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Minutes of a meeting of the Bosworth Community Forum held at Market Bosworth High School and Community College 
on Thursday 13 March 2008
Present
Cllr K Morrell (Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council/Sheepy Parish Council) – in the Chair

Members
	Mr G P Betts 
	Market Bosworth Parish Council

	Mr S Burnett
	Sutton Cheney Parish Council

	Mr D Crane
	Barleston Parish Council

	Mrs P Crane
	Desford Parish Council

	Mrs J Crooks
	Newbold Verdon Parish Council

	Ms K Elkin
	Nailstone Parish Council

	Mr A Gough
	Sheepy Parish Council/Sheepy Crime & Safety Forum

	Ms C Monkman
	Market Bosworth Parish Council

	Mr I Ould CC
	Leicestershire County Council

	Mr Payne
	Osbaston Parish Council

	Mr C Peat 
	Carlton Parish Council

	Mr D Reid
	Barlestone Parish Council/Hinckley and Bosworth Parish Councils Association

	Mr W R Sharp
	Carlton Parish Council

	Cllr B Sutton
	Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council

	Cllr R Ward
	Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council/Stoke Golding Parish Council

	Mr D Walker
	Witherley Parish Council

	Mr H Whitehead
	Market Bosworth Parish Council

	Ms J Williams 
	Cadeby Parish Council

	Ms S Windybank
	Sutton Cheney Parish Council


Partner Agencies
	PC Graham Anderson
	Leicestershire Police Neighbourhood Beat Officer (Market Bosworth)

	Greg Drozdz
	Voluntary Action Hinckley and Bosworth

	Sgt Jonny Starbuck
	Leicestershire Police, Hinckley Local Police Unit


Officers

	Edwina Grant
	Strategic and Community Planning, Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council

	Ian Grierson
	Highways Area Team Manager, Department of Highways, Transportation and Waste Management, Leicestershire County Council

	Beverley Ireland
	Committee Officer, Leicestershire County Council

	Sabrina Malik
	Community Engagement Manager, Leicestershire County Council

	Derk van der Wardt
	Team Leader, Community Engagement, Leicestershire County Council






















Apologies for absence were received from Cllr B Crooks (Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council), Mrs M Cullen (Shackerstone Parish Council) and Ms C Foxhall (Witherley Parish Council).

10. Welcome and Introductions

Cllr Morrell welcomed everyone to the first public meeting of the Forum. 

11. Minutes

The minutes of the meeting held on 19 November 2007, having previously been circulated, were agreed and signed as a correct record.

12. Declarations of Interest

The Chairman invited those who wished to do so to declare any interest in respect of items on the agenda.

No declarations were made.

13. Question Time

The Chairman invited all those present to submit any questions/s they wished to raise about the local area which he would endeavour to either provide either orally or via a written response within 20 days.

A total of 10 questions were received which are detailed below:-

	
	Question
	Submitted by


	Question to 

	1.
	Does the two tier rating system work to the advantage or disadvantage of the provision of capital funding in the rural areas?

	Unknown
	Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council

	2.
	Can you explain the procedure we need to go through to get yellow lines in a village?

	Mrs Pat Crane
	County Council

	3.
	How will the extended services programme affect the Forum area?

	Unknown
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council


	4.
	What is the range of services for older people in the Forum area?

	Unknown 
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council


	5.
	The role of the LSP [Local Strategic Partnership] and the Forum.


	Unknown
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council


	6.
	Development of Tourism – what plans?

	Unknown
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council


	7.
	Market Bosworth is in need of a good footpath from the Canal to the Primary School.  This will serve the new Persimmon Housing estate, which is now isolated.  What can be done: this has been ongoing for 3 years plus?  Section 106 and 278 money was part of the planning permissions, the trigger point is the Club House building (golf course).

	Mr G P Betts
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council

	8.
	Could Ivan Ould explain a little more of the implications of the Corporate Manslaughter Act?


	Unknown
	County Council (Ivan Ould)

	9.
	Will this Community Forum have any effect on the LDF [Local Development Framework]?  Will the LDF take notice of parish concerns?


	Cllr Reg Ward
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council

	10.
	Is it possible to buy a corporate public liability insurance policy for all Parish Councils to use and for other community groups, rather than to buy individual policies for each Parish Council?


	Jane Williams
	County Council/ Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council


The Chairman thanked everybody who had submitted questions. It was noted that a written response from the relevant agencies would be provided within 20 working days.
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.
Update on Priorities in the Forum Area


Derk van der Wardt gave a presentation on key issues and priorities in the Forum area, which had evolved out of the work done on the Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS), including the discussion held at the initial meeting of the Forum on 19 November 2007.  A copy of the presentation is filed with these minutes.
Derk circulated a ‘Draft Priorities for Bosworth’ document and asked each member to consider the list and rank the items in order of importance and/or suggest additional priorities.  This information would be used to shape the next stage of development of the SCS, which would focus on delivery.  It would be part of the role of the Forum to come back to the issues identified and assess the progress being made.
Arising from the discussion, the following principal points were noted:

· Once the local priorities had been agreed, the work would begin on how to deliver them.

· The priorities had been derived from sources such as Parish Plans and town centre surveys and, as such, were representative of local concerns.  It was acknowledged that some of the priorities may need updating.
· Not all parishes had produced a Parish Plan.

· The Hinckley and Bosworth Local Strategic Partnership (LSP) were also setting priorities for the area, which would sit alongside and fit in with the County-wide SCS.

· Members were concerned that the priorities listed were all items that should be being addressed through the Local Development Framework (LDF).
· Many of the items on the draft priorities list were linked to the need to develop new sources of employment in rural areas and the problems that arose from dependence on relatively low-waged jobs, associated with tourism.  
· There was considerable discussion around the issue of affordable housing, including the following comments:

· this had been an issue of concern for a long time but very little had been done to tackle it;
· the affordable housing that was needed was social housing, not the kind where prices are set at 80% of local average house prices.

· Sheepy Magna was an example of a parish that had been successful in locating an exception site and building 7 homes for local families, following their housing survey.
· not all Parish Councils had carried out housing surveys.

· the LDF had set targets for house building in the area and landowners would be reluctant to offer land at agricultural prices as exception sites, if they believed they would be able to sell at development prices.

It was AGREED:


(a)
That this Forum wished to encourage all its Parish Councils to carry out housing surveys. 

(b)
That the issue of social housing be looked into at greater depth at a future meeting of the Forum.
15.
Carlton Path to Market Bosworth
Mr Sharp reported the concerns of Carlton Parish Council over the lack of a footway along the C7112 (the road into Market Bosworth), forcing pedestrians and cyclists onto the road.  The lack of a footway was contributing to an increase in the traffic, as parents felt forced to drive their children to school in Market Bosworth, as they were not eligible to use the school bus.  Mr Sharp explained that a stone footpath had existed within living memory but had fallen into disuse.  A scheme for a multiple-use track has been included in the County Highways Forward Programme since 2002 but was unlikely to ever be implemented on the grounds of cost: however the Parish Council remained to be convinced of the need for any footway to be built to the specifications the Department of Highways, Transportation and Waste Management had stipulated.  He noted that many current local, regional and national targets and priorities focussed on reducing dependence on cars and tackling health issues through promoting walking and cycling and, within this context, felt that it was important that outlying settlements should have suitable facilities for pedestrians and cyclists to access their nearest key centre without having to compete with cars for road space.  He expressed the hope that the creation of a viable and cost-effective link between the two settlements could serve as a pilot scheme for linking smaller settlements with larger rural centres elsewhere in the county. 
Ian Grierson explained that improvements of this nature took place through the Local Transport Fund, tied to funding from the Government, and that the budget for footway improvements was currently £6,000 per district per year.  This budget was intended to cover, among other things, the installation of dropped kerbs.  He also explained that, if such a footway was to be built, it would need to be accessible to all users e.g. pedestrians, cyclists and mobility scooters, which explained the Department’s contention that the footway would need to be a minimum of 1.8m wide, and the materials specification was intended to reduce the need for and cost of long-term maintenance.  He reported that he had been to look at the site and noted that one of the suggested routes for the link between the two settlements, involving the upgrading of two existing cross-country footpaths, would be unacceptable because it would be perceived as too dark and lonely by users after nightfall, raising safety concerns and leading to calls for lighting.

Arising from the discussion, the following principal points were noted:

· Several members expressed the view that a rural footway did not need to be of the same standard as an urban footway and that the specifications should be revisited to find a way forward that could be more easily afforded.  

· There were several examples of other villages that could benefit from similar links.
· Other funding routes, such as applying to central Government for monies to fund a pilot scheme, should be explored.

· Sustrans was unlikely to be a source of funds in this instance as a parallel cycle track (Route 52) already exists.

· The County Council’s pricings for a footway for this 1.6km stretch of £120,000 seemed excessive.

· Concern was expressed that it would take the death of a pedestrian before the footway was progressed.

· Residents in smaller settlements had the same rights as those in larger.

· Edwina Grant confirmed that the Borough Council recognised Market Bosworth as a Key Rural Centre and one aim of the Local Development Framework’s core strategy was to improve access between hamlets and their centres.  Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council were aware of the need to keep Community Forums informed of progress in these matters, as well as the Parish Councils.

· The priorities set by the Department of Highways, Transportation and Waste Management were not arrived at in consultation with local councillors: communications needed to improve.

· The County Council is under pressure to meet Gershon Efficiency Savings (efficiency targets set by central Government for year on year savings).


It was AGREED that the Forum recommended:

(a) a pilot scheme be developed and implemented to investigate the practical costs and benefits of improving access between the Key Centre of Market Bosworth and the Rural Hamlets of Carlton and Cadeby.

(b) The specifications for the construction of off-road rural links be reviewed to develop a practical low-cost specification for use in rural situations.

16.
Leisure Provision for Young People
The Chairman referred to the closure of a successful youth club in Sheepy Magna, due to the lack of suitable premises and the relocation of youth workers to a central location (Market Bosworth), and the subsequent problems at the Market Bosworth facility, which then led to the closure of that facility.

It was AGREED that officers be requested to report to the next meeting on the availability of youth workers, facilities, etc in the Bosworth Community Forum area.
17.
Local Policing in the Forum Area

Sgt Starbuck explained the local policing set-up for the Market Bosworth Area.  Among his own duties, he was responsible for monitoring how satisfied the public were with policing, how visible the police were and how well they were delivering the local priorities.  These priorities were currently:
· tackling the increase in HGV traffic speeding;
· parking near schools; and

· anti-social behaviour by youths in public spaces.

These issues were likely to remain the priorities for the foreseeable future.  

PC Anderson explained how the beat priorities were set – in consultation with the Police Constables in area and with the public through beat surgeries.  In addition to these, there were ‘micro beats’, which were areas targeted following reports of criminal activity, these could be updated daily and resources were redirected if necessary.  PC Anderson reported on the figures for recorded crime in the Bosworth Policing Area from April 2007 to 10 March 2008:

	· Acquisitive Crime
	(
	35%

	· Violent Crime
	(
	18%

	· Burglary: dwelling
	(
	35%

	· Theft of motor vehicles
	(
	32%

	· Thefts from motor vehicles
	(
	37%

	· Drug related
	(
	18%

	· Burglaries: other than dwellings
	(
	  6%


In response to a question, it was explained that it had been decided that it was not an appropriate use of police time to attend Parish Council meetings; instead, representatives of all Parish Councils met with police representatives at the Crime and Safety Forum.  A beat surgery could be organised in any parish that required one, however, experience suggested that the attendance at these was often poor.
Arising from the discussion, the following principal points were noted:

· The police had data on the main hotspots for anti-social behaviour and prioritised these, however, it was a widespread problem across the area and, if tackled successfully in one spot, the problem was often displaced to a new area.

· The reductions in reported crime were due, in a large part, to better management of persistent offenders, achieved through working closely with other agencies and neighbouring police forces.

· The police needed the public to work with them and, for example, be prepared to come forward and name individuals involved in anti-social behaviour as these were often known to the local inhabitants.

AGREED:  

(a)
To thank Sgt Starbuck and PC Anderson for their report.

(b)
That the Forum would wish to encourage all the Parish Councils to send a representative to the local Crime and Safety Forum.
18.
Date of Next Meeting
It was AGREED that the following issues and reports be considered at the next Meeting:

· social housing;

· the replies to the questions submitted at this meeting (in the meantime, these will be available, within 20 working days of the meeting (by 14 April 2008), on the Leicestershire Forums’ website: http://www.leicestershireforums.org/); and

· the Local Development Framework (LDF) – officers to attend to talk to this from Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council.

It was also AGREED that the next meeting be held at 7.00 pm on Thursday 9 October 2008.

19.
Close


The Chairman then thanked everyone for their attendance and closed the meeting.

7.00pm-8.55pm






CHAIRMAN
13/03/08
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