OTTERY ST MARY TOWN COUNCIL 7 JULY 2014
REPORT BY EDDC CLLR ROGER GILES

I attended the EDDC Development Management Committee (DMC) meeting on 3 June and spoke on three items. It was a deeply disappointing and immensely frustrating experience.  One gets the distinct impression that whatever is said at DMC, and however persuasive the argument made, the Chairman Helen Parr will disregard the case in favour of the officer advice. Neither Cllr David Cox or an Ottery St Mary Town Council representative was at the meeting to speak; would it have made a difference?
(a) OPEN SPACE STUDY REVIEW 2014

This document looks at open space provision in East Devon parishes. Pages 36 and 37 contain a table which shows the provision of allotments, amenity open space, outdoor sport pitches, parks and recreation ground, play space and natural green space.  The chart affects to show that Ottery has an under-provision of allotments and over-provision of sports pitches. At the meeting I said that the report reflected a situation that I did not recognise, and asked that it be amended to reflect the actual situation in Ottery.
I said that there had been vacant allotment plots for some time. I was told that the table had been produced on an assessment of the population and the national stats for provision of allotments per head of population; it had not been drawn up on the basis of demand for and availability of allotments.
With regard to sports pitches and equipment, I said that many of the facilities were old and coming to the end of their life, and needed substantial investment to be brought up to desirable standards. I said that the report took account of availability of facilities, but not of the state of the facilities. It was concerned with quantity, but not quality.
The DMC committee then agreed the report. I am very concerned that this will be used to justify allocation of Section 106 monies for allotments relocation, rather than for badly needed community facilities.

(b) DELEGATED AUTHORITY FOR DEEDS OF VARIATION

This paper to the EDDC DMC had clearly been prompted by the Redrow Homes debacle. As we know, Redrow had asked that the agreed Section 106 contribution of £230k for Ottery be deleted. Discussions took place between Redrow and EDDC over 8 months – without any involvement of the Local Member (me) or the Town Council, as a result of which it was agreed that 50% of the agreed sum (£115k) would be provided. After the decision had been made and actioned, I was asked my view!
The report referred to a proposed reduction of the previously agreed Section 106 community contribution relating to the former Marist Convent planning application. The report avoided any reference to the Redrow situation.
When I spoke I attempted to explain what had happened with regard to the Redrow deed of variation situation. Three times Helen Parr, Chairman, stopped me speaking - claiming that what I was saying was not relevant.

The DMC then agreed the report. This means that in future when a developer asks EDDC to reduce the community infrastructure provision already agreed, this will not be discussed at DMC meetings at which the press and public and Town and Parish Councils are allowed to attend. Town and Parish Councils will have no direct input into the process. The decision will be made at the Chairman`s Delegation meeting in private, or by planning officers. A quite deplorable situation!

(c) FORMER MARIST CONVENT PLANNING APPLICATION
Planning application 14/0462/VAR was to relocate a building and to create an additional car parking space. Some people were of the view that the car parking space provision was to allow access to adjacent land. 

Included in the report was a reference to a deed of variation to reduce the previously agreed Section 106 contribution towards the provision of public open space from £36,920 to £8,075.

I argued that this decision was based on a false premise, and that there was not over-provision in Ottery; the earlier report Open Space Study Review had misrepresented the situation in Ottery. The fact was that there was a desperate need for investment in facilities in Ottery.
Once again my arguments fell on stony ground. The recommendation was agreed – and Ottery lost a further £28, 845 of funding for community infrastructure.

EDDC OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 12 6 2014

(a) VIEW POINT QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS

Generally speaking the survey found that people were satisfied with the way that EDDC runs things, other than for a desire to be able to recycle cardboard. 
There was one exception: “Planning and Development not acting on what local people say is by far the most significant issue where residents were not happy with the Council overall or feel that EDDC does not act on what people say.”
The view of the general public on planning at EDDC, was also reflected in the responses of Town and Parish Councils.

Q10 “To what extent do you think East Devon District Council acts on what your Town or Parish Councils say about planning issues?”             
A great deal         0

A fair amount     25

Not very much    53

Not at all             22

With regard to Q.18 (rating the EDDC website): “the most common comment …. was that the planning applications and planning pages are difficult to navigate”.

So what is EDDC doing to change its planning practices to overcome the criticisms? Actually nothing; it is the fault of the public for lack of understanding.

The EDDC Plan of Action includes:

“We will run an awareness campaign about the way we deal with planning applications especially how this operates within nationally laid down rules and regulations. This campaign will explain how the planning applicant is the council`s customer for the service as they have to pay for it.”

I was critical of this approach at the Scrutiny Committee, but got very little support from the rest of the committee members.

COMMUNITY HOSPITALS IN EAST DEVON
There is a real possibility that Ottery Hospital may lose all of its in-patient beds.
Tamara Powderley of the NHS Northern, Eastern and Western Clinical Commissioning Group told the Scrutiny Committee on 12 June that the body was under extreme financial pressure, and “cannot afford the current configuration” of community hospitals. She said that they have as big a cash issue as Devon County Council (which was required by the Government to slash its spending by hundreds of millions of pounds).

Dr Rob Daniels of the CCG, said that the present model of 5 community hospitals - Axminster, Honiton, Ottery St Mary, Seaton and Sidmouth - was economically inefficient (the presentation did not include Budleigh Salterton and Exmouth - the other two community hospitals in East Devon).

Rob Daniels said that the 5 hospitals currently provided a total of 64 in-patient beds. He said that moving to 3 clusters - Axe Vale (Axminster and Seaton); Otter Vale (Honiton and Ottery); and Sid Vale – may provide a better spread of resources. Concentrating on 3 sites would see a minimum of 16 beds provided on each site (ie total 48).

Rob Daniels also said that a two-site model was being considered. There was the possibility that in future only two of Axminster, Honiton, Ottery, Seaton and Sidmouth Hospitals would have in-patient beds.

The EDDC Scrutiny Committee was to have been told about the “Integrated, personal and sustainable: Community Services for the 21st Century Full strategic framework document” issued by the NHS Northern, Eastern and Western Devon Clinical Commissioning Group. The document is out for consultation until 8 July. It is so full of generalizations, and contains so little that is specific, that it is difficult to know just what it is that consultees are being asked to comment on.

The consultation document was not directly addressed by Tamara Powderley and Dr Rob Daniels. Instead, Rob Daniels gave a 24-slide presentation: “Options For Future Structure of Community Services  Wakley Sub-Locality”. The slides sought justification for the reduced hospital in-patient bed provision: “creating clusters allows us to deliver equitable care provision” and “there are significant benefits to the local health economy by having fewer larger units”. 

Tamara Powderley said that a further consultation on the future of local community hospitals would take place commencing at the end of July or beginning of August, following which decisions would be made in November.

Hopefully the people of Ottery will be told exactly what the CCG proposes to do with their community hospitals – so that they have the opportunity to make an informed response.
ROGER GILES   1 July 2014
