7 NOTICE GOF MOTION (COUNCILLOR R. PAGE)

To consider the following Notice of Motion standing in the name
of Councillor R. Page :

“As elected Members can be proud of the genuine independence
which is demonstrated by this Council's decisions,
appointments and gereral behaviour; we, therefore, deplore
the coveracge of the local elections in Scuth Cambridgeshire
by the media at lccal. regional and national level. MWe
resent the inference made that this Council is not really
independent, by so-called experts who knew nothing abcut, or
igncre the true nature of this authority."
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26th November 1986

L1y 8.T.L.Symonds J.P. . ds
Chai Hotion to Council Bth January 1987,
South Camba D.C.

) 'l)ear Cksaz.man,
. The General Purposes Citee gave me a v:ery good bearing on Item 1

m ‘the ﬁeerétary'ﬂ Remrt.aml I was grateful fo CL1r Brown and the Cttoe because

-t zmﬁvidaals wem imlved,am otixers whem it m envisg-am! that mishes
d ba requireﬂ to hava ”leaﬂedﬁ pmeep%a to meet ummm evem. The Tmasurer

m paying f&r the seweﬁng af & Parish i£ the Wﬁ.ﬁh Rate is Zare why they shm}.d
be amt from mntum&ing,it 5 foy “'rhe beneﬁﬁ of  that ‘Com nity".

L You will obmerve that the sabject os my Motion was to take in other
ets of our District Council's support for other Parism .anﬂ as £ explaj.ned at

_ ;tium are thmwing ‘their problems on the County mi,au at Limu,tne mey
_faw ﬁhmwing theirs at us,It is an urgent and pressing problem,

g -For this resson my persona.‘l. Hotion to Council will be:-. And

2
/ 1 That Grants for Clmrches;Chapels,private Memorials in Chapel/ Chn
mst be aatemm hy Council, /0
; f .1 am'aware that many ?ariahes will make Iittle actual contribution
i in tom iem but 1% will bring home the sacrifice which others Parishes are in
. fact making,!mt this of course reiates to the wider question and not “Cheat Tombsg”
w!:it:h rieeds early determination,
o Finally I think a very brief paper should go immediately to a Ctiee
on & reference back from Council. it is quite unreasonsble to defer Council's
. deeision for three months,apart from the Members' interest an Officer may contime
- working on s pmjeet at cost to the Couneil,

yours sincerely,

P.8.1 have sent a copy to
“The Chief Exetmtive. / / ‘
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Analysis 2nd Comparison of Parish Rates.,

Parishes With

\f
In 1978 there No Rate. Under 1,P. Under 2.F, Under 3P Under 4P Under gzer op
were 8 3 i
40 9 9 2 nil Bar Hill
In 1986 " 13 6 22 32 16 8 "

' & Rampton
Guilden

Morden

Parishes grouped by populations showing respective product of aPenny Rate,

Parishes shown have 1P Rate Products in excess of £1000, 1986,

Rate Parishe
Under 500. Pop., Total Pop,3000-4000, Total LIS
- . Eo E-
Pampisford ‘zg4 1024 Bar Hill 3220 6938 R;t: No Under 1P
Pop.500-1000, Gamlingay 3220 4312 —_
Fen Ditton 700 1694 Girton 3710 5030 Abington Pigtts Caflt?n
Fulbourn 3940 52886 Bartlow Chishiil
Hauxton 740 1957 Childerle Madinel
Landbeach 760 1143 Pop,4000 ~ 5000, : v ingiey
‘Coton 770 1020 Conington Newton
Gt Abinzton 790 1702 Melbourn 4000 7254 Croydon West Wickham
Litis nfon 810 1138 Gt Shelford4000 5589 Lit.Gransden Gt W'braham
pa wo?%h Linton 4020 4650 Eatley
Evzrar 3 890 1894 Cottenham 4260 5003 Heydon
Orwell 510 1181 Bassingbourn4310 5589 Lolworth
. Waterbch 4530 4852 Papwoth
Little 910 1039 St &
Shelford Shi E-
Barton 940 1123 Sawston 7130 0857 ngay
Tadlow
Bourn 840 1860 Little
Teversham 960 2430
W,braham
Pop,1000~1500.
Barrington 1000 1890 Rates between 1 & 1,.5.
Steeple 1060 1170 Gt Abington
Morden . .
Lit Abington
Fowlmere 1100 1285
Caxton
Foxton 1180 1447 Dry Prayton
Oakington 1260 1478 Fei Ditton
Whittlesford 1370 2430 Hauxton
Baisham 1450 1510 Melbourn
Meldreth
Pop. 1500- 2000, Papworth Everard
Harston 1570 2247 'f‘:;iy camps
Meldreth 1670 2887
Stapleford 1700 2615
Duxford _ 1720 5520
Swavesey 1730 2422
Milton 1760 5830
Pop.2000 - 3000,
Hardwick 2100 2345
COver 2220 23536
Comberton 2300 2578
Impington 2300 4416
Willigham 2760 2861

Longstanton 2930 2732




26th November 1986

B.Hancock Esg
Chief Executive,
uth Cambs D e
Motion to Council.

Dear Bernard,

I feel I can use personal terminology when a letter is for personal
consumptiongand is unlikely to be reprinted for a Cttee or Council.Perhaps
one day I shall get a shock.

However,the more I thought about the annoying aspect which Members -
who stand up and shout that "We ought to spend more money as a Distict" the more
I became convinced that so much is done by the District for the Parishes that
we ought to look at the whole picture.The AWA are responsible for seweragg, the
Ratepayers of the District are now having to "Pick up the Bill'‘whislt some of
the Parishes benefiting are not making a contribution,

1 spoke to Mrs Firth on the subject of the "Woodiand Compensation"
item on the A.,D.C-G.P Cttee Agenda and I wondered whether we are right to extend
Town Schemes and Conservation areas because of the potential liability aspect.As 1
see it,if you contemplate enforcememt you either #Go to Court" or faca%Grant situatiol
and neither appeals {0 me, :

The Linton Chest Tombs Item is well documented by Mr Selby on G.P
Cttee Agenda of 13th Belx Jan,] put it to you if £20,000 is needed what is the use
of our £250 Grant.l understand the Parish have put some money in,I'm not sure
that Linton Town Bcheme was not involved,but a visit now will show that they don't
geem to have made any pressure on the repair aspect,

Another item may interest you on the same Agenda-| at
Cottenham,a new arrlval\ would not,I understand,for putting
a tiled roof on,have received a Grant,but because Thatch was required by us a Grant
of £5000 was made, I occasionally have an input from a Cottenham family related to
former friends at Girton- stong Conservationists were amazed that we had made
such a Grant,because although they appreciate thatch,there were many aspects which
in their opinion did not justify a grant.Obviously thls depends largely on personal
opinion,my comment was"Wouldn't his Building Society have increased the Advance?

Whilst I am awre that popularity does not grow from these kind of
problems I believe that until all Parishes get to a Rate of 4p,the Parish should
accept that if it is benefiting them they should contibute.l am afraid the
Chalrman of your Finance Cttee is more concerned that his sma f1 parishes’ ‘make no
Rate,than in ensuring equity in matters like these,

yours sincerely.






