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MINUTES OF A SPECIAL MEETING OF SAUGHALL AND SHOTWICK PARK 
PARISH COUNCIL held on 30 April 2014 in the Uniformed Groups’ Headquarters, 
Fiddlers Lane, Saughall 
 
 
In attendance:  Councillor Mrs J Edwards 
 Councillor Mrs K Ford 
 Councillor DF Holman 
 Councillor H Jennings (Home Watch Co-ordinator) 
 Councillor Mrs J Johnson 
 Councillor B Kerr 
 Councillor Mrs J Knox 
 Councillor RK Shukla 
 Councillor Mrs JE Storrar 
 Councillor RA Storrar 
 Councillor A Warrington 
 Councillor Mrs D Whitton 
 Councillor Mrs JM Young (in the Chair) 
 Councillor PP Young 
 
 Cheshire West and Chester Councillor Brian Crowe 
 Cheshire Fire and Rescue Service’s Assistant Chief Fire Officer, 

Richard Ost 
 Cheshire West and Chester Council’s Senior Manager – 

Partnerships and Development, Alison Armstrong 
 
99. MEMBERS’ CODE OF CONDUCT – DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 No declarations of interest were received. 
 
100. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 
 All Members were in attendance at the meeting. 
 
101. PLANNING MATTERS 
 

Planning Applications 
 

 The Council considered the following planning applications which had been 
lodged with the Planning Authority, Cheshire West and Chester Council, since 
its last meeting and set out its observations on it as follows: 
 

(i) 14/01255/FUL 
Proposal: First floor side/two storey rear extension. 
Location: Rustic Cottage, Church Road, Saughall, Chester, Cheshire. 

 
 “No objections.” 
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(ii) 14/01544/FUL 
Proposal: Single storey rear extension to dwelling and extension to 

garage to form additional ancillary accommodation for use as 
a Granny Annexe. 

Location: Paddock Lodge, Fiddlers Lane, Saughall, Chester, Cheshire. 
 
 “Objection – this proposal constitutes an over intensive use 

of the site.  This property has had an extension previously.  It 
was initially built in the green belt.  If Cheshire West and 
Chester Council is minded to approve it, it should be tied to 
the main residence.” 

 
102. CHESHIRE FIRE AND RESCUE SERVICE – PROPOSED NEW FIRE 

STATION ON LAND OFF POWEY LANE 
 
 The Council received a presentation by the Assistant Chief Fire Officer on the 

Fire and Rescue Service’s proposal to build a new Fire Station on land off 
Powey Lane/A5117.  The Council was being consulted at the pre-planning 
stage as a neighbouring parish council. 

 
 Members were informed that as well as a traditional fire engine, the proposed 

station would also house a number of specialist vehicles to deal with risks 
specific to the local area in Chester and Ellesmere Port, such as heritage 
buildings and industrial complexes.  The location near to the motorway 
network would also provide these vehicles with ready access to respond to 
other incidents across the whole of Cheshire. 

 
 The building of a new fire station near to the M56 was part of a comprehensive 

plan to improve response times across Cheshire, Halton and Warrington.  The 
plan, which involved the building of up to five new stations, had been the 
subject of a widespread public consultation in 2012 and 2013. 

 
 The Service was keen to ensure that local representatives and communities 

had sufficient opportunity to comment on and contribute to the plans.  
Therefore, in advance of submitting an application, it had arranged for a public 
exhibition of the plans on Friday, 16 May 2014 at Mollington, Backford and 
District Village Hall, Station Road, Backford. 

 
 Members noted that three of the four proposed sites were on green belt land 

when there were a number of brown field sites in the area.  They also noted 
that the Fire Service did not intend to close any of its Fire Stations and that it 
was its intention that there would always be a Fire Station in Chester.  The 
Service was hoping to invest its capital in order to make savings over time. 

 
 The Assistant Chief Fire Officer informed the Council that a price for the land 

had been negotiated with the owner and was based on the Fire Service 
securing planning consent. 

 
 Following the presentation Members asked a number of questions which were 

ably answered by the Assistant Chief Fire Officer. 
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 RESOLVED: That 
 

(1) the Assistant Chief Fire Officer be thanked for his attendance at the 
meeting and for his informative presentation; and 

 
(2) the proposed new Fire Station be placed on the agenda for consideration 

and a response at the next meeting of the Council scheduled for 7pm on 
Monday, 12 May 2014 at the Vernon Institute, Church Road, Saughall. 

 
103. COMMUNITY GOVERNANCE REVIEW – SAUGHALL AND SHOTWICK 

PARK 
 
 The Principal Authority was in the process of carrying out a review of the 

whole of its administrative area and would be considering: 
 

• the creation, merger, alteration or abolition of parishes; 
• the naming of parishes and the style of new parishes; 
• the electoral arrangements for parishes (i.e. the ordinary year of election; 

council size; number of councillors to be elected to the council; and parish 
warding); and 

• the grouping or de-grouping of parishes. 
 
 As part of the review process the Parish Council had also been consulted and 

had requested that the residents of Shotwick Park be consulted over a 
proposal for them not to elect their own Shotwick Park Councillor but instead, 
take part in electing 14 Councillors for Saughall; and subject to appropriate 
consultation, Melverley Drive be moved into Blacon. 

 
 The Council received a presentation by Cheshire West and Chester Council’s 

Senior Manager – Partnerships and Development who informed that a 
community governance review provided an opportunity for principal authorities 
to review and make changes to community governance within their area as 
determined under part 4 of the Local Government and Public Involvement in 
Health Act 2007.  Such reviews could be undertaken in response to 
demographic changes such as a rise in population as a result of significant 
new housing development or could be prompted through the presentation of a 
petition to the Principal Council. 

 
 Regardless of the trigger, the objective of any review was to ensure that local 

governance continued to be effective and convenient and that it reflected the 
identities and interests of local communities.  The recommendations arising 
from any community governance review should deliver improved community 
engagement, more cohesive communities, better local democracy and result 
in more efficient delivery of local services.  Government guidance suggested 
that it was good practice to conduct a full community governance review at 
least every 10 to 15 years and to keep the area under review in the interim. 

 
 The Senior Manager – Partnerships and Development informed that following 

a scrutiny review of her Council’s relationship with local (i.e. town and parish 
councils) across the borough, it had agreed to undertake a review of 
community governance arrangements across the whole of the borough before 
the next Local Government elections in May 2015.  This would explore all 
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forms of community governance, from formal arrangements such as town and 
parish councils through to more informal mechanisms such as community 
forums, tenant management organisations and residents’ associations. 

 
 As a result, CWaC had set up a new sub-committee of the Council - the 

community governance review committee to take forward this work.  The main 
purpose of the Committee was to oversee the review process and make 
recommendations to the Council on the outcomes of each community 
governance review.  In deciding what recommendations to make, the 
Committee had to ensure that community governance reflected the identities 
and interests of the community in that area and that it was effective and 
convenient.  The recommendations had to also take account of expressions of 
local opinion on the matters considered by the review as well as 
representations made by local people and other interested persons.  The 
Principal Authority was then required to approve the final recommendations 
before any community governance order effecting the creation or amendment 
of any formal arrangements (i.e. the creation, grouping, degrouping or 
abolition of a town or parish council) was made. 

 
 The Council noted that 1316 questionnaires had been sent out.  One to every 

household in Saughall and 195 had been returned which equated to 15%.  
One had been sent to each of the 22 households in Shotwick Park and two 
had been returned which equated to 9%.  A full analysis of the responses 
received had been carried out and summaries had been provided.  It was also 
noted that evidence had been requested when a negative view was provided.  
The Senior Manager – Partnerships and Development provided an overview 
of the analysis and presented the Clerk with copies of both summaries which 
she would circulate to Members with the agenda for the next meeting. 

 
 Following the presentation Members asked a series of questions which were 

answered by Senior Manager – Partnerships and Development as 
appropriate. 

 
 RESOLVED: That 
 

(1) the Senior Manager – Partnerships and Development be thanked for her 
attendance at the meeting and for her informative presentation; and 

 
(2) the Community Governance Review of Saughall and Shotwick Park be 

placed on the agenda for consideration and a response at the next meeting 
of the Council scheduled for 7pm on Monday, 12 May 2014 at the Vernon 
Institute, Church Road, Saughall so that the Council can formulate its 
response to the summary analysis. 
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104. EXCLUSION OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC 
 
 RESOLVED: 
 
 That, under section 100 (A) (4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public 

be excluded from the meeting during consideration of the following item of 
business on the grounds that it involves the likely disclosure of exempt 
information as defined by paragraph 3 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A (as 
amended) to that Act. The Public Interest test has been applied and favours 
exclusion. 

 
105. MULTI USE GAMES AREA – TENDERS 
 
 Further to Minute No. 98 the Council received a report from John Prior from 

whom it had sought external expert/professional advice on issues arising from 
the remaining five tenders that were under consideration.  The suppliers 
concerned were: 

 
• European Golf 
• Massey and Harris (ENG) Ltd 
• Leisure Surfaces 
• Steelway Fensecure 
• Thornton Contracts Ltd 

 
 It was noted that the Leisure Surfaces tender, the second cheapest was able 

to meet all of the tender requirements, whilst the cheapest was not. 
 
 The Council also considered whether or not the MUGA should have 

floodlighting, in the light of the opposition from local residents expressed at the 
public meeting on 7 December 2013.  

 
 RESOLVED: That 
 

(1) the MUGA be installed in the Golden Jubilee Park without any lights or 
lighting infrastructure; and 

 
(2) the tender from Leisure Surfaces of Hankelow near Crewe in the sum of 

£54,240 be accepted as the Council considers that it represents best 
value. 

 
106. INCLUSION OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC 
 
 RESOLVED: 
 
 That, the public be invited back in to the meeting whilst the following item of 

business is under consideration. 
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107. PROPOSAL FOR A PERCENTAGE OF BUSINESS RATES TO BE PAID TO 
TOWN AND PARISH COUNCILS 

 
 The Clerk had received an email from Sevenoaks Town Council asking that 

the Council support a proposal that it had submitted to Government under the 
Sustainable Communities Act. 

 
 The proposal was 
 

 "That the government take the necessary action to allow a percentage of 
Business Rates to be paid direct to Parish and Town Councils for the 
benefit of local economic growth." 

 
 The email had informed that currently 20 County Associations of Local 

Councils and 200 Parish and Town Councils had stated their support for the 
proposal. The proposal was also National Association of Local Council’s policy 
and was supported by many organisations and businesses like the Society of 
Local Councils Clerks, PayPoint and the Campaign for the Protection of Rural 
England. 

 
 The rationale for the proposal was that Parish and Town Councils were the 

closest democratic body to the rate paying businesses in their areas and so 
were best placed to receive at least a modest portion of those Business Rates 
(perhaps around 5%).  Parish and Town Councils could then use the revenue 
to benefit local communities. This was the case pre 1990. 

 
 This was an urgent matter as the proposal had already been submitted and so 

the Government could make a decision on it at any time. There was no 
deadline rather it was a case of the sooner the better. 

 
 RESOLVED: 
 
 That the proposal set out above be fully supported. 


