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Minutes of the Shotley Parish Council Virtual Meeting held on Thursday 17th September 2020 (7.30pm) 

Present: Cllrs R Wrinch (Chairman), B Powell (Vice-Chairman), C Mills, R Green, R Bareham, J Briscoe, and 

Mrs D Bedwell (Parish Clerk). 

County and District Councils:  County Cllr D Woods.  

Public gallery: Two members of the public 
 

 
Public participation at meetings:  
 
The Clerk had provided members and the MOP in attendance with the response received from Haylink to the 
questions put to them following the previous Parish Council meeting: The developer continued not to have 
any intention of refurbishing the swimming pool; A Dilapidation Survey produced some ten years earlier had 
indicated costs in the region of £1.2M, and this had not included the additional cost for the removal of 
asbestos; There may be a possibility that a parcel of land could be made available for a new, smaller pool, if 
a community group was to be formed, raised the funding and took responsibility for it. 
 
A MOP found the news disappointing but not surprising; It was very unlikely that a new swimming pool 
could be built for under £2M; A speculative suggestion was made that house sales prices could be increased 
by £10k -£20k to fund refurbishment and ongoing pool related costs (in the assumption that buyers would 
be prepared to pay additional cost to benefit from facility).  
 
This was questioned by Councillors, who suggested that some buyers may not like to live in a property near 
a swimming pool or sports hall type facility, or be prepared to pay the additional price for the privilege- 
there was no evidence to suggest that such facility would increase the value of a property, which was 
unlikely to entice the developers. 
 
Members of the Council highlighted the fact that although this matter had raised some interest on social 
media, only two members of the public had attended the meeting and made representation on this matter. 
Significant public representation would be needed if anything was to be achieved, and time was against the 
cause. 
 
It was noted that although the Parish Council had faced criticism about communication in the past, it had 
actually been as transparent as possible and had openly discussed this matter and looked at all the aspects 
seriously on behalf of the Community over a number of years. However, inertia and lack of interest 
remained an issue.  
 
Regardless of how much information was communicated to the parish, unless people were interested and 
became involved, it did not have much impact. Many people may say that they support a cause but when it 
came to being proactive or helping, as other groups had found out, not many individuals come forward. 
 
County Cllr D Woods said that he had attended Shotley Parish Council meetings for over twenty years and 
was of the view that the Council had done everything it could. He did not feel it was fair for the Parish 
Council to be blamed and he remembered a time when the Council had done everything in its power to 
make the best of the £40k feasibility study fund but had had no support from anyone else. Cllr Woods 
totally disagreed with some disingenuous views that intimated the Parish Council had not done enough. He 
added that if the developers believed the pool was worth as much as members of the public thought it was, 
they would have invested in it themselves. 
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Cllr Woods added that in order to prepare a successful lottery grant application, someone would have to be 
professionally employed for the process and this cost alone would potentially double the current precept. 
 
The MOP queried what was meant by “significant public representation from the community”, and whether 
this meant people with placards, public demonstrations and the likes. It was explained that this would not 
be necessary but that one or two members of the public in attendance at a meeting was not sufficient 
indication of the parish’s wishes. There were a variety of other projects that the community would like to 
see completed and there would need to be significant representation in order for this project to take 
priority. 
 
The MOP was asked by a Councillor, from all those who had responded to the social media posts and 
appeals, how many had personally contacted the MOP and offered their time, knowledge, etc in support of 
the project. This Councillor himself had contacted Babergh DC with a request for further information under 
the FOI Act and had invested his own time in doing so. How many others had done the same? There was no 
reply. 
 
The MOP affirmed that they did not underestimate the scale of the project and the amount of money that 
would need to be raised, but once the swimming pool was gone, it would be gone forever. 
 
The MOP was informed that for any progress to be made, as the demolition process had been approved, 
they/a community group would need to raise a legal case against the developer- a Councillor had already 
sent the MOP a link to the online process which would enable this to be done.  
 
The MOP was also advised to take the comments made by Councillors into account. As a Parish Council, 
members would only be able to support proposals where there was a material representation from within 
the electorate, and within current financial constraints. 
 
For the time being, it was not possible for any further action to be taken by the Parish Council. 
 

 
SPC/20/86: To receive and consider any apologies for absence: Apologies had been received from Cllrs M 
Williams, D Davis and T Ingram. 
 
SPC/20/87: To receive declarations of interest with regards to items on the agenda: No declarations of 
interest were received. Cllr R Wrinch informed members that as he no longer owned one of the properties 
listed under the planning applications for consideration, he did not need to make any declarations with 
regards to it 
 
SPC/20/88: To note County and District Councillors’ reports: Both Councillors had provided the Council 
with written reports. Cllr D Woods provided the meeting with an additional brief verbal update. 
  
SPC/20/89: To receive and consider any further information regarding HMS Ganges- swimming pool: 
Some discussion had already taken place during the public session, which had included a report on the  
response received from the developer and the Council’s continued position on the matter. There were no 
further actions to be taken by the Council at this point.  
 
A member requested that it was noted that the Ganges Swimming Pool was not of Olympic size, which had 
incorrectly been publicised by other sources. 
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SPC/20/90: To receive further report from the Community Orchard Group and consider any requests: A 
report was received from the Clerk on the Group’s current position. The Clerk had recently received 
information regarding a neighbouring water meter which would facilitate the process of requesting quotes 
for a new water supply from Anglia Water.   
 
It was also suggested that the Group may wish to approach District Cllr D Davis for some of his Locality 
Budget towards the project. 
 
SPC/20/91: Planning matters (including neighbouring parishes): 

a) DC/20/03881 - Hill House, Wades Lane- Replace bay window with glazed doors to breakfast room; Insertion 
of window to SE Elevation Landing; Replace external doors to annexe. Other works as detailed within the 
Design & Access Statement: It was resolved to recommend the approval of this planning application. 
 

b) DC/20/03882- Hill House, Wades Lane- Application for Listed Building Consent (details as per planning ap. 
03882):  It was resolved to recommend the approval of this planning application. 
 

c) DC/20/03730 - 36 Great Harlings- Application for works to tree/s protected by Tree Preservation Order 

BT264/A1- Fell 2No Pine trees(T1/T2)- Due to vulnerability in windy conditions, branches and pine cones 

falling frequently, leaning and height of the tree and roots could cause damage to the sheds in our and 

neighbours garden: It was resolved to recommend the approval of this planning application. 

 
A further application had been received on the day of the meeting, DC/20/04022 - 18 Garden Close- 

Conversion of and extension to garage and dwelling to provide additional living accommodation (amended 

scheme to approved DC/20/01796), which members would consider in due course and would be added 
to the next agenda. 
 

SPC/20/92: To approve the minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held on 27 August 2020: It was resolved 
to approve the minutes as a true record of the meeting held.  
 
SPC/20/93: Finance and Administration 

a) To consider and approve the accounts for payment and note receipts/bank balances: It was resolved 
to approve the accounts for payments as per schedule circulated ahead of the meeting. 
 

b) To receive and approve the Internal Auditor Report (accounts year ended 31 March 2020): Deferred 
to the next meeting. 

 
c) To receive updates on ongoing matters (Clerk and Councillors): The Clerk provided members with a 

brief update on ongoing matters.  
 

d) To consider the appointment of a Parish Council Tree Warden: A detailed report and 
recommendations had been circulated to the Council by the Clerk, which was discussed by 
members.  
 
The Clerk’s suggestion to approach a well versed member of the parish for continued guidance and 
support was accepted by members, with the addition of promoting the initiative locally in order to 
identify a long-term candidate for the role from within the community. 
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Cllr C Mills volunteered to support the Clerk in this initiative once local contacts had been 
established. 
 

SPC/20/94: To adopt Parish Council policies (as reviewed by Working Group in March 2020): It was 
resolved to approve all the listed policies and documents. 

a) Suffolk Code of Conduct 
b) Standing Orders 
c) Financial Regulations 
d) Financial Risk Assessment 
e) Statement of Internal Controls 
f) Risk Assessment 
g) Electronic Communications Policy 
h) FOI Publication Scheme 
i) Salc Internal Auditor Terms of Reference 
j) Community Engagement Policy 
k) Anti-Harassment and Bullying Policy 
l) Operation London Bridge 
m) Pre-planning Application Meetings with Developers Policy 
n) Complaints Policy 
o) Equality Diversity Policy 

 
SPC/20/95: Correspondence: 

a) Code of conduct complaint decision- To be noted only (confidential): The Monitoring Officer’s 
decision had been circulated to members and was noted. No further action. 
  

b) September Litter pick/beach clean event- To agree date and volunteers: It was agreed to hold the 
event on Saturday 3rd October, weather permitting. Various councillors put their name forward and 
hoped to be able to attend. 

 
c) Active Wellbeing Service: Noted. 

 
d) Consultation on Coastal Adaptation Supplementary Planning Document: Members raised the issue 

that Shotley had not been included in the consultation and that this should be questioned, as what 
took place further up the coast could potentially affect the Peninsula. 
 

SPC/20/96: Reports from Councillors/requests for addition on future agendas for consideration: Cllr J 
Briscoe reported that it was hoped the Neighbourhood Plan Group would be reconvened soon and that the 
Terms of Reference should be up for final consideration at the November meeting. 
 
Cllr C Mills also stated that the Play Areas Group would be getting together soon by way of virtual meeting 
and that an agenda would be forthcoming in the next couple of weeks. 
 
Comments had been received from members of the public that some of the trees within the Church 
grounds were overgrown and did not appear to be kept in good order. The ones seen from the Lane were 
having some detrimental impact on neighbouring properties.  
It was agreed that as the matter had been reported by residents, the Clerk should write to SCC Highways 
and the Church. 
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Cllr B Powell reported that a group of volunteers had recently carried out some repairs to the hole in the 
foreshore footpath beyond the picnic area. Further work was still needed but neighbouring residents had 
agreed to continue with their efforts, which included the gifting of some materials and the use of 
machinery. 
 
Cllr J Briscoe asked if there was any update from Cllr D Davis regarding the installation of a buoy at the 
bottom of Bristol Hill. Clerk to check. 
 
SPC/20/97: Date of next meeting:  October 22nd 2020.- It was resolved to change the meeting date from 
October 15th to October 22nd.  
 
With no further matters to be transacted, the meeting ended at 9.32 pm. 
 
 
 
Signed:___________________________  Date:____________________________ 
  

 


