APPEALS PANEL NO 2

      THURSDAY 25 MARCH 2004

PRESENT:

Councillors Dodd (Chairman), Glover and Mrs Rutherford

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE:


There were no apologies for absence

PUBLIC AND PRESS  

That in accordance with Section 100(A)(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the Public and Press were excluded from the meeting during consideration of the following item of business on the grounds that it involves the likely disclosure of exempt information, as defined in Paragraph Number 7 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the 1972 Local Government Act.

APPEAL AGAINST REPAYMENT OF IMPROVEMENT GRANT

Consideration was given to an appeal lodged by M & CD against the decision of the Head of Environmental Protection Services that as only three full years had elapsed between the certificate of completion been issued in respect of the property subject to the improvement grant and the property being sold  that two fifths of the total grant should be repaid to the City Council.  M & CD indicated that they had not been supplied with a copy of the report of the Assistant Manager Housing Services and Health Partnership and it was agreed that the meeting should be adjourned to enable M & CD to have the opportunity to consider the above report.  

Meeting was adjourned at 2:05 pm.

The meeting re-convened at 2:10 pm when the appellants confirmed that they were happy to proceed and confirmed that they were happy to represent themselves at the meeting.  The Appellants were also agreeable to the procedure for considering the appeal, which had been circulated.  

The Assistant Manager Housing Services and Health Partnership read out a copy of his report which had been circulated with the agenda and the appellants and members of the panel had the opportunity to question the Council’s representative on details of his submission.  

The appellants were then invited to submit their case and the circumstances surrounding the appeal.  The Council’s representative and members of the panel were then given the opportunity to question the appellants on the details of their submission.  

The Council’s representative and the appellants were then asked to make their final statements following which the parties concerned withdrew from the meeting to enable the panel to give detailed consideration to the matter.

RESOLVED – That the Appeal be dismissed and the decision of the Head of Environmental Protection Services that as only 3 full years had elapsed between the certificate of completion been issued in respect of the property subject to the Improvement Grant and that property being sold that two fifths of the total grant should be repaid to the City Council, be confirmed.

It is the view of the panel that the City Council’s policy in relation to the recovery of grant monies is a fair an equitable policy and whilst the panel have sympathy with the appellants’ circumstances, it is nonetheless the view of the panel that the appropriate outstanding grant monies should be repaid.

Meeting ended at 2:53 p.m.
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