ENVIRONMENTAL SCRUTINY COMMITTEE
SPECIAL MEETING
5th February, 2002

Meeting commenced:
2.00 p.m.
"
ended:
3.55 p.m.
PRESENT:
Councillor Lightup - in the Chair

Councillors A.K. Holt, Johnson, Judge, B.P. Murphy, Salmon


and Wallsworth

ALSO PRESENT:


Councillors Boyd, Garrido, Heywood, Merry, S. Miller, Upton and Warner

79.
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were submitted on behalf of Councillors Hincks and Payne.

80.
DECISION CALLED-IN - AREA PLANS
The Head of Law and Administration outlined the procedure for dealing with a request for a decision to be called-in.  He indicated that the Scrutiny Committee had been convened to consider a request for a decision made by Cabinet to be called-in, as it was felt that, in relation to the Area Plan for Worsley/Boothstown, such decision had not been made in accordance with the principles outlined in the Constitution.  The call-in request suggested that the following principles had not been applied: 

(b) due consultation and the taking of appropriate advice from officers,

(d) presumption in favour of openness, 

(e) clarity of aims and desired outcomes, 

(f)  due consideration to be given to alternative options and 

(h) Wednesbury reasonableness.

Mr. C. Findley of the Development Services Directorate reported on the process used in developing the Area Plans for each Service Delivery Area with specific reference to the changes which related to items WB1, WB2 and WB9 of the Worsley/Boothstown Area Plan.  In respect of these policies, Cabinet had considered not only the wording recommended by the Community Committee, but also revised wording recommended by three Cabinet Members who had reviewed the content of all Area Plans.  Cabinet had decided to approve the wording recommended by the three Cabinet Members. 

Councillors Bob Boyd and Karen Garrido, as representatives of the signatories of the call-in notice, reported on the reasons why they felt the decision was not made in accordance with the principles outlined in the Constitution with specific reference to:-

· (b) - it was felt that the consultation procedure was incomplete as the amendments referred to in WB1, WB2 and WB9 were not referred back to the Community Committee for consideration.

· (d) - the presumption in favour of openness had not been complied with as neither Ward Councillors nor the Community Committee had been involved in the decision to amend the text of the plan.

· (e) - there was no clarity of aims or desired outcomes as the reasons for making such amendments were unclear, and the effect of the revised wording for item WB1 was also unclear.

· (f) - the Cabinet had failed to consult the Community Committee with regard to whether alternative options would be appropriate.

· (h) - it was unreasonable for the Cabinet to take such a decision without consulting the Community Committee.

Councillor Merry reported that when the consultation exercise commenced on the Area Plans, meetings of Political Executive Groups were held at which it was indicated that local Community Committees would be involved in the process.  However, it was pointed out that there would be occasions when items in individual plans affected the city as a whole and on which a citywide view would be required.

Councillor Merry referred to the text with specific reference to:-

· WB1 - he acknowledged that there was a need to respect the status of the Green Belt and this had been defended.

· WB2 - it was appropriate to make reference to the fact that a planning application had been received relating to Salford Forest Park in view of the size of the site involved.  Item WB2 made no mention of any views which the Council might have or the application, which would be considered by the Planning and Transportation Regulatory Panel in the usual way.

· WB9 - the insertion of the words "in the meantime" allowed the City Council to reserve its position should the review of school provision not indicate a requirement for a new/replacement school on this site.

Councillor Merry also indicated that there were a number of amendments in the Area Plan which had been suggested by the Community Committee, thus highlighting their involvement in the process.

During discussion on the above submissions, reference was made to (a) the need for the planning application in relation to Salford Forest Park to be referred to in the Area Plan as it represented a major development proposal, (b) planning applications which had been referred to in other Area Plans, (c) the possibility that referring to the planning application for Salford Forest Park could be viewed as prejudging the outcome of the planning application, (d) the effectiveness of the consultation exercise, (e) WB1, WB2 and WB9 being areas of conflict, therefore it was important that the Community Committee was involved, (f) the need to protect the Green Belt and (g) the need to re-consult the Community Committee as this would provide an opportunity for a compromise to be reached with regard to the appropriate wording within the plan.

Members of the Committee discussed the issues raised and it was felt that in relation to WB1 and WB2 there was a need for further clarity of the aims and desired outcomes.

RESOLVED:
(1) THAT the decision in relation to Area Plans be referred back to the Cabinet for reconsideration, insofar as it relates to items WB1 and WB2 within the Worsley/Boothstown Area Plan, as it is felt that there is a lack of clarity of the aims and desired outcomes of these policies.



(2) THAT a recommendation be made to the Cabinet that the Community Committee be consulted with regard to the final wording of items WB1 and WB2.



(3) THAT if the Cabinet is minded not to alter their original decision, the matter be referred to the Council for consideration.



(4) THAT no further action be recommended in relation to item WB9 within the Worsley/Boothstown Area Plan.
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