Council
Minutes of Proceedings
At the Ordinary Meeting of the District Council of Ryedale held as a virtual meeting on
Thursday 18 February 2021 (and reconvened on 25 February 2021)
Present
Councillors

Joy Andrews, Paul Andrews, Arnold, Bailey, Brackstone, Burr MBE, Clark,
Cleary (Chairman), Cussons MBE, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Frank,
Garbutt Moore (Vice-Chairman), Goodrick, Graham, Hope, Di Keal, King,
MacKenzie, Mason, Middleton, Oxley, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray, Wass and
Windress

In Attendance
Stacey Burlet, Simon Copley, Andrew Ellis (18.02.21), Anton Hodge, Lisa Hutchinson, Barry
Khan, Emma Lawer (25.02.21), Christine Phillipson, Adrian Simmons (IT support 25.02.21),
Phillip Spurr, Paul Taylor (IT support 18.02.21), Ellen Walker, Margaret Wallace and Louise
Wood
Minutes

57

Apologies for absence
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Hope for 18 February 2021 and
from Councillor Raper for 18 and 25 February 2021.

58

Public Question Time
There were no public questions.

59

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 3 December 2020 (and
reconvened on 10 December 2020)
The minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 3 December 2020 were
presented.
Resolved
That the minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 3 December 2020
be approved and signed as a correct record.
The resolution was carried by general affirmation.

60

Minutes of the Extra-Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 27 January 2021
The minutes of the Extra-Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 27 January 2021 were
presented.
Resolved

Council

1

Thursday 18 February 2021

That the minutes of the Extra-Ordinary Meeting of Council held on 27 January
2021 be approved and signed by the Chairman as a correct record.
The resolution was carried by general affirmation. Councillor J Andrews abstained.

61

Urgent Business
There was no urgent business.

62

Declarations of Interest
The Chairman advised that declarations of all Members of North Yorkshire County
Council would be taken as given.
Councillor Garbutt-Moore declared a personal pecuniary and prejudicial interest in item
13b (Minute 32 – Milton Rooms Progress Report, and Grant Request) as the Council’s
representative on the Milton Rooms Management Committee.
Councillor Mackenzie declared a personal, non-pecuniary interest in item 14c (Motions
on Notice – Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr) as a
Member of a Town Council.
Councillor Delaney declared a personal, non-pecuniary interest in item 14c (Motions on
Notice – Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr) as a
Member of a Town Council.
Councillor Burr declared a personal, pecuniary and prejudicial interest in item 13c
(Minute 33 – Car Parking Strategy) as an owner of commercial properties in Ryedale.
Councillor Burr also declared a personal, non-pecuniary interest in item 14c (Motions
on Notice – Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr) as a
Member of two Town Councils.
Councillor P Andrews declared a personal, non-pecuniary interest in item 14c (Motions
on Notice – Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr) as a
Member of a Town Council.
Councillor King declared a personal, pecuniary and prejudicial interest in item 13b
(Minute 32 – Milton Rooms Progress Report, and Grant Request) as a member of the
Milton Rooms Management Committee. Councillor King also declared a personal, nonpecuniary interest in item 14c (Motions on Notice – Proposed by Councillor P Andrews
and seconded by Councillor Burr) as a Member of a Town Council.
Councillor Keal declared a personal, non-pecuniary interest in item 14c (Motions on
Notice – Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr) as a
Member of a Town Council.

63

Announcements
The Chairman and Head of Paid Service had no announcements.

64
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65

To Councillor Duncan, Leader of Council, from Councillor J Andrews
To Councillor Duncan, Leader of the Council, from Councillor J Andrews:
“In reference to Council support for people requiring to self isolate (£500)
i) How many people have applied to RDC?
ii) Of those applications, how many have been granted?”
Councillor Duncan, Leader of the Council, replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Andrews, for your question. As of today the number of
applications the Council has received is 177. Of those, we have paid 85. Of the 85 that
have been paid 58 have been on the mandatory scheme and 27 have been paid on the
discretionary scheme. RDC has funding available for a further 11 more discretionary
payments.”
Councillor J Andrews then asked the following supplementary question:
“So less than 50% that have applied have received the £500 payment. What are the
reasons for the rejection?”
The Leader then replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Andrews, for your supplementary question. That equates to
48% so there or thereabouts what you put forward. The reasons for that is that they do
not meet the criteria that has been put forward by the Council.
There is a series of criteria which have had to be put in place, a capital limit of up to
£6,000, and a lower threshold of £80 per week rising to £290 per week, that’s on the
discretionary scheme.
The mandatory scheme relates to people in receipt of a range of benefits including
universal credit, working tax credit, income based ESA, jobseekers allowance, income
support, housing benefit and/or pension credit. So there is a range of criteria, people
apply and their application is assessed against that criteria.”

66

To Councillor Raper, Chairman of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee, from
Councillor Clark
To Councillor Raper, Chairman of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee, from
Councillor Clark:
“As a member of the committee that overviews and scrutinizes the LEP, could you
please update Council on the progress made?”
The Chairman replied on Councillor Raper’s behalf:
“I attended the LEP Overview and Scrutiny Meeting on 3 December 2020, where we
received a number of presentations. A discussion was held on future plans for LEP
scrutiny. It was agreed that meetings would be held 3 times a year, with a focus on
specific issues, rather than an overview of service performance. These issues would
begin with carbon reduction and COVID recovery but develop in line with local authority
scrutiny work programme priorities.”
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67

To Receive a Statement from the Leader of the Council and to Receive Questions
and Give Answers on that Statement
Councillor Duncan, Leader of the Council, presented the following statement:
LEADER’S STATEMENT
As if the COVID-19 pandemic and the prospect of reorganisation were not enough to
deal with, our district was confronted with a new problem last month: flooding. This
council rose yet again to the challenge however, going above and beyond, as we
always do, to help those affected.
Amidst these major challenges, I am proud of how we have continued to deliver day
today services while also bringing forward a range of key and transformational projects
to benefit of our residents. The past few months have shown the very best of what our
council can do, and I know from the comments I have received it has been very much
appreciated by the community.
Flooding
Last month, Malton, Norton and Old Malton faced their biggest flooding challenge since
the defences were installed. Despite tense moments, the cross-agency effort on the
ground meant the worst-case scenario was averted. The majority - but sadly not all
properties in the towns were protected. We had 29 pumps deployed on the ground at
the height of the situation, with teams working round the clock. I salute their heroic
efforts.
Flooding was not contained to just this area, however. Fryton, Slingsby, Low Marishes,
Buttercrambe, Pickering and others were also affected, with a number of properties
flooded or cut off by road closures. We were able to support residents here too.
Thank you to everyone involved in the effort, from Ryedale District Council, the
Environment Agency, Yorkshire Water, North Yorkshire Fire & Rescue and others. The
task now for this council is to use its influence to bring partners together and push for
further protection. We must identify relevant measures, and ensure they are delivered.
While it is right for us to contribute, we cannot do it alone, nor should we. Our officers
have started preliminary work with a view to reporting to members in due course.
COVID-19
Ryedale citizens and businesses continue, on the whole, to be exemplary in following
the national lockdown. I thank them wholeheartedly for this. Testing sites at Thornton
Dale and Malton are being used regularly. Meanwhile, GP surgeries in Malton and
Pickering are playing their part in the amazing nationwide vaccination effort. We are
supporting this, with our car parks commandeered to assist with the local programme.
We are working to get the latest business grants out to those who so desperately need
them. So far, we have sent out over £30m in total, including £8m for the six schemes
we currently have open. There is support too for citizens who are worried about paying
their rent or mortgage, and for the lowest paid who are self-isolating. We continue to
work with our partners, community organisations and amazing volunteers to support
our most vulnerable.
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In addition to the above, we now have a dedicated COVID Marshall patrolling Ryedale
daily to help give advice and educate businesses about the current government
guidance and restrictions. The Marshall works across all departments of the council
and reports back any issues for the Environmental Health Department to follow up. His
work is likely to only increase as we reopen sectors of our economy in coming months.
North Yorkshire Police
Malton’s Neighbourhood Policing Team and front counter services moved into Ryedale
House on February 1. Our priority has been to ensure police officers remain stationed
locally in Malton, for the benefit of the town and the wider district. I’m delighted to
confirm that’s what we’ve been able to achieve after years of uncertainty. Going
forward, the move should help our district be an even safer place, with our communities
team able to work in even closer cooperation with police officers on issues such as
speeding and antisocial behaviour.
Investing in Ryedale
We continue to make significant investment in our district. Already we have approved
£450k to improve infrastructure in Malton and Norton and around £3.5m, rising to
£5.2m with Homes England grant funding, to deliver the most ambitious housing
programme since the transfer of our council homes. We have also agreed, with eight
other authorities, to commence discussions with the Government about a devolution
deal for York and North Yorkshire worth more than £2bn.
Tonight we discuss a new car parking strategy for the district, a funding contribution to
the Milton Rooms and significant investment in Thornton Road Industrial Estate in
Pickering - one of the biggest economic investment projects this council has even been
involved with, stimulating growth and creating jobs at a time they are needed most.
This progress represents an immense amount of background work and significant
cross-party agreement, which should not be downplayed.
Hungate Centre
Efforts to save the Hungate Centre for community use continue. At the time of writing, I
am due to meet with RVS management directly to stress the strength of feeling
amongst councillors and the public we represent. It is my hope that a solution can be
found in line with the council’s wishes. I will update councillors in due course.
Climate change
Work to deliver our Climate Change Action Plan is gathering momentum. We have
supported an application for BEIS funding for a Geothermal Heat Project in
collaboration with Third Energy Ltd and the LEP. We are also supporting the Circular
Malton and Norton project team in investigating the feasibility of an Anaerobic Digester/
Biogas development project. Progress with the Malton to Pickering Cycle Route
continues, as does the development of a Low Carbon Staff Travel Plan.
We are also putting in 10 additional electronic vehicle charging points across five of our
car parks: Cleveland Way in Helmsley, Town Farm in Kirkbymoorside, Vivis Lane and
Eastgate in Pickering and Wentworth Street in Malton. The streetlight replacement
scheme continues, with 262 of 277 conventional lights replaced with LEDs so far.
Excellent progress, but with more to do.
Council
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Local government reorganisation
At the time of writing, it is expected that government will soon consult on proposals for
local government reorganisation. On the current timeline, a final decision by the
Secretary of State on which option to implement - North Yorkshire and York, or East &
West - is expected this summer. Whatever the future may hold for local Government in
Ryedale, it is vital that we continue working to best meet the needs of our residents,
ensuring the next few months go down as amongst the most productive in our 47-year
history.
The following questions were received on the Leader’s Statement:
1. From Councillor Paul Andrews:
“I first of all would like to commend the work that the Council staff has done in dealing
with the [flooding] crisis. What I'm concerned about is the way in which the Councillors
dealt with flooding before the crisis actually arose. Members of Ryedale District
Council, used to meet on a quarterly basis in what used to be called a Flood Risk
Management Liaison Group . I think, eventually it had a different name. The last
meeting of that took place about two years ago, and I can't recall the decision ever
being made to wind it up. So, can you please Councillor Duncan tell me why has this
not met? And when it’s going to meet again? And what action will be taken to
immediately make sure that Members are involved in the planning in regard to flood
prevention?
I have a second question related to the same issue. And that is in regards to the Arup
plan. The Arup plan was approved by this Council, I think about two years ago. And
yet, I haven't seen any work being carried out on the ground. Could Councillor Duncan,
please explain what the position is, what progress has been made? And when we may
expect to find that, when we may expect to see someone on the ground actually doing
some work to implement it? Thank you, Chair.”
The Leader replied:
“On the first question that Councillor Andrews raised about the Flood Risk
Management Liaison Group, it's my understanding there are no plans for that group to
meet. However, as I'm sure he is aware, there is a community client group which is
meeting to oversee, engage and inform the Malton, Norton and Old Malton flood
alleviation scheme. He is a member of that body, and it is due to meet on the 22nd of
February.
In terms of the second question, which he raised about the Arup plan, I am going to
take that to mean the Malton, Norton and Old Malton flood alleviation scheme which we
invested over £300,000 in alongside our partners, North Yorkshire County Council and
the LEP. Significant work has taken place on the rollout and development of that
scheme. And the work is due to conclude on the 31st of March. So, progress has
happened. It will continue to happen. And the engagement will continue to take place
with local elected members and others through the community client group which has
been established.”
Councillor Paul Andrews then asked the following supplementary question:
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“I have some supplementals Chairman, because I don't think Councillor Duncan has
answered the question. I asked him why had the Flood Risk Management Liaison
Group meeting been discontinued. Who had authorised its discontinuance? Is it just
Councillor Duncan who's decided to discontinue that meeting? I want an answer.
Members should be involved and as far as I can see, members have been deliberately
marginalised.
Now I've realised that there is a community client group, but that is associated directly
and only with Malton and Norton. It has absolutely no remit to deal with anything
outside Malton and Norton. This is therefore not the same thing as the Flood Risk
Management Liaison Group . And I would therefore please ask when was it was
agreed by this Council that we were going to discontinue those meetings? Who agreed
it? Who decided it?
On the second question, which was about the Arup scheme, what I asked was, when
would we see any work being done on the ground? Not how far have we got to the
planning stage. I just want to know when we can actually see somebody actually doing
some work there. Thank you, Chair.“
The Leader replied:
“With regards to Flood Risk Management Liaison Group, that has no formal constitution
basis within the Council. I don't know when it was established and why it was
established. I don't know why it hasn't met. But there is now this body [the community
client group] which is due to meet on the 22nd of February, where a range of members
from across Malton and Norton are able to meet to discuss the rollout of the for the
flood alleviation scheme.
The second part related to that scheme, the work is already ongoing on the ground,
and is due to complete next month.”
Councillor Paul Andrews replied:
“Therefore, Chairman, the decision to wind up the Flood Risk Management Liaison
Group has not been made by Members of this Council, it has been made by Councillor
Duncan. And I think that is absolutely appalling.”
The Leader replied:
“I've just confirmed that no decision has been taken by me with regards to the Flood
Risk Management Liaison Group. I don't know on what basis it was ever constituted,
and on what basis it ever met, but it was really an informal grouping. And as I stated
very clearly, there is going to be the community client group which will bring together all
the relevant agencies including local councillors, of which Councillor Andrews is one, to
discuss issues related to flooding, not just the flood alleviation scheme, but more wider
issues as well in the Malton, Norton and Old Malton area.”
2. From Councillor Keal:
“In reference to your comments, Councillor Duncan, on flooding, I'd like to add my
thanks to the efforts made by the Council, especially by the effort via depot staff for
their prompt response to the crisis. And I have to say, that everything did not run as
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smoothly as I think you would probably like us to believe but that’s something that
needs to be picked up outside this meeting.
There are some comments in your statement, which really worry me. And I'd like to ask
for clarification and commitment from you as Leader. Mainly, for the sentence that was
in the motion that Councillor Mason and myself are putting later on in the meeting but is
likely to stand straight deferred to P and R. The comments that I'd like some
clarification on are, ‘we further call on the Council to request that officers enter into
immediate talks with Yorkshire Water, the Environment Agency and North Yorkshire
County Council, to seek funding contributions towards a scheme that will be required to
build a permanent pumping solution’. And the following sentence ‘following recent
events in Norton, when floodwaters were only kept out of people's homes and
businesses by 24/7 pumping and property was once again surrounded by raw sewage’,
‘this matter be considered urgent and requiring immediate action’. So, my question is
Councillor Duncan as a fellow Norton Councillor, do you as Leader agree that the type
and the levels of flooding in Norton along with the ongoing repercussions is totally
unacceptable both to the residents affected, the community as a whole of Malton and
Norton, and to this Council? And will you commit to treating this matter with the
urgency it deserves and ensuring that a report on this motion is brought before the next
meeting of P and R, and the motion returns to the very next Full Council? Because I
think this matter is incredibly urgent and I would like to you to commit to that process
and so, that would have bring a report back to the April meeting of full Council. Thank
you.”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you Councillor Keal for your question. And just picking out some of the parts
there. In the preamble, you mentioned that some of the response may not quite have
gone as smoothly as we could have hoped. Clearly, if there are any lessons which we
need to learn they will be taken forward by the multi-agency meeting that is due to take
place. We will learn from anything which we can, which will help inform the response to
future flood events if and when they happen. Clearly, the response is never going to be
perfect. As you know, as we all know, the river level this time was the highest that it
has ever been, the highest recorded level, with flood levels above the 2000 record. We
had at the height of the event 29 pumps on the ground keeping water away from
properties, we had a number of our officers out, we deployed 1700 sandbags. And we
had a number of officers on the ground, providing reassurance, knocking on doors. So,
I do think that we have done a really good job as a Council and appreciate your
comments with that regard.
In terms of where we go from here and what we do next, clearly Ryedale District
Council has always gone, I think, above and beyond not just in terms of response, but
in terms of pushing for action. I know, Councillor Keal that you've been on with this for
a very long period of time as have of other members of the Council. That is something
which we need to continue to do, to use our influence and our role to ensure the
partners that we work very closely with fulfil their responsibilities. And that we can take
the action which we need to, to ensure that we get the very best levels of resilience,
very best levels of prevention in place. It's not going to be easy.
As I was trying to get across in my statement, it's going to take a lot of hard work and
effort. But I think that as a Council, we are in a perfect place to bring people together.
In terms of the urgency element of this, I believe that you are right, we do need to
ensure that we take urgent action on this item. But we also need to ensure that any
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money which we spend on flood measures are the right ones, and that we are ensuring
the partners are also contributing. So, we will be able to consider your motion.
I would like to believe that at the next meeting of Policy and Resources there will be a
report. I would like to believe that we could bring something back to the next meeting of
Full Council. However, the request that is in your motion is for £2.5 million. I'm not
100% clear on the costings for that and how we may be able to ensure delivery of it as
a district council with no legal power to do so given that other bodies have those legal
powers, duties and responsibilities. So, it's going to be a difficult one but it needs full
and thorough consideration which I am pledging will take place from this Council to see
what is the best thing we can possibly do to help move these issues forward. We don't
want to have roads closed. We don't want to have sewage in people's gardens. We
don't want to have properties flooded. We all want to help address those issues and do
what we possibly can. But we need to ensure that every penny and every pound that
we spend is spent in the wisest way possible for the maximum benefit of the residents
of the district.”
Councillor Keal then asked the following supplementary question:
“I just want to make Members aware that I believe that the matter and the motion,
whatever we discuss this evening, is that my motion actually said up to £2.5 million. So,
I wasn't saying that Ryedale would commit to that. What I am asking is for that urgency.
And so, I think you've committed so far, Councillor Duncan to getting something to next
P and R meeting, I would like you to go slightly further than that. And say that you
would like to return this for the next Full Council meeting in April.”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Keal. What I would say is with regard to the costing of the £2.5
million, I do recognise that is an up to cost. But clearly, we need to ensure that
whatever we are committing to fits in with what partners are doing in terms of their work
programmes and the measures which can be put into place. What I would say as well
is that I believe we should make an in principle decision to contribute to the works and
measures which you are talking about. Perhaps other measures and other works as
well. We make that in principle decision to contribute. And then we look at what exactly
are the schemes. How is it going to work? Who is going to deliver them? And how are
we going to ensure that we get the benefit to the residents which we represent. That is
going to take a period of time but I think an in principle decision to contribute - I'm not
saying that's necessarily £2.5 million. I'm not saying definitively for the scheme you've
outlined. An in principle contribution I think is the right thing for us to do as a Council.
In terms of bringing something back to the Council next time, it will be obviously the will
of the Policy and Resources Committee. And I haven't seen the information. I'd like to
try and endeavor, Councillor Keal, to bring your motion back so that we can at least
give some clarity, so it's not just sitting there for months on end. I would like to
hopefully try and say, I think we both want the same thing here as representatives of
Norton. I'd like to try and get us there in the quickest way that we possibly can and
hopefully that answers your question.”
Councillor Keal then asked:
“During my time on this Council, as Members know I’ve been heavily involved in a lot of
the development and funding of flood alleviation, both in Malton, Norton, Old Malton
Council
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and in Pickering. I've always worked closely I believe with officers, particularly
postevent on what has happened after the many floods that Ryedale has faced. So, my
question is, due to the fact the role of Member Champion is now under review, when
did it become the policy of this Council to ask a Member Champion, rather than an
officer to gather feedback from other Members on topics that are as important to our
residents as flooding? And just as a point of clarification before you answer that
Councillor Duncan, this is with no disrespect to the Member Champion concerned, I
just want to know, whether the policy of the Council has actually changed because I've
never been in this position before. I've always been able to feedback directly to officers.
Thank you.”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Keal, for your question. What I would say is that every Member
of this Council is free to speak to our officers at any time and pass feedback, be it on
flooding, be it on any other item, they are free to do so. With regards to the Member
Champions, you're right. They are under review, and they have been under review now
for many months. The outcome of that review, I'm not certain when that might be. And
I'm not sure whether it is at the top of our priority list at this point in time. But clearly, we
do have Member Champions that have been appointed to be responsible for certain
championship areas, their duties and their responsibilities are not clear to me as
Leader of the Council. And what I would say is that I’ve had no engagement directly
with the Member Champion for climate change and environment, which appears to
have taken flooding as well, so I can't comment on his actions and I can't comment on
the process leading to that. All I will say is that any Member, yourself included, is free
to engage with our officers and provide feedback at any time.”
3. From Councillor Raine:
“I would just like to ask Councillor Duncan, where he's got up to now with negotiations
with the Hungate Centre. As you say, at the time of writing, I'm due to meet with the
RVS management directly. So, I just wondered if it's possible to have an update?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Raine, for your question. I have now met with RVS
management. The meeting, I think, was a positive one. And they were able to present
their point of view on clearly an issue which many people care about, and feel
passionately about. They have promised to share with us some financial information
relating to the funding which they are seeking to reap from the sale. And they have now
done that, but that information has only come through to me today. Councillor, I think
you've seen it as well, and other Councillors may also have seen it. It was only sent to
me today. So, I haven't been able to digest all of that information at this point in time.
The meeting on the whole was a positive one. But what I would say is, they have still
not had any formal bid put to them by any community group to acquire the building, to
purchase the building from them. And clearly, they were keen for that to happen. But
that has not been possible at this point in time.
In terms of identifying the role for this Council, clearly, if a sale does proceed on the
open market and residual funding is released above the amount that they are seeking
to recover, then on that basis there may be a role for Ryedale to investigate what we
can play in allocating, looking after that amount of funding on behalf of the trust, which
originally was responsible for the building.”
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Councillor Raine then asked the following supplementary question:
“Obviously, Councillor Duncan you're not being totally updated with the fact that Mel
Bonney from CaVCA has put in a bid that the actual CaVCA in takeover, transfer of the
trusteeship. And she's waiting to hear from the RVS, she's put that in a while ago now.
So obviously, if CaVCA were to take over the trusteeship, it would be wonderful. So,
I'm not sure you know, what you know about that? Or you don't know about that?”
The Leader replied:
“What I would say, Councillor Raine, is obviously, I know, you're asking me a question
here. But it sounds like you know more information than I do with regards to the bid, the
request that's being put in to the RVS. That sounds very encouraging if that has been
put forward. And if that could be a viable way forward, that to me would be very
encouraging. And I'm happy to engage with you separately about that. If there's
anything I can do to help and assist bring that to a sort of successful fruition.”
4. From Councillor Wass:
“The question I want to ask is about flooding, actually. As Councillor Duncan
mentioned, you know, gathering information for future meetings that Councillor Keal
has asked for is obviously going to take some period of time. But the problem is with
everything we're dealing with, we don't have that comforter, if you like. You know,
people are in desperate need, either of community services, such as the RVS Centre
or in terms of being safe. And if we are to believe what the scientists are telling us and
as Councillor Duncan said, that the river levels were at the highest this time that they've
ever been, things are only going to get worse. And I haven't been on the Council, a
great deal of time, but you're already hearing the same problems being reiterated to do
with sewage. And it just seems as though, that nothing is been dealt with as a matter of
urgency. And we shouldn't need to be discussing this. This should be uttermost in our
minds to support and save people from what really is a Dickensian kind of mindset.
You know, we wouldn't put up with this in that day and age. Why should we be putting
up with it now? And my question to Councillor Duncan, is could he give me any figures
about the effects of flooding to the people in the Pickering area? Thank you.”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Wass. Just addressing some of the issues which you raised in
the preamble to your question. When you say we, I think we need to be very clear
about who the ‘we’ is here.
Ryedale District Council has no powers or responsibility to do many of the things which
need to happen to alleviate some of the problems which we are facing. Ryedale District
Council has an important role to play in terms of bringing partners together and we are
already doing that. So, officers have started conversations with NYCC, who are the
lead flood authority, with Yorkshire Water and with the Environment Agency that will
continue.
In terms of history, and this goes beyond as well my time on the Council, Ryedale
District Council has always gone above and beyond contributing funding to a range of
measures to prevent and combat flooding issues, particularly, in the Malton and Norton
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area but also in the Pickering area. Going back to 2003, and following the 1999-2000
floods, the Council invested in the flood defences which now keep the town safe.
In 2013, the Council invested £950,000 in the Slow the Flow scheme, which obviously
benefits your constituents in Pickering. In 2016, we funded £12,000 for a project
manager to deliver schemes in the Malton and Norton area, £2,500 towards the CCTV
survey and we also established a £50,000 flood grant scheme. In 2019, we allocated
£320,000 towards the Malton, Norton, Old Malton flood alleviation scheme. So, in total
since 2013, we have contributed as a Council £1.3 million of our resources into a range
of measures to help with flooding issues.
In terms of Pickering, obviously I've mentioned the Slow the Flow scheme. In terms of
actual events on the ground, my understanding, Councillor Wass, and I would need to
clarify this, is that there was a property flooded in the Pickering area and we did assist
the resident of that property as best as we could.”
Councillor Wass then replied:
“Thank you for that, Councillor Duncan. And I want to clarify there, I wasn't directing
that as a slur against anything the Council is doing or officers. But I do think as you
said we haven't gotten the necessary powers to act immediately on things. But what we
have got is the art of communication and the fact that we need to be directing things
more urgently than ever before and making sure that this is a priority. And I'll count
myself in that as well. Thank you.”
5. From Councillor Potter:
“I’ve actually got three questions being as it's quite a lengthy Leader’s statement.
First, can I just go back to what's been said about the Flood Risk Management Liaison
Group Councillor Wass mentioned the art of communication there. I've been going
along to that Flood Risk Management Liaison Group group for probably over 10 years.
And I found it to be a very important, and I stress, very important forum. And I think it's
a great shame that it's been removed against the will of Members. And that is quite
counterproductive as well. And with little or no feedback from officers about discussions
that might be going on with North Yorkshire. Right, so I'll go on to this first question. I'll
do them one at a time to save any confusion. So, I too am on the flooding on paragraph
three and the Leader rightly thanks various authorities for the excellent multi-agency
response to flooding and I very much agree with him. But he makes no mention in
there of the lead local flood authority which is North Yorkshire County Council. So,
what's the reason for this important omission, given the task is now to bring funding
partners together to push for further protection?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Potter for your question. I knew exactly when you started your
question there what the question was going to be because I realised after publication of
my statement that there has been a genuine oversight. And I would like to say very
strongly, thanks as well to North Yorkshire County Council, of which I'm a Member, for
the role that they have played not only in the response to the flooding event but the role
that they have played also in preventative works, including the Malton, Norton and Old
Malton flood alleviation scheme.”
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6. From Councillor Potter:
“I'm on to the investing in Ryedale in paragraph two and referring to investments in the
Thornton Road industrial estate. The Leader references significant cross party
agreement. Now given that the vote at P and R went to the Chairman's casting vote,
how exactly does he justify that comment? Is it Alice in Wonderland or Harry Potter?
And why are we completely ignoring our own climate change policy and agreed climate
emergency in the construction of this industrial development?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Potter, for your question. I'm just checking the minutes of the
Policy and Resources meeting where the only group not to support that was the Liberal
Group. So, there is significant cross party support and I stand by that statement.
Although I do recognise that the liberal group did not support, on the whole the other
groups who were present were in support of that development. And this is obviously a
decision this evening, which we will or will not take. And, obviously, we need to discuss
that and it is an exempt item. So, I don't want to delve too much into the detail of the
report. What I would say is that this development is really vital, I believe, to the fortunes
of Ryedale's economy, particularly northern Ryedale, particularly the area which you
represent, Councillor Potter. It is significant and important and it is vital, I believe, that
we agree to make that investment this evening.
What I would also say in terms of the sustainable build standards, there is information
within the report relating to those standards and being BREEAM - very good, which is
in the top 25% of performance. It's deemed to be advanced, good practice.
I believe that we are setting a good example to others who may be constructing in the
Ryedale districts. And I believe that we are complying with our policies, and the LEP is
complying with its policy and its aspiration towards not only carbon neutrality but
carbon negativity.”
Councillor Potter then asked the following supplementary question:
“So as Climate Change Champion, I'm rather acutely aware that climate change in the
short to medium term is going to impact far, far more greatly than short term economic
development.
And I was, of course, referring to P and R’s refusal to implement our own climate
change policy, which did go to a casting vote. So, does the Leader believe that no firm
steer from Elected Members regarding climate change impact represents strong
leadership? Or is that just absolving our responsibility onto officers?”
The Leader then replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Potter. I believe we are providing very strong leadership in this
area, not only in relation to this development, but also in relation to all of the other
activity which is taking place, which has been detailed in my Leader’s statement. I don't
want to touch necessarily on all of those items, but you will see that there has been
really very significant progress with regard to the implementation of our climate change
action plan.”
7. From Councillor Potter:
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“In that climate change section, the Leader usefully lists where we are largely
facilitating others to take action on climate change, largely at other people's costs and
effort. However, as the body responsible for strategy at this Council, in what way are
we influencing all economic development to be carbon neutral, in line with our own
existing climate change policy?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Potter. I will just have to take issue I think with what you said
there. These are largely things which we are facilitating. There is a whole host of
activities listed in that section of my statement, which are really very good and welcome
achievements that this Council has done at its own cost, at its own initiative, with its
own officers. Some of them are listed in the statement regarding the low carbon staff
travel plan, regarding the ten additional electronic vehicle charging points across car
parks and of course the streetlight replacement scheme, which is now almost
complete. There are a whole host of things which we are doing as a Council. They
should not be underestimated and they should not be diminished, because they are
significant and I believe very welcome.”
Councillor Potter then asked the following supplementary question:
“There are indeed some very good initiatives there. But there's an admirable amount of
fluff and green flag waving there as well.
So, are we only encouraging carbon neutrality if it's somebody else's responsibility, and
somebody else's money, or will the Leader commit to implementing our own climate
change policy?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Potter. I'm failing really to understand your question because on
the one hand you've diminished what's in my statement, on the other hand you're
saying actually there has been some very good work. I'm really struggling to
understand that from that perspective. In terms of encouraging other people to play
their role, I believe that we are doing that and it's starting with us as a Council. We are
setting the example that I'm hoping that others will follow.”
8. From Councillor Riby:
“I agree with the Leader about the agency doing a good job. However, would the
Leader agree with me that following the line of the Environmental Agency is just a very
silly thing to do, because they have got ideologies that don't work in some situations?
So, my concern is the rewilding of the Derwent is just going to contribute every year to
more and more risk of flooding. If you go far enough forward, I suppose eventually
when the Derwent becomes totally clogged with trees and silt, we will have the Vale of
Pickering so we won't be able to live there any longer. I would suggest that we really
challenge the Environment Agency about the policy. And I would suggest that if we did
remove aquatic growth, somewhere between Kirkham Abbey Weir up to where the Rye
joins the Derwent, you will probably find that the level of river water in Malton will be
lowered by I guess 25 to 30 centimetres. And perhaps at the point of where the Rye
enters the Derwent, it would probably be 35 to 40 centimetres. The advantage of
lowering it at the entry of the rise to the Derwent is that the area that you talked about,
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the six places that are flooding would be less at risk, because it's a backup thing. The
work they’ve done at Pickering, the storing water is fine and we can fill out that in
various areas. But the fact is, if you stop the water running, which is what the policy is,
it will just start to build up and you'll get more and more floods.
Do you agree we should challenge the views of the Environment Agency? And I quote
the Somerset levels where they were totally opposed to dredging in the River Parrett.
And guess what? After pressure from the Government and the Council in Somerset,
guess what? We've gone four years without any further flooding in that area of any
consequence anywhere. So, please, challenge don't just say thank you, what a
wonderful guy you are, Environmental Agency. Say that you're wrong. We don't want
floods.”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Riby for your question. It sounds like you've got a lot of
technical information there, which I do not have. I'm not an expert on these matters. I
can't comment really on the position of the Environment Agency because I don't know
what the position of the Environment Agency is. I don't know what their views are.
However, what I will say is that we obviously do work very closely with the Environment
Agency and we have to do so. They are the statutory body with functions and we really
have very little choice but to try and work constructively with them. I want to be very
clear what their views are on the issues, which you have raised, so perhaps we can
take the view as Elected Members and communicate that back to them. But I wouldn't
want to unilaterally do that myself as Leader of the Council, because I don't have that
understanding. And I'm also not quite sure necessarily how constructive that might be.
But I'm happy to have a conversation with you, Councillor Riby, in more detail on this
issue.”
9. From Councillor Frank:
“Thank you, Chair. My question is on the government reorganisation. The unitary bid. I
wanted to know what the exact costings were and how much of the £49K has been
spent. If we've gone over, under or the same as the other Councils, the £15k that they
committed to? Thank you. “
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Frank, for your question. What I would say is that in terms of the
six district councils that have worked on the East & West proposal, all of the costs have
been equitable across those authorities in terms of development of that bid, that
submission to government, which is now there for their consideration.
I do not have any further update on the consultation at this stage. Although I believe
that we are going to have perhaps an imminent announcement in relation to which of
the bids, the two that have been submitted, are going to be taken forward.
In terms of the costings around the development of the East & West proposal, we have
spent in total £40,000. So that's £40,000 since the start of the development of this
work. That's the original £25,000 plus £15,000 from the £50,000, which was
subsequently agreed by Policy and Resources.
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I believe it is important there is transparency around these costs. But what I would say
is that clearly, we all have a vested interest as Members, myself, yourself, Councillor
Frank, and others, to ensure that we have the very best bid, which we’ve now
submitted, and that we try to get the very best outcome out of the consultation,
because all of us, all of our lives, and all of our residents lives are going to be affected
by whatever situation in terms of local government, we end up with ultimately at the
end of this process.
Councillor Frank then asked the following supplementary question:
“So what you are actually saying is that we've just spent 15K of the 49K that was
allocated? So, what's going to happen to the rest of that money? Is it going to be spent
on this unitary bid? Or is it going back into our capital programme?”
The Leader then replied:
“Any funding that has been allocated of that £50,000 that is not spent stays with us in
our bank account. “
10. From Councillor Burr:
“I would just like to say a huge thank you to everyone who worked tirelessly on the
recent flooding events. However, 29 portable pumps and three weeks closure of
County Bridge cannot be the best way for our towns and our residents. And I look
forward to this Council using some money for permanent pumps and I'm pleased to
hear our Leader of the Council say that he wants to move forward with this. So, I'm
looking forward to that. And just moving on to thinking about investment, in Ryedale,
we have a growing elderly population who are our concern and do need investing in.
Now, Councillor Duncan and I, we voted for an increase in council tax at North
Yorkshire County Council yesterday, and it's all about Adult Social Care. My question
is, would you agree with me, Councillor Duncan, that it really now is time that we
worked across parties to establish a long funding solution to actually look after our
residents regarding Adult Social Care?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Burr, your question. I believe that is a question which would
have been better asked at the County Council given that they have responsibility for
Adult Social Care, not the District Council. So, I wouldn't wish to comment in this forum
in terms of the Leader statement, as a Leader of the Ryedale District Council at this
point in time.”
Councillor Burr then asked the following supplementary question:
“Whether we ask questions at County or at Ryedale, these are our residents and I'm
sure the Leader has a personal view on what he feels about Adult Social Care because
it is actually in crisis at the moment. So, I'm sure he's got a view that maybe he could
share with us.”
The Leader then replied:
“As I stated, Councillor Burr, I am here as Leader of Ryedale District Council. Ryedale
District Council does not have responsibility for Adult Social Care and therefore what
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I'm saying to you is that your question would have been more appropriately put forward
to the Leader of the County Council who will have a whole host of information and a
much better understanding than I can because it is his authority that has responsibility
for Adult Social Care in Ryedale and in North Yorkshire.”
11. From Councillor Clark:
“I wonder if the Leader could inform me why he opposed the backstop if the
negotiations didn't work over the Hungate Centre and why did he oppose the backstop
of Ryedale Council buying it if necessary?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Clark, for your question. Clearly, if this Council made the
decision to buy the building without anybody prepared to run the building, or with a plan
to run the building, which until tonight I hadn't been aware that RVS has been
presented with, then we will have been buying a building with all the liabilities that
come with it but without any public benefit whatsoever. So, it was on that basis which
we felt that buying the building was not the appropriate course of action at this time.
Because clearly, if you remember the decision of Council was that we were calling on
the RVS to try and work with community groups to find a solution as the best outcome
to deal with this issue. And clearly, it seems to me that if we now have that potential
interest there from CaVCA, that would be a really ideal solution which means that
Ryedale District Council has not used its limited resources to purchase the building.
Potentially the CaVCA interest would not have come forward had it done so.”
Councillor Clark then asked the following supplementary question:
”So if that works and we’re then in a position of not having a building or people to run it.
That doesn't strike me as the best outcome for Pickering, do you agree?”
The Leader then replied:
“Councillor Clark, are you suggesting, and I think you are suggesting, that we purchase
a building against all the very strong officer advice. I don't want to get too much into
that because again, that was an exempt item, but that we purchase a building, that
then there was nobody to operate, to bring community value or community use to the
people of Pickering. I don't understand why we would purchase a building with all the
liabilities that come with it potentially up to significant figures, which you are aware of,
and I'm aware of, that were in the report with no operator prepared to run the building.
Now clearly, if someone has come forward and has approached the RVS, then that is a
welcome scenario and I hope that that will come to fruition eventually.”
Councillor Clark then asked:
“If that works and it's good, that's fine. But not having confidence in the community of
Pickering to run a building doesn't bode well for Pickering from this standpoint.
My second question is in relation to that there appears to be nothing in your statement
about a staff survey. Has there been one? And what was the outcome?”
The Leader replied:
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“Thank you, Councillor Clark. Just in relation again to the Hungate Centre about the
confidence in the people of Pickering. What I would say is that the RVS, there was that
six month period, and there was another six month period, and I think there was
another month extension and in that period of time, longer than a year, no viable
business plan was presented to the RVS to allow transfer to a community organisation.
They've had a year and that did not come forward, rightly or wrongly. But that proposal
did not come forward. Now, clearly, if there is now a proposal on the table, that is
welcome news, and I would welcome it as Leader of the Council.
Turning to your question there around the staff survey, my understanding is that a
pulse survey has taken place and that the results of that will be communicated to all
members in due course.”
Councillor Clark then asked the following supplementary question:
“Have you any idea, Leader, why the staff champion was not informed of either the
survey or the outcome?”
The Leader then replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Clark. I have no idea and can't comment.”
12. From Councillor Oxley:
“The Leader statement contains lots of good things that we're doing. We're not perfect
and there's a lot of work to do. But would the Leader agree with me that it is these
positive things that we ought to be reflecting and letting the people of Ryedale know
what we are doing on their behalf?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Oxley. I think that is worth saying that while we have been faced
with immense challenges, as I referenced earlier on in the meeting, COVID, flooding,
reorganisation, these are three things just to name three, which I’ve faced in my time
as Leader of the Council, that we've all faced in our time as Members, which have
presented extremely unique circumstances and challenges. But despite that, we have
been able to make significant achievements and I think it is right that we do celebrate
the achievements which we have been able to achieve. And I say that as ‘we’ meaning
the entire Council of 30. Clearly, I believe we do have, at the core of everything, a
common interest which is to deliver for our residents. And I believe that when we do
work together and there is consensus around things, and we are able to achieve a lot
for our residents. I would like to try and encourage that. And as Leader, I would like to
see that happen. It's not always easy. But there are things which we have been able to
achieve and which we should celebrate.
What I would like to say is that clearly I have now been Leader for coming up two years
and I feel that what we've been able to achieve in the past two years is greater than
what we achieved in my first four years on this Council. I believe that we've been able
to achieve more than that entire period of time and if we have a year or two left, I
believe that we can achieve yet more in that short period of time before we do finally
close the doors for the final time and Ryedale District Council sadly ceases to exist.”
13. From Councillor Oxley:
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“With regard to the flooding, it was pointed out already to the Leader that there was an
omission in his list of thanks. Could I please ask him if he would also reference
Pickering Town Council in that, as they were the body that stepped in last minute and
provided the money for the maintenance that made the whole thing happen. Thank
you.”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Oxley. What I would say is that my list is not totally prescriptive
and I'm sure that there are a whole host of people and organisations, Pickering Town
Council being one, that I would extend my thanks to. It has been a phenomenal effort in
all parts of the district not just Malton and Norton but other places as well which meant
that we were able to support people and I thank everybody, individually and collectively
who was involved with that.”
14. From Councillor Mason:
”I just want to know whether Keane as Leader and Chair of Policy and Resources
Committee regrets the decision with the recommendation not to install the electric
permanent pumps back in November 2019. That Policy and Resources maybe in
hindsight that could have been a better decision?
And the second one really is looking at the climate change bit in your statement ‘’work
to deliver our Climate Change Action Plan is gathering momentum, we have supported
applications for geothermal, with Third Energy, supported the Circular Malton and
Norton team’, just exactly what support are we giving them? I would just like to know
because I know I'm giving them support and I know other people may be giving them
support. But I'd like to know personally, what maybe Keane you're doing to support?”
The Leader replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Mason for your question. With regards to the electric permanent
pumps, I think it's important to clarify what was meant by that term, what you
understand that term to mean and what in general understanding people who are
involved with flooding issues understand that term to mean. What I would say is that in
terms of a permanent pumping solution, what has never been put forward and what this
Council has never declined to be involved with, is a permanent pumping solution, which
is what I believe yourself and Councillor Keal are calling for the Council to fund. That
has never come before us and has never been approved or rejected because it's never
actually come before members for a decision.
If you are talking about electric pumps that are permanently installed in a location, then
I think that is perhaps a better way of describing what I think we discussed at Policy
and Resources and is going back a while in a period in time, but that is a very
important distinction. A permanently installed portable pump in the Castlegate area is
not a £2.5 million plus permanent pumping fitted underneath a road, for example. So
that is a very important distinction to make and in terms of public comments that are
made, it is important that all councillors do have an understanding of that because
people could get a wrong impression about what this Council has and has not decided
to do in the past. And as I've already stated, this Council has invested in recent years,
more than a million pounds of its resources in schemes which can provide tangible
benefits to residents.
Council

19

Thursday 18 February 2021

In terms of climate change and the questions which you asked, I believe that we are
doing a lot as a Council and I believe that as Leader of the Council. I am ensuring that
our Officers are delivering our Climate Change Action Plan, which is an example, I
think it was before you joined the Council, Councillor Mason, where the Council came
together to support that action plan on a cross party basis and I do have to say we
wouldn't have got that far without the involvement of Councillor Clark and the Scrutiny
Committee who put an immense amount of work into devising that action plan. So, I
welcome their work on this and I welcome the work of all Members across the Council
in supporting its delivery going forward.”
Councillor Mason then asked the following supplementary question:
“With all due respect, Keane, I do know what the difference between a permanent and
portable pump is. I think most councillors will assume common sense is that portable
does not mean permanent. Let’s have plain English here, Keane, and not trying to go
around the circle with this one. What I actually asked was what support are we doing
for the geothermal project and Third Energy and also supporting the circular Malton
and Norton project. I welcome and I think the work that the Liberals did before I was
elected on the Climate Change Plan, was brilliant. That's not what I asked. I want to
know what we are doing to support the feasibility work that's happening now. Not what
happened two years ago and also to be honest following up on Councillor Potter,
agreeing with him actually there doesn’t seem to be that much action happening from
us to get going quickly?”
The Leader then replied:
“Thank you, Councillor Mason. Again, just going back to the issue of pumps, I believe
there has been a misrepresentation, hopefully inadvertent, unintentional that this
Council rejected permanent pumping. This Council has not done so. And that needs to
be stated very, very clearly. Hence, why it was important to make that differentiation so
that everybody is clear that that has never been the case.
Secondly, what I would like to say with regards to the delivery of the Climate Change
Action Plan, and I'll underline this again, we set a series of objectives, many of them
extremely ambitious. We have managed to achieve against those objectives. There is
more work to do. We know that and clearly, Councillor Mason, you're heavily involved
in those issues, other councillors are heavily involved as well. But we have done
nothing other than support delivery of that plan by ourselves, by our partners, and by
the wider community. And that will continue.”

68

Revenue and Capital Budgets and Setting of Council Tax 2021/22
It was moved by Councillor Duncan and seconded by Councillor Arnold that Minute No.
36 (Ryedale’s Financial Strategy 2021-25) of the Policy and Resources Committee
held on 4 February 2021 be noted and received by Council, that Council adopt the
recommendations in the s151 Officer’s report which has been revised and updated
following the meeting of P&R and that Council approve item 10 paragraph roman
numerals I to V relating to the Council’s revenue budget.
Councillor Clark moved and Councillor Burr seconded the following amendment:
Add £1.5m from reserves to the capital budget for the cattle market.
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Councillor Clark declared a personal, non-pecuniary interest in the amendment as a
cattle farmer.
Upon being put to the vote the amendment was carried.
Voting record
15 For
12 Against
1 Abstention
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Middleton, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Goodrick,
Graham, King, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Abstain
Councillor Garbutt Moore
Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor Wass seconded the following amendment:
Add £200k from reserves to the capital budget for community use in Pickering.
Upon being but to the vote the amendment was carried.
Voting record
15 For
13 Against
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Middleton, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Garbutt Moore,
Goodrick, Graham, King, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Councillor Burr proposed and Councillor Riby seconded the following amendment:
This Council will move the £307k from reserves to the capital programme ringfenced for the Milton Rooms
Councillors Garbutt Moore and King left the meeting and did not participate in the
debate or vote on this amendment, following their earlier declaration of interest as
members of the Milton Rooms Management Committee.
Upon being put to the vote the amendment was carried.
Voting record
15 For
11 Against
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Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Middleton, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Goodrick,
Graham, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor Wass seconded the following amendment:
To amend the recommendation to approve a council tax increase of £4.90 for a
Band D property.
Upon being put to the vote the amendment was carried.
Voting record
14 For
13 Against
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Garbutt Moore,
Goodrick, Graham, King, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Upon being put to the vote, the substantive motion as amended was carried.
Voting record
15 For
1 Against
9 Abstentions
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Arnold, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons,
Frank, Keal, Mason, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillor Windress
Abstain
Councillors Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Goodrick, Graham, King,
Mackenzie and Oxley
Resolved
That Council:
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(i)

Approves the following, in addition to the amended recommendations from
Policy and Resources Committee.

I

Budget 2021/2022
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That the revenue estimates for 2021/2022, as submitted in the Council’s
Financial Strategy and Revenue Budget 2021/2022 Book be approved subject
to the following amendments.
a
b
c
d

II

Add £1.5m from reserves to the capital budget for the cattle market
Add £200k from reserves to the capital budget for community use
in Pickering
This Council will move the £307k from reserves to the capital programme ringfenced for the Milton Rooms
To amend the recommendation to approve a council tax increase of £4.90 for a
Band D property.
Council Tax Base
That it be noted that, in accordance with Minute No. 363(d)/2005 of the Policy
and Resources Committee held on 8 December 2005, which was subsequently
approved by Council at its meeting on 12 January 2006, Ryedale District
Council has (pursuant to Section 101 of the Local Government Act 1972)
delegated responsibility to adopt the Council Tax base to the Chief Executive
and Chief Finance Officer in consultation with the Chairman of the Policy and
Resources Committee. The Council calculated the amounts for the year
2021/22, in accordance with regulations made under Section 31B of the Local
Government Finance Act 1992, as amended, as set out in Annex A.

III

District/Parish Council Tax Rates
That the following amounts be now calculated by the Council for the year
2021/22, in accordance with Sections 31A, 31B and 34 to 36 of the Local
Government Finance Act 1992, as amended (the Act):
(a)

District/Parish Gross Expenditure
£30,758,064.00 being the aggregate of the amounts, which the Council
estimates for the items, set out in Section 31A(2) of the Act.

(b)

Income (including Government Grants and Collection Fund
Surpluses)
£25,146,997.00 being the aggregate of the amounts, which the Council
estimates for the items, set out in Section 31A(3) of the Act.

(c)

District/Parish Council Tax Requirement
£5,611,067.00 being the amount by which the aggregate at Part III(a)
above exceeds the aggregate at Part III(b) above, calculated by the
Council, in accordance with Section 31A(4) of the Act, as its Council Tax
requirement for the year.

(d)
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£257.38 being the amount at Part III(c) above, all divided by the amount
at Part II above, calculated by the Council, in accordance with Section
31B of the Act, as the basic amount of its Council Tax for the year.
(e)

Parish Precept and Special Expenses
£1,128,101.00 being the aggregate amount of all special items referred
to in Section 34(1) of the Act.

(f)

Basic Amount of Tax (excluding Parish Precepts)
£205.63 being the amount at Part III(d) above less the results given by
dividing the amount at Part III(e) above by the amount given at Part II
above, calculated by the Council, in accordance with Section 34(2) of
the Act, as the basic amount of its Council Tax for the year for dwellings
in those parts of its area to which no special item relates.

(g)

Basic Amount of Tax in Parishes/Towns
The details for each Parish as shown in Annex B, column headed
“Aggregate amount at Band D”, being the amounts given by adding to
the amount at Part III(f) above the amounts of the special item or items
relating to dwellings in those parts of the Council’s area mentioned
above, divided in each case by the amount at Part 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 more special items relate.

(h)

District/Parish Council Tax Rates
The details as shown in columns “A” to “H” of Annex B, being the
amounts given by multiplying the amounts at Part III(f) and Part III(g)
above by the number which, in the proportion set out in Section 5(1) of
the Act, is applicable to dwellings listed in a particular valuation band
divided by the number which in that proportion is applicable to dwellings
listed in Valuation Band D, calculated 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 different valuation
bands.

IV

County Council, Police & Crime Commissioner and Fire & Rescue
Authority Tax Rates
That it be noted that for the year 2021/22 precepting Authorities have stated the
following amounts in precepts issued to the Council, in accordance with Section
40 of the Local Government Finance Act 1992, as amended, for each of the
categories of dwellings shown below:-

BAND

Council

NORTH
YORKSHIRE
COUNTY
COUNCIL

NYCC
ADULT
SOCIAL
CARE

NORTH
YORKSHIRE
POLICE & CRIME
COMMISSIONER
24

NORTH
YORKSHIRE
FIRE & RESCUE
AUTHORITY

Thursday 18 February 2021

V

£

£

£

£

£

A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H

847.16
988.35
1,129.55
1,270.74
1,553.13
1,835.51
2,117.90
2,541.48

93.54
109.13
124.72
140.31
171.49
202.67
233.85
280.62

180.71
210.82
240.94
271.06
331.30
391.53
451.77
542.12

49.43
57.66
65.90
74.14
90.62
107.09
123.57
148.28

Total Council Tax Rates
That having calculated the aggregate in each case of the amounts at Part III(h)
and Part IV above, the Council, in accordance with Section 30(2) of the Local
Government Finance Act 1992, as amended, hereby sets the amounts set out
in Annex C as the amounts of Council Tax for 2021/22 for each of the
categories of dwellings shown.

The recommendations from Policy and Resources Committee and Annexes A, B and C
as amended are contained within the Minute Annex.
The meeting was adjourned at 10:45pm and reconvened at 6:30pm on 25 February
2021.

69

Treasury Management Strategy Statement and Annual Investment Strategy
2021/22
At the reconvened meeting on 25 February 2021, Councillor Duncan was invited to
introduce this item. At this time, Councillor Duncan announced his decision to resign
from the roles of Leader of Council and Chair of the Policy and Resources Committee.
Councillor Duncan delivered the following speech:
“Last week I proposed a freeze in council tax for every household in the district at a
time when they needed our help most. Sadly, Liberal, Liberal Democrat and
Independent Councillors, united together to vote down this freeze and instead increase
bills by the maximum amount possible. This, Mr Chairman, has come as a cruel and
unnecessary blow in a year when many families are struggling so much as a result of
the pandemic. I cannot, in good conscience, stand by and watch as they push through
this unpopular hike in council tax. Therefore, I am tonight taking a stand by
announcing my immediate resignation as Leader of the Council and Chairman of Policy
and Resources Committee, in protest at their disgraceful and greedy act.
I believe the public stands with me. They have rightly reacted with anger and disbelief
at news that Liberals, Liberal Democrats and Independents are asking them for more of
their cash when there was no need to do so. In this year of all years, they could have
given residents a break but instead they chose to add to the burden. When
Conservatives and Ryedale First Independents stood on the side of residents, they
stood and laughed in their faces. Their £2.2 million spending spree only adds insult to
injury. Careful budget management has been replaced by a reckless spending freefor-all. It leaves this Council, which just a few months ago had more than £16 million in
the bank, at real risk of bankruptcy.
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I am proud to have served as Leader – the youngest in Britain – I am proud of this
Council and I am proud of our excellent team of Officers. I won’t list individuals as I
would only forget someone, but I would like to say a particular and special thank you to
Jane Graham for her assistance. I can truthfully say that without her my job would
have been impossible. In the past two years, I believe I have earned the trust of our
Officers, although they know as much as I do that it has not always been plain sailing.
I thank each of them for coming to work, day-in day-out, working above and beyond
throughout the pandemic, flooding and the uncertainty of reorganisation. They work so
hard, only to see that work trashed by the coalition who, as of tonight, now run this
Council.
I leave tonight, yes sad, yes disappointed, but proud of the fact I have worked hard,
stayed true to my principles and done the very best I could for our residents. Against
the odds, we have achieved so much together, transforming this Council and slowly
winning respect, locally and regionally. We were there for those in need during the
COVID-19 pandemic, we were there too on the ground during the floods and we were
on the front line of the fight against the County Council’s takeover of our district. Given
everything we have been able to achieve in recent months, I am disappointed progress
will come to a juddering halt as the coalition opposite takes charge.
But my decision to go, however tough, is the right one. I cannot stay in post whilst
those opposite destroy this Council’s finances, denigrate our good staff and subject
struggling families to a cruel and unnecessary hike in council tax.
Thank you, Mr Chairman.”
Councillor Arnold then announced his decision to resign from the roles of Deputy
Leader and Vice Chair of the Policy and Resources Committee. Councillor Arnold
delivered the following speech:
“It is with great sadness that I should also like to resign as Deputy Leader of RDC and
Vice Chair of P and R, which of course will suit many of you who believe we require
neither a Leader or a Deputy. Unfortunately, this attitude does not live in the real
world, where communications with Councils and other Leaders is vitally important to
keep up-to-date and functional, and only a Leader with knowledge and good
background of Ryedale District Council can do that.
Fortunately, I will get less bullying and hassle because I do not have to vote the way
you think I should. This Council and some of its Members’ attitudes is laughed at by
most Councils in North Yorkshire and beyond, and now we have no Leader and no
Deputy it’s even more laughable because no Council in the modern world can do
without a Leader and a Deputy.
Because of the way some Members act at Council meetings, I feel so sorry for the
staff. They will not now have any direction, any values and no communication
pathway. I feel very honoured to have worked and had a common purpose with such
great and valuable staff and Officers and I thank them. I shall miss out on our regular
communications and discussions about other things beside the Council and I would
also like to thank Keane for his hard work and dedication in pursuing and working for
the Ryedale brand. It’s been a great pleasure to work with him despite the obvious
opposition from some quarters. I’m only confident that I can leave this position with a
straight back, my head held high and with a clear conscience because all I have ever
done is my best for the people of Ryedale.
Council
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Thank you.”
A request was made to allow Elected Members to respond to the resignations at a later
date. [The Chairman of Council has confirmed that Group Leaders will be permitted to
respond during consideration of these minutes at the next Ordinary Meeting of
Council.]
Consideration of business on the agenda then resumed.
It was moved by Councillor Clark and seconded by Councillor Burr that the following
recommendations be approved and adopted.
That:
(i)

Members receive this report;

(ii)

The Operational Borrowing Limit for 2021/22 is set at £7m;

(iii)

The Authorised Borrowing Limit for 2021/22 is set at £12.5m;

(iv)

Councillors delegate authority to the Chief Finance Officer to effect
movement within the agreed authorised boundary limits for long-term
borrowing for 2021/22 onwards.

(v)

Councillors delegate authority to the Chief Finance Officer to effect
movement within the agreed operational boundary limits for long-term
borrowing for 2021/22 onwards.

(vi)

The treasury management strategy statement 2021/22 be approved.

(vii)

The minimum revenue provision policy statement for 2021/22 be
approved.

(viii)

The treasury management investment strategy for 2021/22 be
approved.

(ix)

The prudential indicators for 2021/22 which reflect the capital
expenditure plans which are affordable, prudent and sustainable be
approved.

(x)

The Capital Strategy for 2021/22 be approved.

The motion was carried by general affirmation.
Resolved
That:
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70

(iii)

The Authorised Borrowing Limit for 2021/22 is set at £12.5m;

(iv)

Councillors delegate authority to the Chief Finance Officer to effect movement
within the agreed authorised boundary limits for long-term borrowing for
2021/22 onwards.

(v)

Councillors delegate authority to the Chief Finance Officer to effect movement
within the agreed operational boundary limits for long-term borrowing for
2021/22 onwards.

(vi)

The treasury management strategy statement 2021/22 be approved.

(vii)

The minimum revenue provision policy statement for 2021/22 be approved.

(viii)

The treasury management investment strategy for 2021/22 be approved.

(ix)

The prudential indicators for 2021/22 which reflect the capital expenditure plans
which are affordable, prudent and sustainable be approved.

(x)

The Capital Strategy for 2021/22 be approved.

Appointment of Independent Remuneration Panel Member
It was moved by Councillor Clark and seconded by Councillor Burr that the following
recommendations be approved and adopted:
(i)

That Peter Barker be appointed to serve on the Independent
Remuneration Panel established by Council on 10 October 2019;

(ii)

That the Term of Office for the appointed member be until 5 September
2024, in line with the current serving Panel Members.

The motion was carried by general affirmation.
Resolved
(i)

That Peter Barker be appointed to serve on the Independent Remuneration
Panel established by Council on 10 October 2019;

(ii)

That the Term of Office for the appointed member be until 5 September 2024, in
line with the current serving Panel Members.

71

To consider for Approval the Recommendations in respect of the following Part
'B' Committee Items:
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Minute 31 - HR Policy Revision - Leave and Flexible Working Policies
Councillor Clark moved and Councillor
recommendation be approved and adopted:

Burr

seconded

that

the

following

That the revised policies are agreed for implementation.
The motion was carried by general affirmation.
Council
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Resolved
That the revised policies are agreed for implementation.
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Minute 32 - Milton Rooms Progress Report, and Grant Request
Councillors King and Garbutt Moore left the meeting during consideration of this item
and did not participate in the debate or the vote.
Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor Burr seconded that the following
recommendation be approved and adopted:
That Council gives approval for capital funding of up to £193k to fund works
outlined in section 6.11 of the report, subject to receipt of detailed plans, with
delegated authority given to the Programme Director to release the funds on a
phased basis, in consultation with the Chairman of Policy & Resources
Committee.
Upon being put to the vote, the motion was carried.
Resolved
That Council gives approval for capital funding of up to £193k to fund works outlined in
section 6.11 of the report, subject to receipt of detailed plans, with delegated authority
given to the Programme Director to release the funds on a phased basis, in
consultation with the Chairman of Policy & Resources Committee.
Voting record
26 For
1 Abstention
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Arnold, Bailey, Brackstone, Burr, Clark,
Cleary, Cussons, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Frank, Goodrick, Graham, Hope,
Keal, Mackenzie, Mason, Middleton, Oxley, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and
Wass
Abstain
Councillor Windress
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Minute 33 - Car Parking Strategy
Councillor Burr left the meeting during consideration of this item and did not participate
in the debate or vote.
Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor Docwra seconded that the following
recommendations be approved and adopted:
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implementation activities in line with the Council’s Medium Term
Financial Strategy, following the completion of individual assessments
and subsequent agreement of the Section 151 Officer and Head of HR
that they represent a return on investment and can be progressed within
available staffing resources.
(iii)

That consultation with the Chair of Policy & Resources Committee in line
with required financial procedures occurs prior to the Programme
Director progressing specific implementation activities once they are
established as representing a return on investment and able to be
progressed within available staffing resources.

The motion was carried by general affirmation.
Resolved
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(i)

The Car Parking Strategy 2021-2026 is endorsed.

(ii)

Delegated authority is given to the Programme Director for Economic
Development, Business and Partnerships to progress specific implementation
activities in line with the Council’s Medium Term Financial Strategy, following
the completion of individual assessments and subsequent agreement of the
Section 151 Officer and Head of HR that they represent a return on investment
and can be progressed within available staffing resources.

(iii)

That consultation with the Chair of Policy & Resources Committee in line with
required financial procedures occurs prior to the Programme Director
progressing specific implementation activities once they are established as
representing a return on investment and able to be progressed within available
staffing resources.

Minute 34 - Revenue and Capital Budget Monitoring - Q3 2020/21
Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor Docwra seconded that the following
recommendation be approved and adopted:
That Council notes the contents of the report
The motion was carried by general affirmation.
Resolved
That Council notes the contents of the report

76

Motions on Notice Submitted Pursuant to Council Procedure Rule 11

77

Proposed by Councillor Keal and seconded by Councillor Mason
“Major flood defences in Malton, Norton and Old Malton protect hundreds of properties
adjacent to the River Derwent, but in January 2021 Norton on Derwent has yet again
been affected by serious and significant flooding

Council
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In 2000 this Council agreed to abandon badly needed major improvements to
permanent flood protection for Norton when agreeing to NYCC plans to protect Malton
and Old Malton. Recent events illustrate that this was an unsound decision.
We call on Council to commit up to £2.5 million of reserves to contribute to partnership
funding a permanent pumping solution for Norton to prevent surface water and sewer
flooding occurring when water levels in the River Derwent are high.
The ARUP report of 2015 identified and costed the work required to protect homes and
businesses in Norton and must now need to be acted on.
We further call on Council to request that officers enter into immediate talks with
Yorkshire Water, the Environment Agency and NYCC to seek funding contributions
towards the scheme that will be required to build a permanent pumping solution.
Following recent events in Norton, when flood waters were only kept out of homes and
businesses by 24/7 pumping, and property was yet again surrounded by raw sewage –
this matter to be considered urgent and requiring immediate action.”
Under Council Procedure Rule 11.4, the motion stood automatically referred to the
Policy and Resources Committee.

78

Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr
“Pursuant to Council Procedure Rule 23.1, the Council hereby suspends Council
Procedure Rule 11.4 to allow the full debate of the following motions (items 14c & 14d)
at the meeting, without standing referred to committee.”
Upon being put to the vote, the motion was carried.
Resolved
Pursuant to Council Procedure Rule 23.1, the Council hereby suspends Council
Procedure Rule 11.4 to allow the full debate of the following motions (items 14c & 14d)
at the meeting, without standing referred to committee.
Voting record
15 For
13 Against
1 Abstention
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Hope, Keal, Mason, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass.
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Garbutt Moore,
Goodrick, Graham, King, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Abstain
Councillor Middleton
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“The Council is concerned to encourage true democracy at every level of local
administration and notes that charges made by Ryedale for carrying out by-elections
can be prohibitive and discouraging. This Council therefore waives all charges for
carrying out by-elections for Parish and Town Councils, provided that the Parish or
Town Council shall reimburse the cost of hiring poll stations.”
Upon being put to the vote, the motion was carried.
Resolved
The Council is concerned to encourage true democracy at every level of local
administration and notes that charges made by Ryedale for carrying out by-elections
can be prohibitive and discouraging. This council therefore waives all charges for
carrying out by-elections for Parish and Town Councils, provided that the Parish or
Town Council shall reimburse the cost of hiring poll stations.
Voting record
14 For
10 Against
5 Abstentions
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Goodrick, Graham,
Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Abstain
Councillors Cleary, Garbutt Moore, Hope, King and Middleton
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Proposed by Councillor P Andrews and seconded by Councillor Burr
“The Council is concerned to ensure that there is full accountability and transparency in
the management of the Council. There is an urgent need to ensure member
involvement in staff welfare and working conditions in order to promote morale during
this difficult period. It is considered that the historic instances of bullying uncovered by
the Scrutiny Committee and the disastrous historic outcome of the IESE investigation
would not have arisen if there had been proper direct relations between members and
staff.
In order to remedy this weakness in the Council's administration, the Council hereby
recommends that the Head of Paid Service establishes a Joint Works Group (JWG), to
sit alongside other consultation bodies, with a responsibility to report to members but
no decision-making powers. The membership of the JWG shall be determined by the
Head of Paid Service. The JWG shall meet quarterly, and the first meeting of the JWG
shall be held within 28 days of this meeting. The JWG shall determine all matters of
internal procedure relating to its own operation and all meetings of JWG shall be
confidential and press and public shall be excluded. The purpose of the JWG will be to
ensure member involvement in staff welfare and working conditions in order to promote
morale during this difficult period. Once this difficult period (COVID-19 pandemic) ends,
the Head of Paid Service will review the continuance of the JWG.”
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Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor Potter seconded the following amendment:
Replace “determined by the Head of Paid Service” with “six union
representatives, six Councillors and six members of management.”
And
Delete “during this difficult period. Once this difficult period (COVID-19
pandemic) ends, the Head of Paid Service will review the continuance of the
JWG.”
Upon being put to the vote, the amendment was carried.
Voting record
15 For
13 Against
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Middleton, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Garbutt Moore,
Goodrick, Graham, King, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
Upon being put to the vote, the substantive motion was carried.
Resolved
The Council recommends that the Head of Paid Service establishes a Joint Works
Group (JWG), to sit alongside other consultation bodies, with a responsibility to report
to members but no decision-making powers. The membership of the JWG shall be six
union representatives, six councillors and six members of management. The JWG shall
meet quarterly, and the first meeting of the JWG shall be held within 28 days of this
meeting. The JWG shall determine all matters of internal procedure relating to its own
operation and all meetings of JWG shall be confidential and press and public shall be
excluded. The purpose of the JWG will be to ensure member involvement in staff
welfare and working conditions in order to promote morale.
Voting record
15 For
13 Against
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Cussons, Frank,
Keal, Mason, Middleton, Potter, Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Garbutt Moore,
Goodrick, Graham, King, Mackenzie, Oxley and Windress
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82

Budget to bring full LGR proposals to completion
Notice of the decision relating to the budget to bring full LGR proposal to completion,
taken under urgent business at the Policy and Resources Committee meeting on 12
November 2020, was received and the Constitutional requirement was met.

83

Exempt Information
To exclude the press and public from the meeting during consideration of the following
item 17a (Minute 38 – Proposal for Light Industrial Starter Units) as provided by
paragraph 3 of Schedule 12A of Section 100A of the Local Government Act 1972, as it
contains information relating to the financial or businesses affairs of any person
(including the authority holding that information).
The public interest test has been considered and, in all the circumstances of the case,
the public interest in maintaining the exempt.
Voting record
17 For
2 Against
9 Abstentions
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, Arnold, Bailey, Burr, Clark, Cleary, Cussons, Docwra,
Frank, Garbutt Moore, Keal, King, Oxley, Potter, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Goodrick and Windress
Abstain
Councillors P Andrews, Brackstone, Delaney, Duncan, Graham, Mackenzie,
Mason, Middleton and Raine
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To consider for Approval the Recommendations in respect of the following
exempt Part 'B' Committee Items:

85

Minute 38 - Proposal for Light Industrial Starter Units
The outcomes of the investment appraisal and information on the commitment of the
Developer to undertake development of the wider site were provided to Elected
Members ahead of the Council meeting.
Councillor Docwra proposed and Councillor Middleton seconded that the following
recommendations be approved and adopted:
That:
i)

Recommendation a. as set out in the report is approved

ii)

Recommendation b. as set out in the report is approved

Councillor Clark proposed and Councillor J Andrews seconded the following
amendment:
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Delete existing paragraph b. then after paragraph a. insert paragraphs b. to d.
to read:
b.

Before Council commits to proceed, officers produce a detailed analysis
of:i
The carbon emissions of the project
in construction
in use
ii
The carbon impact of fitting solar p.v. panels to all units.
iii
The carbon impact of fitting ground/air source heat pumps to all
units.
iv
The carbon impact of fitting insulation to BREEAM Excellent
standard and above to all units.
v
The impact/saving of fitting rainwater collection and storage
systems to all units.
vi
The cost of each of the above
Fitted at construction stage
Retrofitted.
vii
The savings in running costs for each of the above.
viii
The rental value of each of the above.
ix
What materials will be used for the proposed construction? Are
these the most efficient in climate change terms?

c.

Answers to the above questions to come back to a full council meeting
to inform any decision.

Upon being put to the vote, the amendment was lost.
Voting record
11 For
17 Against
Recorded vote
For
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Frank, Potter,
Raine, Riby, Thackray and Wass
Against
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Cussons, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Garbutt
Moore, Goodrick, Graham, Keal, King, Mackenzie, Mason, Middleton, Oxley
and Windress
Upon being put to the vote, the substantive motion was carried.
Resolved
That:
i)

Recommendation a. as set out in the report is approved

ii)

Recommendation b. as set out in the report is approved

Voting record
18 For
Council
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8 Against
2 Abstentions
Recorded vote
For
Councillors Arnold, Bailey, Cleary, Cussons, Delaney, Docwra, Duncan, Frank,
Garbutt Moore, Goodrick, Graham, Keal, King, Mackenzie, Mason, Middleton,
Oxley and Windress
Against
Councillors J Andrews, P Andrews, Brackstone, Burr, Clark, Potter, Thackray
and Wass
Abstain
Councillors Raine and Riby
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Any other business that the Chairman decides is urgent
There being no other business, the meeting closed at 11:10pm on 25 February 2021.
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