
EXECUTIVE 

MONDAY 12 APRIL 2010 AT 1.00 PM
PRESENT:


Councillor Mitchelson (Chairman and Promoting Carlisle Portfolio Holder)

Councillor J Mallinson (Finance Portfolio Holder)

Councillor Bloxham (Environment and Infrastructure Portfolio Holder)

Councillor Mrs Bowman (Economy Portfolio Holder)

Councillor Earp (Performance and Development Portfolio Holder)

Councillor Ellis (Culture and Community Services Portfolio Holder)

Councillor Mrs Luckley (Health and Community Development Portfolio Holder)
ALSO PRESENT:   

Councillor Tootle (in his capacity as Ward Member)

Councillor P Farmer attended the meeting as an observer  
APOLOGY FOR ABSENCE
An apology for absence was submitted on behalf of Councillor Mrs Clarke, Chairman of the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   

There were no declarations of interest affecting the business to be transacted.
WELCOME
The Chairman welcomed the Assistant Director (Community Engagement) and the Assistant Director (Local Environment) to their first meeting of the Executive.

CALL-IN
The Chairman reported that the Mayor had agreed that the following items should be exempt from call-in as call-in procedures would overlap the City Council meeting on 4 May 2010:

· Corporate Plan and Key Performance Indicators

· Solway Coast AONB Management Plan

· North Pennines AONB:  Planning Guidelines and Building Design 
Guidance Supplementary Planning Documents
EX.059/10
PETITION TO OPPOSE THE BUILDING OF HOMES FOR THE HOMELESS ON THE FORMER NEWTOWN ROAD BOWLING GREEN


(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Health and Community Development
Subject Matter
The Leader reported the receipt of a petition signed by 174 persons objecting to the proposed homes for the homeless to be built on empty Council land between Wood Street and Bright Street.

The Principal Housing Officer (Homelessness and Hostel Services) had prepared a report in response to the petition (DS.22/10), setting out the background to the matter and updating Members on the consultation process for the project.

Councillor Tootle was present at the meeting in his capacity of Ward Member.  He informed the Executive that he had not asked residents of Bright Street and Wood Street to attend the meeting, believing that they were reserved and would not wish to speak out.  Therefore he was speaking from a personal viewpoint.

Having read the papers Councillor Tootle was increasingly concerned.  He referred in particular to section 1.4 of report DS.22/10 which stated that it was anticipated that there would be 7-8 units providing 1, 2 and 3 bed-roomed accommodation, in addition to which there would be communal areas, play facilities and offices on what he considered to be a very small site.  He was also concerned that consideration was being given to an alternative access point.

Councillor Tootle said that to date he had not seen any plans and had yet to receive details of the list of potential sites; external agents; who had set the criteria and taken decisions.  In conclusion he asked that further information be provided to him.

Referring to page 4 of the report the Leader clarified that, although the funding aspect had been approved as part of the budget process, the scheme itself had yet to be approved.  Consultation was taking place and he gave an assurance that feedback would be considered as part of the project development process.

The Health and Community Development Portfolio Holder added that she had been in contact with the Property Services Manager who would be happy to meet with Councillor Tootle and Ward Members to discuss issues.  She emphasised that a decision was some way off since the concerns raised needed to be addressed, and suggested to the Councillor that he contact the Property Services Manager to arrange a mutually convenient date.
Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1.  That the Executive received the Petition objecting to the building of homes for the homeless on the former Newtown Road Bowling Green.

2.  The Executive was aware of the consultation process currently being undertaken on the matter, and would give consideration to all comments received in response thereto.

3.  That a meeting should take place with Ward Members to address the issues raised by Councillor Tootle.

Reasons for Decision
To respond to the Petition received from residents of Wood Street and Bright Street
EX.060/10
CORPORATE PLAN AND KEY PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

(Key Decision)


(In accordance with Paragraph 15(i) of the Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rules, the Mayor had agreed that call-in procedures should not be applied to this item)

Portfolio
Performance and Development
Subject Matter
The Policy and Performance Manager submitted report PPP.16/10 concerning the Corporate Plan and Key Performance Indictors.

The Policy and Performance Manager informed Members that the Corporate Plan had completed its initial round of consultation with the Overview and Scrutiny Panels, whose comments and suggestions had helped shape the final draft version presented alongside his report.  A table identifying each comment, its source and the response was presented at Appendix A, in addition to which Minute Extracts COSP.19/10, ROSP.31/10 and EEOSP.19/10 had been circulated.  A report with suggested Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) had also been tabled at the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel on 8 April 2010, and had provided useful feedback on the KPIs.

Performance workshops with the Resources and Community Overview and Scrutiny Panels would also be arranged early in the new municipal year, the focus of which would be the remaining areas of the performance framework (namely Corporate Health and Service Standards).

The Policy and Performance Manager reported that the KPIs would provide a set of measures through which the authority could track the performance of its new priorities.  The approach to target setting had been development from a set of principles established with the Executive on 15 February 2010 (PPP.07/10).  He added that a new target setting strategy was being adopted for 2010/11 with four distinct levels, namely stretch, improvement, maintenance and no target.

The Chairman of the Resources Overview and Scrutiny Panel was present at the meeting and emphasised that the Panel did recognise the report to be very competent.

In moving the recommendations, the Performance and Development Portfolio Holder stated that the comments made by Overview and Scrutiny had been taken on board.  He further commented upon the complexity of the document, expressing the hope that a simplified summary (in plain English) would be made available for public consumption.

In response, the Policy and Performance Manager explained that preparation of a summary document was the next piece of work.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1. That the Executive had considered the information contained in Report PPP.16/10 with a view to approving the Key Performance Indicators for the new priorities.

2.  That the Executive thanked the Overview and Scrutiny Panels for their comments and approved the changes made to the Corporate Plan in response thereto.

3.  That any further changes to the Corporate Plan prior to adoption by full Council be delegated to the Leader and Town Clerk and Chief Executive.

4.  That the Corporate Plan be recommended to the City Council for adoption.
Reasons for Decision
To present the final version of the Corporate Plan for consideration prior to adoption by full Council
EX.061/10
SOLWAY COAST AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY MANAGEMENT PLAN




(Key Decision)



(In accordance with Paragraph 15(i) of the Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rules, the Mayor had agreed that call-in procedures should not be applied to this item)
Portfolio
Environment and Infrastructure


Subject Matter

Pursuant to Minute EX.045/10, the Assistant Director (Economic Development) submitted report DS.19/10 setting out the position regarding production of a Management Plan for the Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).

The Assistant Director (Economic Development) reminded Members that the Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000 (S.89) placed a statutory duty on local planning authorities to act jointly to produce management plans for AONBs within their boundaries.   

He indicated that the draft Plan, accompanied by the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA), had gone out for public consultation between 17 February and 31 March 2009.  The consultation documents were widely available and, during March 2009, three evening meetings had been held throughout the AONB, with one at Burgh-by-Sands Village Hall.

In addition, the Management Plan and SEA were sent to the statutory consultees (Natural England, English Heritage and the Environment Agency).  An appropriate assessment was also carried out under the Habitat Regulations in association with Natural England, to ensure that the Management Plan would not impact on the significant wildlife value of the designated European Habitat sites in and adjacent to the AONB.

The Environment and Infrastructure Portfolio Holder moved the Solway Coast AONB Management Plan to Council for adoption at its meeting to be held on 4 May 2010.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Management Plan be referred to Council, with a recommendation that the Management Plan be adopted.
Reasons for Decision

To ensure sufficient weight and consideration is given to the Management Plan when it is used in decision making, as it will impact on future priorities within that part of the district
EX.062/10
NORTH PENNINES AONB:  PLANNING GUIDELINES AND BUILDING DESIGN GUIDANCE SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING DOCUMENTS


(Key Decision)


(In accordance with Paragraph 15(i) of the Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rules, the Mayor has agreed that call-in procedures should not be applied to this item)

Portfolio
Environment and Infrastructure
Subject Matter
Pursuant to Minute EX.046/10, the Assistant Director (Economic Development) submitted report DS.20/10 setting out the draft text of the North Pennines Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) Planning Guidelines and Building Design Guidance Supplementary Planning Documents, which would form part of the Council's Local Development Framework.

He informed Members that the SPDs expressed in detail the provisions of Local Plan Policy DP9, which made provision for development in the AONB subject to the special characteristics and landscape quality of the area being conserved or enhanced, and how it was to be implemented in practice.  Natural beauty included scenic quality, landform, ecology, geology, cultural interests and the historic environment.

In moving the draft Supplementary Planning Documents to the City Council on 4 May 2010, the Environment and Infrastructure Portfolio Holder emphasised the importance of Development Services' staff having regard to the extent to which development proposals reflected the guidelines when assessing planning applications.
Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the draft North Pennines AONB: Planning Guidelines and Building Design Guidance Supplementary Planning Documents be referred to Council to be approved for public consultation.
Reasons for Decision
To update the guidance for developers and bring in additional guidance under the Local Development Framework

EX.063/10
DRAFT ENERGY EFFICIENCY SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING DOCUMENT

(Key Decision)

Portfolio
Environment and Infrastructure
Subject Matter
The Assistant Director (Economic Development) submitted report DS.10/10 concerning the draft Energy Efficiency Supplementary Planning Document.

He informed Members that, under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, the City Council had a statutory duty to provide the Local Development Framework to guide development within the district, including the provision of supplementary planning documents (SPDs) to amplify Council planning policies.

The Supplementary Planning Document expanded upon Carlisle District Local Plan Policy CP9 which referred to the production of a SPD on Energy Efficiency and Conservation.  It also had regard to the Local Plan Policy CP5 Design listing nine key design principles against which all development proposals would be assessed.

Policy EM16 Energy Conservation and Efficiency of the North West of England Plan Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) (2008) encouraged local authorities to ensure that their approach to energy was based on minimising consumption and demand, promoting maximum efficiency and minimising waste.  Plans were asked to actively facilitate reductions in energy requirements and improvements in energy efficiency to deliver the national timetable for reducing emissions from non-domestic and domestic buildings.  The RSS Policy EM18 Decentralised Energy Supply prescribed the 10% target for energy requirements from decentralised and renewable sources for major development, as recommended in the draft SPD.

In conclusion, the Assistant Director (Economic Development) asked that Members consider the draft SPD as appended to the report, and make it available for consideration by the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel.

The Environment and Infrastructure Portfolio Holder referred to section 2.1 of the draft SPD and to the statement that "It is widely accepted that changes are taking place to our climate and that human activities are contributing to it." which was a matter of opinion.  He stressed that everyone should do all that they could to conserve the earth's resources and that all Members and Development Services Officers should read the document.  Initiatives including rain water harvesting and solar power should also be incorporated and robust enforcement taken.

In conclusion, the Portfolio Holder said that he had great pleasure in recommending the draft Energy Efficiency Supplementary Planning Document for consideration by the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel, subject to it being strengthened to include real enforcement.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1.  That the Executive had given consideration to the draft Energy Efficiency Supplementary Planning Document, as appended to Report DS.10/10.

2.  That, subject to the draft SPD being strengthened to include enforcement, the report be made available for consideration by the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel.

3.  That a further report be submitted to the Executive on 28 June 2010 to consider referring the Supplementary Planning Document to the City Council at its meeting on 13 July 2010 for approval to consult.

Reasons for Decision
To provide further guidance on policies in the Regional Spatial Strategy and Carlisle District Local Plan
EX.064/10
FORMER GARLANDS HOSPITAL SITE DEVELOPMENT BRIEF



(Key Decision)

Portfolio
Environment and Infrastructure


Subject Matter

The Assistant Director (Economic Development) submitted report DS.14/10 setting out the process which had been undertaken in the production of the Supplementary Planning Document (SPD).

The Assistant Director (Economic Development) informed Members that the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 placed a statutory duty upon the City Council to provide the Local Development Framework to guide development within the district, including the provision of SPDs to amplify Council planning policies.

The Brief expanded on Local Plan Policy LC14 Carleton Clinic which referred to the remaining surplus land at the former Garlands Hospital site.  However, that Policy restricted development to redevelopment of the areas already occupied by buildings, whether by conversion or replacement.  The Brief had been prepared in the context of existing planning policies within the Carlisle District Local Plan 2001-16 taking into account the land use designations.

He added that the site was currently owned by the Hospital Trust, who had assisted with resources to commission the preparation of the Brief with Officer input.  The Brief was a Carlisle City Council document and responsibility for the consultation undertaken, amendments made as a result and subsequent adoption of the Brief as SPD had now passed solely to the City Council.

The document provided the background information on the site along with its land use and policy context for development proposals, and was intended to guide potential developers of the site accompanying any market information.

In moving the recommendations, the Environment and Infrastructure Portfolio Holder expressed slight disappointment that there was no reference to rainwater harvesting.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1. That the Executive had considered the responses to the consultation and Officers' advice on amendments to the Former Garlands Hospital Site Supplementary Planning Document and made it available for consideration by the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel.

2.  That any additional information arising from the Scrutiny Panel and changes required as a result of comments from Natural England in response to the HRA Screening Report be reported back to the Executive.

3.  That the Executive would on 28 June 2010 consider a further report prior to adoption of the SPD by the City Council on 13 July 2010.

Reasons for Decision

To provide further guidance and clarity in the form of a Supplementary Planning Document in respect of policies LC14 and H16 of the Carlisle District Local Plan
EX.065/10
FORWARD PLAN

(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Cross Cutting
Subject Matter
The Forward Plan of Key Decisions for the period 1 April 2010 to 31 July 2010 had been circulated.

The Assistant Director (Resources) had been scheduled to report on the Sands Development (KD.002/10).  However, the matter had been deferred to fit with the University's decision making processes.

The Green Spaces Manager had been scheduled to report on Children's Play Areas (KD.003/10).  The matter had been deferred to enable work to be undertaken following observations received from the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel.

The Housing and Health Services Manager had been scheduled to report on the Women and Families Homelessness Accommodation (KD.006/10) and Accommodation and Foyer Service Development for Young People (KD.007/10), however, the consultation process was ongoing.

The Assistant Director (Economic Development) had been scheduled to report on the Planning Obligations Supplementary Planning Document (KD.012/10).  Information was awaited from other agencies. 

The Assistant Director (Economic Development) had been scheduled to report on Development Proposals for Caldew Riverside (KD.038/09).  The Executive had taken a decision on the matter on 15 March 2010.

The Assistant Director (Economic Development) had been scheduled to report on the Local Development Framework - Statement of Community Involvement - Consultation Results and Adoption (KD.014/10).  Further work was required.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the Forward Plan of Key Decisions for the period 1 April 2010 to 31 July 2010 be noted.
Reasons for Decision
Not applicable
EX.066/10
SCHEDULE OF DECISIONS TAKEN BY OFFICERS

(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Performance and Development
Subject Matter
Details of decisions taken by Officers under delegated powers were submitted.
Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the decisions, attached as Appendix A, be noted.

Reasons for Decision
Not applicable
EX.067/10
REFERENCE FROM THE ENVIRONMENT AND ECONOMY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY PANEL - RICKERGATE

(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Environment and Infrastructure
Subject Matter
Pursuant to Minute EEOSP.23/10, consideration was given to a reference from the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel setting out the Panel's observations following consideration of report DS.09/10 on the Rickergate Supplementary Planning Document.  The Panel had resolved:

"1) That the report be noted.

2) That the work on Rickergate be integrated into a wider Action Plan for the City Centre as long as it was not to the detriment of the Rickergate Area.

3) That the Panel supported the diversion of the Carlisle Renaissance funding to undertake preliminary work on the Botchergate area of the City to feed into an area Action Plan.

4) That the Executive be informed that the Panel did not support the use of £20,000 from the allocation made by the Department of Communities and Local Government for events in the City Centre.  The Panel asked the Executive to reconsider how the allocation would be used."

A copy of the Minute Extract had been circulated.

The Economy Portfolio Holder expressed regret that the Chairman of the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel was not in attendance at the meeting since she would have welcomed clarification of recommendation 4) above.  The decision referred to had not been called in by Overview and Scrutiny and the Portfolio Holder therefore assumed that all were happy with it.

The Portfolio Holder informed the meeting that thousands of people had attended the recent event in the City Centre which had generated national and international interest and resulted in excess of £1m being spent by people coming to the area.  She was concerned at the potential knock on effect of the Minute and wished to receive an explanation from the Chairman.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1.  That the observations submitted by the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel with regard to Rickergate be received.

2.  That the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel be informed that the Executive was concerned to note that the Panel did not support the use of £20,000 from the allocation made by the Department of Communities and Local Government for events in the City Centre, and the negative impact of the recommendation in terms of attracting visitors to the area.

3.  That the Executive looked forward to receiving an explanation of the position at a future meeting.

Reasons for Decision
To consider a reference from the Environment and Economy Overview and Scrutiny Panel with regard to Rickergate
EX.068/10
REFERENCE FROM THE COMMUNITY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY PANEL – PLAY AREAS

(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Environment and Infrastructure
Subject Matter
Pursuant to Minute COSP.31/10, consideration was given to a reference setting out the observations of the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel following their consideration of report CS.07/10 outlining the arrangements for management of the City Council's stock of equipped children's play areas and issues raised for standards of service delivery.  The Panel had resolved:

"1) That the Panel have considered the options outlined in report CS.07/10 and recommend to the Executive that they investigate Option C as a way forward for the future of play areas in Carlisle;

2) That Ward Members, Neighbourhood Forums and community groups be invited to comment on proposals for the transformation of specific play areas as the work progressed;

3) That the Panel recommends to the Executive that it would be beneficial for the Council to undertake a review of the Council's Section 106 Agreements."

A copy of the Minute Extract had been circulated.

On behalf of the Culture and Community Services Portfolio Holder and himself, the Environment and Infrastructure Portfolio Holder indicated that, although a number of concerns and suggestions had been raised, the report had been generally well received by the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel.  Whilst thanking the Panel for the work undertaken, he wished to make it quite clear that the Executive had not yet received a report on Play Areas.

The Leader reaffirmed the position on play areas, commenting that the Executive was not about to close play areas, there is a continued investment programme into play areas with the addition of the opening of multi-use games areas as another way of meeting modern demands.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1.  That the comments of the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel with regard to Play Areas be received.

2.  That the Panel be advised that the Executive had yet to receive a report on Play Areas, but had no plans at this time to reduce play areas.

Reasons for Decision
To consider a reference from the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel with regard to Play Areas
EX.069/10
REFERENCE FROM THE COMMUNITY OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY PANEL – WOMEN AND FAMILIES HOMELESSNESS ACCOMMODATION


(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Health and Community Development
Subject Matter
Pursuant to Minute COSP.34/10, consideration was given to a reference from the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel concerning Women and Families Homelessness Accommodation.  The Panel had resolved:

"1) That the Panel recommends that the Executive consider having a new valuation of the current hostel building.

2) That the Panel supports the consultation being undertaken with local residents and social landlords which surround the site."

A copy of the Minute Extract had been circulated.

The Health and Community Development Portfolio Holder expressed her thanks and appreciation for the serious interest and support given by the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel to the project.  She added that the matter was currently the subject of consultation and it was not therefore appropriate to have a new valuation of the current hostel building undertaken at this time.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1.  That the comments of the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel with regard to the Women and Families Homelessness Accommodation be received.

2. That the Panel be thanked for their interest and support in the matter; and informed that it was not appropriate to carry out a new valuation of the current hostel building at this time.

Reasons for Decision
To consider a reference from the Community Overview and Scrutiny Panel with regard to the Women and Families Homelessness Accommodation
EX.070/10
JOINT MANAGEMENT TEAM MINUTES

(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Various
Subject Matter
The Minutes of the meeting of the Joint Management Team held on 18 February 2010 were submitted for information.
Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the Minutes of the meeting of the Joint Management Team held on 18 February 2010, attached as Appendix B, be received.
Reasons for Decision
Not applicable
EX.071/10
CUMBRIA LEADERSHIP FORUM


(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Cross Cutting
Subject Matter
The Minutes of the meeting of the Cumbria Leadership Forum held on 15 December 2009 were submitted for information.

In addition, the Leader drew Members' attention to the Forum's draft Terms of Reference which would be submitted to their next meeting on 30 April 2010.  The Leader emphasised the importance of the Forum in terms of dealing with policy issues on behalf of Cumbria, and sought approval of the draft Terms of Reference.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

1. That the Minutes of the meeting of the Cumbria Leadership Forum held on 15 December 2009 be received.

2. That the Cumbria Leadership Forum draft Terms of Reference be approved.

Reasons for Decision
Not applicable

EX.072/10
BAD DEBT WRITE-OFFS FOR NNDR, COUNCIL TAX AND DEBTORS (INCLUDING PENALTY CHARGE NOTICES)

(Non Key Decision)

Portfolio
Finance
Subject Matter
The Assistant Director (Resources) submitted report RD.7/10 recommending the write-off of bad debts over £1,000 and informing the Executive of actions taken to write-of bad debts under £1,000.

The Finance Portfolio Holder then moved the recommendations contained within the report.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the Executive agreed to:

1.  Write-off the sum of £118,383.64 in respect of debts over £1,000.

2.  Note the Assistant Director (Resources)' action in writing off debts totalling £24,153.21 in respect of bad debts under £1,000.

3.  Note that the costs would fall against the:

General Fund                           £ 80,134.98

Council Tax Pool                      £   2,859.31

NNDR Pool                              £ 59,542.56

TOTAL                                     £142,536.85

4.  'Write-ons' will be credited as follows:

General Fund                           £          9.82

Council Tax Pool                      £   2,171.10

NNDR Pool                              £      478.98

TOTAL                                     £    2,659.90
Reasons for Decision
The debts requested to be written off were considered to be irrecoverable
CHAIRMAN’S COMMENTS
It was with great sadness that the Chairman reported the recent death of Mr J Buchanan, Leader of Cumbria County Council.  He referred to the good work started by Mr Buchanan, expressing the hope that would continue in the future for the benefit of the county.
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 involved the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in the paragraph number (as indicated in brackets against the minute) of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the 1972 Local Government Act.

EX.73/10
BAD DEBT WRITE-OFFS FOR NNDR, COUNCIL TAX AND DEBTORS (INCLUDING PENALTY CHARGE NOTICES)



(Non Key Decision)


(Public and Press excluded by virtue of paragraph 7)

Portfolio
Finance
Subject Matter
The Assistant Director (Resources) submitted private report RD.7/10 providing details of actual bad debt cases.  Members were asked to consider writing off debts over £1,000 as set out in Appendices 1 and 2 of the report.

Summary of options rejected
None
DECISION

That the bad debts over £1,000, as detailed in the Appendices to report RD.7/10 be written off.
Reasons for Decision
To receive details of individual bad debt cases

CHAIRMAN’S COMMENTS
The Chairman indicated that this was the last scheduled meeting of the Executive in the current municipal year, and extended thanks to all members of staff for their help and support during the past year. 
(The meeting ended at 1.30 pm)

