the nminutes of the neeting held on
22 January 1996.

On the notion that the m nutes be received: -
RESOLVED

That the m nutes be received.

HOUSI NG COW TTEE.

Clr Robinson presented the minutes of the neeting held
on 23 January 1996.

On the notion that the m nutes be received: -

(a) General Fund Revenue Fund Estinmates 1996/97 (M nute
70)

Alr Kendal noved that this item be referred back
for further consideration on the basis that there
shoul d be no increase in rents before the Counci
fully considered the Large Scal e Vol untary Transfer
(LSVT) of the Council’s housing stock. The notion
was seconded by Cdlr WIson, who rem nded nenbers
that she had put forward a question under Standing
Order 9 on this subject at a previous neeting of
the Council (M nute 46, 6 November 1995 refers).
She believed that the tenants had not been fully
consulted on this option and shoul d be, before any
deci sion was nmade to increase rents. The
Conservative Group would be taking a report to the
next neeting of the Housing Comrittee.

Clrs Dash and Earwi cker recalled that tenants had
already indicated that they did not support LSVT
and the Housing Comrmittee had fornulated its policy
on this basis. dIr Dash believed that a failure
to increase rents would put the Housi hg Revenue
Account into deficit, to the detrinment of the

t enant s.



(b)

In replying to the debate, CIr Kendal believed
that there had been no proper financial evaluation
of the effects of LSVT and the decision not to
pursue this option had therefore been taken on
political grounds only. As a result, tenants were
facing a 5% increase in rents, which would not have
been the case if the Council had pursued LSVT. He
bel i eved there were sufficient balances for the
Housi ng Revenue Account not to go into deficit
while the issue was debat ed.

CIr Robinson advised nenbers that the Council had
an obligation to set the rents for the foll ow ng
year at this nmeeting. The list for LSVT in 1996/97
was now cl osed and it would, therefore, be a

m ni mum of ei ghteen nonths before any such
proposal s could be inplenmented. There were other
options to LSVT avail abl e and any change shoul d be
in full consultation with the tenants, as was this
rent increase. CIr Robinson | ooked forward to
seeing the Conservative Group’s paper on LSVT being
considered by the Tenants’ Liaison Comrittee prior
to subm ssion to the Housing Conmittee

Wth fifteen menbers voting for the notion that
this matter be referred back and a greater nunber
agai nst, the anendnent was | ost.

White Paper : Rural England - Housing |ssues
(M nute 76)

Clr Rice questioned whether the Rural Wite Paper
was consultative in nature, to warrant the anmount
of time spent on it by the Council

Clr Wlson did not accept the conclusions that the
pur chase of second honmes in the District raised
house prices, that private rents could be higher
than the cost of buying, nor that a request for
addi ti onal funding for Brown Field sites reflected
the reality of the constraints on such devel opnent
in the District. She believed that |ocal plan
policies were drawn so tightly that there was no
scope for such devel opnent.

Cllr Scott believed the Council’s honel essness
probl em woul d have been solved if it had foll owed
t he LSVT route.

Clr Earw cker recalled that policies in the

Di strict Local Plan now required a proportion of
all new housi ng devel opments to be for social
housing. dIr G Dawson rem nded nenbers that
policies in the District Local Plan were tightly
drawn to protect the New Forest and the
countryside. The menbers for New MIton had not
opposed this course of action

Alr MGeorge advised nenbers that, together with
Clr Geer, he had recently attended a sem nar on
the Wiite Paper. Comment frominterested parties
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was expected and wel comed. He advi sed nenbers that
only one person attending that sem nar had believed
that the proposed exception fromthe right-to-buy
provisions for comunities of fewer than 3, 000
peopl e was correct. Everyone else felt that the
limt should be greater.

Clr Robinson believed that Clr WIson had
received a factual response fromthe officers which
proved that the purchase of second houses raised
house prices. She also pointed out that interest
rates on nortgages had fallen while private rents
had not. She rem nded nenbers that the DoE, not
just this Council’s District Local Plan, advocated
t he re-devel opnent of Brown Field sites as opposed
to using Geen Fields for housing. Brown Field
sites were, however, nore expensive to devel op
Finally, she advised nenbers that in recent years
the Council had provided four to five hundred
addi ti onal homes without follow ng the LSVT route,
and this had not sol ved the honel essness problem

RESOLVED:

That the m nutes be received.

LI CENSI NG COW TTEE

Clr D Harrison presented the minutes of the neeting
hel d on 25 January 1996.

On the notion that the m nutes be received: -
RESOLVED:

That the m nutes be received.

ADJOURNMENT AND RESUMPTI ON OF MEETI NG

The neeting adjourned for lunch at 12.35 pm and resuned
at 1.20 pm

p dlr S S Wade - Chairnan
p dlr Mss S A Cooke - Vice-Chairnan

Counci |l I ors: Counci |l | ors:
p K E Austin p Ms A M Howe
p Ms O A M Badl and p J M Hoy
S Bail ey e J AGHutchins JP
p P A Baker e MR Jones
p Ms P D Baker M J Kendal
p Maj or C Beeton MBE G N D Locock
p Ms C A Bianchi p Ms B M Maynard
e E R Bowing p ND M MGCeorge
p DS Burdle p Ms M MLean
p J E Coles S M Noel
p MR Cox p RF Oton
D E Cracknel | p P G Pearce-Snith
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p WF Croydon p C G Ransden

p B D Dash p AWR ce TD

p G Dawson p B Ri ckman

p J J Dawson p Mss GMRickus CBE
M ss P A Drake Ms MJ Robi nson

p K WDrew p DN Scott

p B C Earw cker p Lieut Col MJ Shand

p AS Enery e S A Shepherd
Ms L K Errington p Ms B Snmith

p R K CGoodri dge p Ms L P Snashal

p WJ Geer e G Spikins

p RCHHale p Ms J K Vernon-Jackson MBE JP
L E Harris M S Wade

p D Harrison p Dr M N Witehead

p F R Harrison Ms D WIson

p S A Hayes p Ms P A Weth

O ficers Attending:

| B Mackintosh, N J Gbbs, DA Grney, E S Johnson,
Mss J Debnam Ms J Livesey, T R Sinpson and G Tonbs.

POLI CY AND RESOURCES COW TTEE.

Clr Coles presented the nminutes of the neeting held on
7 February 1996. The discussion on M nute Nunmbers 93
and 94 took place before the adjournnent before |unch.

On the nmotion that the m nutes be received and the
reconmendati ons be adopted: -

(a) General Fund Revenue Budget 1996/ 97 and Budget
Strategy to 31 March 2000 (M nute 93)

It was proposed and seconded that the neeting be
adjourned to allow nmenbers to receive a photocopy
of Clr Coles’ statenent on the Revenue Budget.
Wth twenty nenbers voting in favour and a greater
nunmber agai nst, the notion was | ost.

It was proposed, seconded and
RESOLVED:

That, in accordance with Standing Order 50,
Standi ng Order 14(4) be suspended to renpve the
time limt on speeches.

Clr Coles rem nded nenbers of the guidelines set
by the Policy and Resources Committee which sought
to consolidate net expenditure plans for 1996/97.
Al'l nmenbers had participated in a detailed revi ew
of the budgets through service Committees, setting
priorities and needs in order to make
recomendations to Policy and Resources. The
budget had been increased by 560,000 (3.7% for
inflation, 184,000 (1.2% for additional mandatory
expenditure, and 315,000 (2.1% for essential
expendi t ure.

This increase of 7% over 1995/96 was not reflected



inthe risein the capping limt of only 0.8% and
the Rate Support Grant had been reduced by 23.3%
from4,497,000 in 1995/96 to 3,449,000 in

1996/ 97. The CGovernnent’s assessment of the
Council's Standard Spendi ng Assessnment had al so
been reduced by 8% Overall, this nmeant that while
expenditure increases had been limted to 1%
through identifying savings el sewhere in the
budget, the consequential tax |levy rose by 14.3%

It was essential that the Council budgeted to its
capping limt to safeguard its position in the
future. Forecasts of expenditure to 1999/2000 had
been considered by the Committee. As part of the
pl anned approach to future budgets, the Oficers
Managenent Team woul d be requested to review the
Council’s structure and net hods of operation to
provi de background information for the Policy and
Resources Committee to consider options for
corporate priorities. The Council would continue
to have to operate within tight financial
constraints. dIr Coles believed that the Counci
continued to deliver exceptional value for noney
for the services it provided to the public.

Alr Coles advised nenbers that reconmendation (c)
shoul d be anmended to show a capping limt of
15.481 mllion instead of 15.440 million as set
out .

A lr Kendal noved the followi ng as an anmendnent to
repl ace recomendation (a): -

"(a) That this Council takes the view that the
present level of Council Tax of 44.49 per
Band D property is sufficient for the
provi sion of high quality services”

He al so noved that Recommendati on (c) be anended to
read: -

"That the CGeneral Fund Revenue Budget for 1996/ 97
be approved at 14.74 mllion".

The amendnents were seconded by dIlr Rice.

Clr Kendal believed that significant savings could
be achi eved by using natural wastage to reduce the
wor kforce. A nore productive workforce could be
pai d hi gher wages. The Council should al so
recogni se the wastage caused by ni stakes, such as
the |l oss on the H ghways contract, and unnecessary
expenditure such as on Dibden Golf Centre.

Sonme menbers believed that the Council was

i ncurring unnecessary expenditure and should linit
itself to that which was essential. Staff could
not rely on the continuation of their jobs.
Government policy sought to restrain |oca
authorities to spend within their incone. There
had been a shift in resources away fromDistricts



(b)

towar ds County education and soci al services
functions. The Council had changed from bei ng one
of the | owest spending authorities in Hanpshire to
t he hi ghest.

O her nmenbers believed that it was essential to
provi de the services that the public demanded. It
was Governnment policy to shift the burden of
taxation to support |l ocal authorities onto the
Counci|l Tax. The gearing effect neant that a 1%
reduction in grant caused an increase of 5%in the
noti onal |evel of Council Tax. This should be
taken up with the Secretary of State by individua
Councillors. They were al so concerned about the
inmplied threat to jobs and that this would
undernine staff norale.

Cllr Austin gave notice of a further anendnent to
reconmendati on (a).

A lr Cooke moved and CIr F R Harrison seconded
that recommendation (e) be anmended to read: -

"That specific provision be created for the
District Local Plan and to oppose the devel opnent
of Di bden Bay Port".

In replying to the debate CIr Col es advi sed
nmenbers that other |ocal authorities in Hanpshire
had i nconme from property whi ch reduced their need
to raise Council Tax. |In addition, there was a

m ni mal discretionary elenment in this Council’s
budget. Wth twenty-one nenbers voting in favour
of the amendment to recomendation (a) and thirty
agai nst, the amendnment was lost. CIr Austin noved
and dlr Scott seconded that recomendation (a) be
anended by the deletion of the words "and drive up
| ocal taxation" and their substitution with "and

i ncrease |l ocal accountability for |ocal taxation"
Wth three nenbers voting in favour and a greater
nunmber agai nst the anendnent was | ost.
Reconmendation (a) as anended to refer to a capping
limt of 15,487m was adopt ed.

Wth twenty nmenbers voting in favour of the
anmendnment to recomendation (c) and thirty against,
the amendnment was lost. Wth the majority of
menbers voting in favour of the amendnent of
recomendation (e) by the insertion of the words
"to oppose the devel opnent"” before "Di bden Bay
Port", the amendnent was carried. Two nenbers

vot ed agai nst that nmotion and CIr Austin asked
that his vote be recorded;

Housi ng Revenue Account Budget 1996/97 (M nute 94)

Further to the views expressed in respect of the
Housing Conmittee minutes, CIlr Kendal advised
menbers that he coul d not support the
recomendati ons. Menbers consi dered each of the
recomendations in turn and, with the majority
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(d)

voting in favour, each recommendati on was adopt ed;

Capital Estimtes 1995/96 and 1996/ 97 and Capita
Expenditure Plans for ‘Ot her Services' 1997/98 to
1999/ 2000 (M nute 95)

Clr Oton did not believe that additiona
discretionary expenditure on the |eisure function
could be justified at this tinme. Wth the

proj ected increase of 63%for 1996/97

di scretionary expenditure on this service had
effectively doubl ed over the last three years. He
supported the staff and admred the end product,
but could not support this increase. He noved that
the estimates for the Leisure Services Conmittee be
reduced by 1 million, with the details to be

agreed in consultation with the Directors of
Comunity Services and Fi nance and Adm ni stration.

The amendnent was seconded by CdIr Kendal who
particul arly opposed additional expenditure on
D bden Colf Centre.

Alr J J Dawson thanked his fellow councillors on
the Leisure Services Cormittee for their work in
devel opi ng the budget for the coming year. The
budget included services which the public denanded
and al so mai nt enance whi ch was essential to
preserve and enhance the Council’'s assets. It was
al so essential to maintain safety standards. The
Audit Commi ssion confirmed that this Council was at
the bottom of the | eague table for District
Councils for expenditure on |eisure. The Counci
coul d not be accused of profligacy.

Clr G Dawson believed the budget process devel oped
t hroughout the year and all ideas for cutting
costs, while continuing to provide quality
services, were welconme. dIr Snith was concerned
that lottery fundi ng was bei ng sought for the
provision of a public service. dIlr Scott
advocat ed savi ngs through voluntary conpetitive
tendering and believed that the Council must

control capital expenditure, which increased
revenue liability in the long-term

Clr Coles rem nded nenmbers that it was essentia
to maintain the Council’s existing |eisure
facilities.

Wth twenty-one nmenbers voting in favour and thirty
agai nst, the anendnent was | ost.

Public Consultation Process (M nute 97)

CGlr R ckman opposed the enpl oynent of consultants
to undertake the public consultation exercise on
car parking charges, when there had al ready been
wi despread expression of public opinion. He noved
as an anendnent that recommendation (c) be not
approved. The anmendnent was seconded by dlIr



Wet h.

In the ensuing debate it was established that the
consul tants’ survey woul d be supported by a
guestionnaire in District News. A four page

suppl enent woul d set out the issues and woul d be
circulated to nmenbers of the Public Relations Sub-
Committee for comrent, prior to publication, in
accordance with normal practice on District News.

Sonme menbers believed that the public consultation
exerci se was unnecessary. The public was not
reticent in expressing their views to their |oca
menbers. Views on car parking were already known,
and had been expressed by a far |arger proportion
of the popul ation than would be canvassed by the
consul tants.

O her nmenbers considered that the consultation
exerci se woul d be wider than just the car parking

i ssue and woul d establish val uabl e baseline

i nformation, on public priorities and aspirations,
agai nst which to make difficult financial decisions
in conmng years. The business comunity supported
the principle of the survey and the Council shoul d
not be afraid to seek public views.

Clr Weth enphasised that, particularly in the
villages, local people made sure their elected
nmenbers knew their views. In a period of financial
constraint significant savings could be nade by not
carrying out this consultation exercise, and by
scrapping District News. She questioned the
validity of any survey findings in the light of
public confusion about the division of
responsibilities between the various tiers of |oca
authorities. Public opposition to car parking
charges had al ready been clearly expressed.

Clr Coles believed that it was essential to
consult the public to establish val uabl e background
i nformati on for making future decisions. This
Council effectively already had a car parking
charge for parking in excess of two hours through
the penalty charge system |Introducing car parking
charges would regul ate the situation

Menmbers were advi sed that the amendnent that
recomendati on (c) be not approved was a direct
negative to the notion before them and nenbers

wi shing to adopt this course of action should vote
agai nst the recomrendati on. The Chairman thereupon
took a vote on each of the recommendations in turn
Wth thirty-five nenbers voting in favour of
recomendati on (a) and none against, the
reconmendati on was adopted. Wth twenty-seven
menbers voting in favour of recomrendation (b), and
si xteen agai nst, the recomendati on was adopted and
with twenty-seven menbers voting in favour of
recomendati on (c) and ei ghteen agai nst, the
recomendat i on was adopt ed.



(e)

(f)

(9)

Eveni ng Meetings (M nute 99)

Clr Coles nmoved that Recomendation (d) be anmended
by the addition of the words "starting this year on
29 April 1996, with the meeting to commence at

10. 00 ant'.

Sonme nmenbers were concerned that a 6.30 pmstart
for nmeetings was the worst possible time for
Councillors with young fanilies, and would al so be
difficult for nenbers of the public wishing to
attend neetings. There was al so concern that
eveni ng neetings woul d cause nore people to trave
across the Forest at night.

O her nmenbers believed that having sone neetings in
the evenings would increase the choice available to
nmenbers and nake service on the Council nore
attractive to working people. Mre people worked
during the day than during the evening. O her
Councils split their meetings between daytinme and
eveni ngs successfully. In addition, it was open to
the Licensing and Central Services Committees to
deternmine a later starting time than 6.30 pm

Wth the majority of nmenbers voting in favour, the
recomrendati ons, as amended as set out above, were
adopt ed.

Strategic Gowmh in Totton Advisory Comittee
(M nute 106)

Clr Burdle did not believe there was any value in
reviewing the role of the Strategic Gowh in
Totton Advisory Committee. That Conmittee had

al ready determned that its original function had
been conpl eted and that it should be di sbanded.

Cllr Coles advised nembers that it woul d be nobst
sensi ble to consider this issue within the context
of the wider review of the Commttee structure.

Anpress Site, Lymington (Mnute 110)

Clr Robinson disclosed a pecuniary interest in
this itemand, having been granted a di spensation
by the Secretary of State for the Environnment to
speak but not to vote, remmined present during its
consi derati on.

QG lrs Robinson and Vernon-Jackson wel coned the

i nterest being expressed in alternative sites and
financi ng arrangenments for the provision of the new
hospital for Lymington. They hoped that the Trust
woul d be able to choose the best site and value for
money to neet the future needs of |ocal people.

Clr Earw cker wel comed the action taken to bring
the Anpress site back into industrial usage. dlIr
McCGeor ge advi sed nmenbers that the site owners had



turned away offers for industrial devel opnent of
the site.

Clr Coles believed that progress was now bei ng
made as a direct result of the Council instituting
conpul sory purchase proceedings. This was the best
way forward. The site should be re-devel oped as
soon as possi ble and he hoped that obstacles would
not be placed in the way.

RESOLVED:

That the minutes be received and the
recomendat i ons be adopted subject to the anmendnent
of the decision at Mnute 93(c) to refer to a
capping limt of 15.481 nmillion, the addition of
the words "for opposing the devel opnent of" before
"....Di bden Bay Port" at Mnute 93(e) and the
addition of the words "starting this year on

29 April 1996 with the neeting to commence at

10. 00 ant' at M nute 99(d).

74. COUNCI L TAX 1996/ 97 ( REPORT A).
RESOLVED:

(a) That it be noted that at its neeting on 8 January 1996
the Council calculated the followi ng anounts for the

year 1996/ 97 in accordance with regul ati ons made under
Section 33(5) of the Local CGovernnent Finance Act

1992: -

(i) 66, 447. 56 being the anount cal cul ated by the
Council, in accordance with regulation 3 of the
Local Authorities (Calculation of Council Tax Base)
Regul ations 1992, as its council tax base for the
year.

(ii) LOCAL COUNCI L AREA

bei ng the amounts cal cul ated by the Council, in
accordance with regulation 6 of the Regul ations, as
the amobunts of its council tax base for the year
for dwellings in those parts of its area to which
one or nore special itenms relate.

(b) That the followi ng anbunts be now cal cul ated by the
Council for the year 1996/97 in accordance with
Sections 32 to 36 of the Local Government and Fi nance

Act 1992: -

(i) 66, 986, 398 bei ng the aggregate of the
amounts which the Council estimtes for
the items set out in Section 32(2)(a) to
(e) of the Act.

(i) 49,584, 720 bei ng the aggregate of the

ampbunt s which the Council estimates for



(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

the itenms set out in Section 32(3)(a) to
(c) of the Act.

17, 401, 678 bei ng the anount by which
the aggregate at (b)(i) above exceeds the
aggregate at (b)(ii) above, calcul ated by
the Council, in accordance with Section
32(4) of the Act, as its budget

requi renent for the year

10, 201, 139 bei ng the aggregate of the
sums whi ch the Council estimates will be
payabl e for the year into its genera
fund in respect of redistributed non-
donestic rates, revenue support grant and
standard spendi ng assessnment reduction
grant, increased by the amount of the
sums whi ch the Council estimates will be
transferred in the year fromits
collection fund to its general fund in
accordance with Section 97(3) of the
Local Covernnment Finance Act 1988
(Council Tax Surplus), and increased by
t he amount of any sum whi ch t he Counci
estimates will be transferred fromits
collection fund to its general fund
pursuant to the Collection Fund
(Communi ty Charges) directions under
Section 98(4) of the Local Governnent

Fi nance Act 1988 made on 15 January 1996
(Communi ty Charge Surplus).

108. 36 bei ng the anmount at (b)(iii)
above | ess the ampunt at (b)(iv) above,
all divided by the ambunt at (a)(i)
above, calcul ated by the Council. in
accordance with Section 33(1) of the Act,
as the basic ambunt of its council tax
for the year.

1,921, 228 bei ng the aggregate anount
of all special itens referred to in
Section 34(1) of the Act.

(vii)79.45 being the anpbunt at (b)(v) above less the

(viii)

result given by dividing the anount at
(b)(vi) above by the amount at (a)(i)
above, cal culated by the Council, in
accordance with Section 34(2) of the Act,
as the basic ambunt of its Council Tax
for the year for dwellings in those parts
of its area to which no special item

rel ates.

bei ng the anpbunts given by adding to the
amount at (b)(vii) above the anpunts of the
special itemor items relating to dwellings
in those parts of the Council’s area



75.

nmenti oned above divided in each case by the
anount at (a)(ii) above, calculated by the
Council, in accordance with Section 34(3)
of the Act, as the basic amounts of its
council tax for the year for dwellings in
those parts of its area to which one or
nore special items relate.

(ix) PART OF THE COUNCI L' S AREA

These are the District plus Town/ Parish
Council elenments only. See page 18 for the
full anpbunts of Council Tax.

bei ng the anpunts given by multiplying the anbunts at
(b)(vii) and (b)(viii) above by the nunber which, in
the proportion set out in Section 5(1) of the Act is
applicable to dwellings listed in a particul ar

val uation band di vi ded by the nunber which in that
proportion is applicable to dwellings listed in

val uati on band D, cal culated by the Council, in
accordance with Section 36(1) of the Act, as the
amounts to be taken into account for the year in
respect of categories of dwellings listed in

di fferent valuati on bands.

(c) That it be noted that for the year 1996/97 the

Hampshi re County Council and the Hanpshire Police

Aut hority have stated the follow ng amounts in
precepts issued to the Council, in accordance with
Section 40 of the Local CGovernnent Finance Act 1992,
for each of the categories of dwellings shown bel ow -

PRECEPTI NG AUTHORI TY

(d) That, having cal cul ated the aggregate in each case of

the amounts at (b)(ix) and (c) above, the Council, in
accordance with Section 30(2) of the Local Governnent
Fi nance Act 1992, hereby sets the follow ng amobunts as
t he amounts of council tax for the year 1996/97 for
each of the categories of dwellings shown bel ow -

PART OF THE COUNCI L' S AREA

NOTI CE OF MOTI ON

In accordance with Standing Order 7 Clr MGeorge noved
the foll ow ng notion:-

"That the Council wel cones the changes in Loca
Government during the past year in South Africa and
seeks ways in which this Council could help, at mnimal
financial cost, the new adm nistration of Loca
Authorities in that country, with environnents sinilar
to that of the New Forest District Council"”



76.

The notion, on being seconded, was referred to the
Policy and Resources Conmittee for debate, for a report
to be brought back to the next neeting of the Council.
COVMON SEAL.

RESCLVED

That the Common Seal of the Council be affixed to any

Orders, Deeds or Docunments necessary to give effect to
any deci sions made at this neeting.

CHAI RMAN



