
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF STOKEINTEIGNHEAD PARISH COUNCIL
TUESDAY 17 APRIL 2014 AT STOKEINTEIGNHEAD VILLAGE HALL COMMITTEE ROOM

Present: Cllrs Dagworthy (Chairman), Fearn, Small, Toomer and Horton
                Cllr Clarance (TDC/DCC)
                 
Apologies: Cllr Hancock
                    
Also present: Rachel Avery (Clerk), 14 members of the Public

	No
	Subject
	Comments

	1
	The Chairman will open the Meeting and receive apologies.  
	CLlr Dagowthy opened the meeting at 20.01.
It was RESOVED to APPROVE the apologies of Cllr Hancock.

	2
	To declare any interests arising at this meeting. 
	There were no interests declared.

	 
	The Council will adjourn for the following items:
	

	3
	Public Question Time:   A period of 15 minutes will be allowed for members of the public to ask questions or make comment regarding the work of the Council or other items that affect Stokeinteignhead. 
	Fred Cornes asked what the cost of the election to the Village would be.
Cllr Dagworthy had suggested that it would be approximately £1000.00. £600 is the cost of the election and £300 for poll cards, which is in line with the £1200 initially advised. The Parish Council  had agreed and voted that if poll cards are not sent, people may not be aware that there would be an election or may not know who is standing.
It was asked what the implications were for Village organisations with regards to the election costs. Cllr Dagworthy explained that all payments have been frozen until we are aware of how much money is available.
Debbie Osborne asked when the last internal account was done. The Clerk explained that the internal audit was done in 2011/12 and will be done in 2013/14. The Clerk also explained that statutory notices are put up in the Village regarding access to Parish Council accounts at the end of the financial year. Any parishioner is entitled to view these accounts.
It was asked why the Parish Council are spending this money on an election, if it is not actually necessary. Cllr Toomer explained that the legislation states that a notice of election must be put up stating that if ten or more electors request an election, an election shall be held. If one person stands, it will be an uncontested election. If two or more stand, the election will be contested. If ten or more people write, the election process will be started. 
If ten people have not written, the co-option process starts.
Cllr Fearn suggested that there have been no explanations as to why an election has been requested.
Cllr French explained that she had been co-opted, by a process of interview.
Cllr Toomer explained that he had made parishioners aware of the election, not the costs involved. He had been under the impression that the Parish Council were told by TDC to keep back funds each year for unexpected election costs. The Clerk confirmed that the Parish Council were minded to ring fence money for elections every four years.
Paul Stoneman had been asked to speak on behalf of Peter Hunt. His wife had been approached, but was not aware of the cost implications or the co-option alternative. If the three people in his household had been aware of this, they would not have written to TDC.
Paul Stoneman stated that he had signed the first letter which was withdrawn by TDC, and like Peter Hunt was not made aware of the implications but it was too early so was withdrawn by TDC. He declined to sign a second letter knowing the cost implications and alternatives.  He declined to sign a second letter knowing the cost implications. 
Linda Osborne suggested that people should not be so naïve to think that an election would not cost money.
Cllr Dagworthy suggested that if people who have problems with the Parish Council should attend Parish Council meetings, and need to realise the Parish Council is who are responsible to 600 parishioners.
Cllr Toomer suggested that many members of the Public are disinterested and unengaged in the Parish Council, that the Council do not respond to letters or that the Council are not transparent. Cllr Dagworthy refuted that the Parish Council did not respond to correspondence.
It was suggested that there is a democratic right to request an election and are not being chastised in an aggressive way.
Cllr Fearn explained that the Parish Council should be working as a team, and there are issues which are even more important such as flooding. People work hard for the Village and fundraising, and there is a deficit which needs to be met due to the financial implications of the election.
A resident of Lower Rocombe had been approached by Cllr Toomer and understood the financial implications. She suggested that she would like to have a say in who would represent the Parish Council for a year. If three or four people are interested in filling the seat, she should be entitled to vote.
A member of the Public suggested that co-option is a common amidst Parish Councils. Nobody has been co-opted onto Stokeinteignhead, so why would this time be an issue. He doesn’t believe that this is an issue as Cllr Toomer suggests. It was suggested that this is a protest vote, rather than a democratic right. 
Cllr Fearn explained that there must not be a witch hunt against those that wrote to TDC. However, as far as he is concerned, this has been a secretive process.
David French explained he is a regular attendant of Council meetings. In the last two to three years, they have become more procedural. The Clerk is trained to do her job and has been insulted. He suggested that there is one Councillor who should not be on the Council.
Cllr Dagworthy explained that the Parish Council have had items added to their budget, handed down by DCC and TDC. A good example of this is a lengthsman. The Parish Council are going to be expected to do more.
Cllr Dagworthy read Bernard Stanley’s letter and this would form part of the minutes. He explained this was being done due to the exceptional circumstances and will not set a precedent.
Cllr French wished to explain that the precept will be reset in November 2014, and it is possible that the Town and Parish Council precepts will not be able to raise precept.
Cllr Clarance explained that the Parish Council is now in the process of an election and it cannot be stopped. Nominations are now open, and a set of papers are available from TDC.  Nobody is entitled to know who has requested to be nominated.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Cllr Dagworthy had been requested to ask a candidate to stand down so the election would be unopposed so reducing the cost, however this would be unfair and undemocratic and the Parish Council or the Public and not entitled to know who has been nominated so it may not achieve anything, as It will not be possible for candidates to withdraw after nominations close.
The main issue from the Parish Council point of view is that a few people have used what is their democratic right in calling for an election rather than coming to the Parish Council with any issues first.
If anybody who wrote in calling for an election would like to explain their issues the Parish Council would be find it helpful; they may approach a Councillor or contact the Clerk anonymously.
Cllr Clarance suggested that the amount of people attending meetings shows how well the Council works and serves the Parish.
Fred Cornes had requested that those who had written should be written to ask why they had written. This was NOTED.

	
	The Council will convene to conduct the following business:
	

	4
	Councillor Vacancy.
	All issues had been dealt with in Public Question Time.
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