
APPEALS PANEL NO. 2

WEDNESDAY 30 JULY 2008 AT 2.00 PM

PRESENT:
Councillors Mrs Vasey and Weedall

1.
APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN

It was moved and seconded that Councillor Weedall be appointed as Chairman of the Appeals Panel 2 for the municipal year 2008/09.

RESOLVED that Councillor Weedall be elected as Chairman of the Appeals Panel 2 for the municipal year 2008/09.

Councillor Weedall thereupon took the Chair.

2.
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

An apology for absence was submitted by Councillor Graham.

3.
PUBLIC AND PRESS
RESOLVED - That in accordance with Section 100A(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 1 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the 1972 Local Government Act.  

4.
COMPLAINT AGAINST DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
The complainant was content for the Panel to continue with 2 Members.

Consideration was given to a complaint against Community Services.  The complainant, accompanied by a representative, Mr S. was invited to state his case and it was agreed that Mr S would state the case on the complainant’s behalf.  

The complainant confirmed that he was content with the procedure to be followed.

The complainant’s representative read out a statement in support of the complainant.  He stated that the complainant was appealing against the termination of his tenancy of an allotment at St Aidans Road.

Mr S stated the main reason given for the termination of the tenancy was the behaviour of the complainant’s dog together with ancillary reasons regarding the building on the allotment.  He explained that the dog would no longer be taken to the allotment and the complainant agreed with this.  He added that the Director of Community Services had offered the complainant an allotment in a different location but this had been rejected as being unsuitable because the complainant had many friends at his current allotment site.  

Mr S stated that he had attended a meeting with the Head of Environmental Services to try to resolve the issues but unfortunately this had not been successful.  He suggested that part of the reason for the deterioration in relationships had been a clash of personalities over the years between the complainant, Council officers, allotment committee officials and some other tenants.  Mr S added that a former Chief Superintendent of Police, who lives in the area, had also given the complainant his support.

Mr S explained that the allotment, his tenant friends and the dog were the cornerstone of the complainants life.  Mr S hoped that the complainants tenancy could be renewed and asked the Appeals Panel to consider that request.

After some discussion, in which Mr S and the complainant answered members questions, the Chairman asked the complainant if:

he would consider taking an allotment in a different area closer to his home’ and

if he would agree not to take his dog to the allotment

After a short break, in which the complainant and his representative discussed the proposal, Mr S stated that the complainant would not take an allotment at a different site because of the friends which he made with other tenants at the previous site and because he had cultivated and looked after the allotment for 8 years.

The Chairman having summed up the complaint reminded the complainant that the Panel’s decision would be sent to him within 20 working days.  The complainant left the meeting at 3.55pm.

The Director of Community Services and the Head of Environmental Services then attended the meeting and outlined the background to the complaint.  The Director set out for Members the history of the complaint and in particular the details of the incident involving the complainants dog, following the complainants earlier meeting with the Head of Environmental Services, as noted in the Head of Environmental Services notes which had been circulated to the Panel.

Members questioned the Officers on different aspects of the complaint and background paperwork.

The Chairman thanked the Director of Community Services and the Head of Environmental Services for their input.  

That having giving careful consideration to both the Complainants evidence and the Director of Community Services evidence the Panel

RESOLVED – That the complainant be offered an allotment in a different location, closer to his home, under a managed tenancy, with the strict condition that the complainant must not take his dog to the allotment site.

(The meeting ended at 4.25pm)
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