WELLINGTON TOWN COUNCIL MINUTES 3 JULY 2014

Minutes of a Special meeting of Wellington Town Council held in the United Reformed Church Hall, Fore Street, Wellington on Thursday 3 July 2014 at 7.00p.m.
PRESENT: Councillor D Mitton (Mayor), 
Councillors G Copley, A Govier, J Govier, R Henley J. Hunt, T Milton, J Reed, B. Sparrow, V Stock-Williams, A Sully and N Wilson.
Greg Dyke (Town Clerk), Ann Rhodes (TDBC Planning Officer)

In attendance: Robin Upton representing WYG, the applicant’s agents.

There were approximately 74 members of the public present. 
52. APOLOGIES
Councillors R Bowrah, P Critchard and J Lloyd
53. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillors A Govier, Henley and Hunt declared personal interests as members of Somerset County Council and Taunton Deane Borough Council.
Councillors J Govier, Reed and Stock-Williams declared personal interests as members of Taunton Deane Borough Council.

Councillors A Govier and J Govier declared personal and prejudicial interests in relation to the Jurston Lane Draft Development Brief as they lived adjacent the site.

Councillor Sully declared a personal interest as a member of the Wellington Business Forum which had made representations in relation to this item.

54. LAND AT JURSTON LANE, WELLINGTON

DRAFT DEVELOPMENT BRIEF

Taunton Deane Borough Council had recently issued the draft Development Brief for land at Jurston Lane, Wellington. The land was allocated as part of mixed use urban extension in TDBC’s Core Strategy which was adopted in September 2012.

The Town Council was invited to submit any views or representations it might wish to make in relation to this document.

A copy of the Draft Development Brief together with a covering letter from Taunton Deane Borough Council had been circulated to all members.

Ann Rhodes, Policy Officer, TDBC introduced the Development Brief and explained its context and background. She emphasised that the site had been allocated for development in the Core Strategy and therefore the principle of development was fixed. The purpose of the Development Brief was to identify a set of development and design principles to help shape and guide the development of the site.

Some 21 members of the public took the opportunity to raise their concerns and put their points of view. Mrs Rhodes answered any questions and gave a thorough explanation of the various issues raised. Robin Upton of WYG (the applicant’s agents) was able to answer any technical questions relating to the proposed development.

(Councillor A Govier and J Govier both declared a personal and prejudicial interest in this matter. Once they had made representations to the other members of the Council they left the meeting)

(Councillor Stock-Williams arrived at the meeting at 9.15p.m.)

Following detailed discussion it was RESOLVED that the following representations be submitted to Taunton Deane Borough Council in relation to the Jurston Lane Draft Development Brief:

Over a long period of time the Wellington Town Council has consistently opposed the principle of residential development on this site. In its opinion there are other more appropriate sites available elsewhere.

Notwithstanding the inclusion of this site in the Core Strategy it wishes to reiterate that opposition. It considers that consideration should be given to removing the site from the Core Strategy and the provision of other sites be investigated.

It further expresses concern that the three major developments currently taking place or planned for this area of the town continue to develop in an uncoordinated manner. It feared that this would result in the piecemeal provision of community facilities which did not match the aspirations of the town.
In relation to the Draft Development Brief the Town Council wish to make the following points:

(a) the proposed highway infrastructure and in particular the access through Laburnum Road and Beech Hill should be reviewed prior to any development taking place;

(b) further consideration should be given to the provision of two school sites in very close proximity to each other (one on this site and one on the nearby Longforth Farm site). In the Town Council view one 14 class school would much better suit the needs of the community;

(c) further thought should be given to provision of sports pitches on this and surrounding sites. It appeared to the Council that the town would end up with a series of smaller play areas when what was needed was a co-ordinated approach that resulted in the provision of 5 pitches and a pavilion elsewhere;
(d) the ability of existing medical facilities to cope with the amount of extra persons the development would generate needs to be examined;

(e) concern was expressed that Court Field School would either not be able or not willing to absorb the number of extra pupils likely to be generated by the development;

(f) provision should be made for sufficient employment prospects in the town to be available to a larger number of residents. This was seen to be important to keep the local economy healthy and vibrant;

(g) it was recognised that that the Environment Agency appeared to be satisfied with the measures proposed to avoid any flood risk and that there would be a minimal risk of flooding on the site. However, as the adjoining relief road has very recent incidents of flooding, the Town Council would want to be satisfied adequate steps are taken to mitigate any further flooding that might be caused by the development.
The meeting ended at 9.20p.m.

.........................................

Councillor Dave Mitton
Mayor
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