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GLEMSFORD PARISH COUNCIL 

MINUTED OF A MEETING HELD ON  
13TH APRIL 2010 

 
Present  Neil Searle   Lucy Knox   
   Colin Parmenter   Lynn Bloomfield   
   Len Young   Tracey Sansum 
 
In attendance   Sara Turner 
 
Apologies  Richard Kemp 
   Newman Ford 
   Rex Thake 
   Neil Gurr 
 
102 Speedwatch  
 

Judi Walton from Long Melford, addressed the meeting about the possibility of 
Glemsford merging with Long Melford for the Speedwatch initiative.  The scheme was 
now underway in Long Melford, with training taking place and it was hoped that the 
volunteers would actually be on the streets in the next couple of months.  Although 
Ms. Walton had been instrumental in setting up the scheme, she would not actually 
be taking part in the project. There were sixteen people who had volunteered, which 
was backed by the police.  The team would operate in places which have been 
identified by police, and these would have to be a certain stretch of straight road as 
the scheme could not be on a bend.  It was envisaged that three people would be in 
attendance.  Any driver who exceeds 36 mph and above would have their registration 
number noted. The information would then be passed to the police and people who 
are found to above the speed limit would then receive a letter saying they had been 
monitored.  If the same offender was spotted a second time they would then receive 
a sterner warning from the police and if third time police will pay a personal visit.  As 
Speedwatch was run by volunteers there would be no fines involved.  Training is 
provided by the police and would last maybe half a day. A co-ordinator was needed 
to draw up rotas etc.   

 
Cllr. Knox asked if there was a lot of speeding problems in Long Melford  Ms. Walton 
said that Suffolk County Council had monitored the situation for a two week period at 
which time a survey of the four main roads going into the village was undertaken, 
and graphs formulated showing times of day, speeds and the type of vehicle.  It was 
abundantly clear that the worst time was about 5pm.  The money to buy the 
equipment is over a thousand pound and you need to have two signs.  If Glemsford 
joined the scheme they would only need to pay for the high vis jackets.  

 
103 Report by Village Beat Officer 
 

The report covers the period from 1st April 2009 to 31st March 2010.  During this time 
139 crimes had been committed compared to 145 crimes the previous year 

 
Breakdown of Crime 

 
Burglary Dwelling – 4 reports received 

 
Burglary Other Building – 29 reports received 

 
Distraction Burglary – 1 report received 
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Vehicle crime – 28 reports received 
(these include - Theft from Motor vehicle x 12 , Theft of Motor vehicle x 1 report, 
Criminal Damage to Motor vehicle x 15 reports) 

 
Criminal Damage – 22 reports 

 
Violent/Public Order Offences – 11 reports received (these include 6 x ABH, 1 x 
Threat to Kill, 3 x Harassment, ! x Common Assault) 

 
Theft – 23 reports 

 
Drugs – 2 x Producing Controlled Drug – Cannabis, 1 x Possession of Class A Drug – 
Heroin. 

 
Other offences include Fraud by False Representation, Sending threatening 
message/text, Arson and Alcohol Licensing Offence. 

 
104 Minutes 
 

The Minutes of the meeting held on 14th April 2009, having previously been 
circulated, were adopted and signed.  

 
 PROPOSED: Cllr. Parmenter  SECONDED: Cllr. Bloomfield 
 

The Minutes of the meeting held on 9th March 2010, having previously been 
circulated, were adopted and signed. 
 
PROPOSED: Cllr. Bloomfield  SECONDED: Cllr. Young 

 
105 Public Question Time  
 

Harriet North asked if the Clerk had spoken to the Community Service team regarding 
clearing the Rec. The Clerk assured her that this had been done but she was waiting 
for confirmation. 

 
106 Suffolk County Councillors Report (Mr. R. Kemp) 
 

One of the most important jobs for the Council each year is to set the budget for the 
upcoming year.  The strain on the public sector is starting to bite, and this budget will 
probably be the last before the 15-20% cuts, which have been suggested, will start 
to hit. 

 
This year the council increased the level of Council tax by 2.4%, this as well as a 
slight increase in the level of Government Grant means that there will be some areas 
in the Council eligible for additional spending, these include: 

 
 £1.5m as a one-off payment for roads maintenance to help deal with the effects of 

the particularly harsh winter  
 £1.7m to continue the investment in social workers to help support vulnerable 

children and their families  
 £1.6m to pay for the additional numbers and more complex placements of young 

people coming into the care system  
 £4m to help care for older people who most need specialist support  
 £1.6m to pay for extra landfill tax 
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However, there are still areas within the budget that are overspent, including 
Children and Young Persons by £2m, mainly due to the increasing cost for Home to 
School Transport and for Adult and Community Services by £1.7m due to the 
increasing number of elderly residents in our county.  In addition to this within the 
capital budget, Schools Organisation Review will be costing over £100m 

 
At the Full Council debate the Liberal Democrats focused on the discovery that 500 
additional employees now worked at the Council compared to the previous year.  
Some of these positions were entirely Government funded forming some of the staff 
for the newly created Children’s centre.  However many of these aren’t funded from 
Government grant, and come at a time when the public service is under a great 
pressure as the recession bites. 

 
Throughout the year almost every Parish report has included updates on the Local 
Government Review.   

 
The process which promised so much at the beginning has been regularly stalled, by 
court cases not only from Suffolk, but the other affected counties as well.  It was 
eventually reignited when the court cases were thrown out last December, after the 
Boundary Committee appealed. 

 
After this decision, the announcement from the Boundary Committee about which 
form of local Government they would prefer was announced, with a recommendation 
to the secretary of state, of either a one Suffolk Unitary Authority or a North Haven 
Unitary Authority and a Rural Suffolk Authority.  This was then followed by a short six 
week consultation in which the public could react to the announcement from the 
Boundary Commission. 

 
The decision on whether Suffolk will have unitary authorities replacing the current 
two tier system was made on the 10th of February 2009.  The Minister of State for 
the Department of Communities and Local Government Rosie Winterton announced 
that there would be no change for the County of Suffolk.  Instead there would be a 
County Constitutional Convention which would hopefully through consensus provide a 
new form of unitary government for the council. 

 
Since this announcement there has been no information from the Government about 
how this could possibly be implemented or even a timescale to when it should begin. 

 
Over the past year the Waste Development Plan for Suffolk County Council has taken 
further steps. 

 
From the original selection of 5 different sites for waste treatment plants, the total 
has now decreased to 4, with the site at Stanton/Hepworth being withdrawn as it 
was deemed to be the worst of all five sites in fulfilling the criteria set out at the 
beginning of the process.   

 
The sites that have been put forward for a potential Waste Treatment Plant include: 

 
1. Former Sproughton Sugar Factory, Sproughton 
2. Eye Airfield Industrial Estate, Eye and Brome 
3. Masons Quarry, Great Blakenham 
4. Suffolk County Highways Depot, Great Blakenham 
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Out of these sites, we already know that the Highways Depot at Great Blakenham 
has been selected for an Energy from Waste incinerator.  This is currently in the 
process of being tendered, with companies bidding for the contract, which will be 
awarded later in the year. 

 
The process is now undergoing a review from the planning inspectorate to ensure 
that the selection and recommendation of these sites for a residual waste plant was 
both sound and legal.  Once the planning inspectorate has approved the plans, there 
will then be a further public consultation about the sites. 

 
Further information about the whole process can be found here 
http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/Environment/MineralsAndWastePlanning/WastePlanning/W
asteDevelopmentFramework.htm  

 
Throughout the year the Schools Organisational review has continued, albeit slower 
than anticipated by the administration. 

 
Towards the beginning of the year there was the realisation that due to the economic 
crisis much of the work for the later stages of the Schools Organisational Review 
would have to be delayed until funding in public services could be raised again. 

 
The areas that were affected were in phase three around Stowmarket and Bury St. 
Edmunds.  This would mean that some schools in this area would not be 
implemented before 2017. 

 
More recently the County Council has announced that it plans to close four schools in 
the Sudbury and Great Cornard area. 

 
The four schools outlined for closure at the end of the summer term in 2013 are; 

 
SCHOOL  ADDRESS  

Great Cornard (Community) Middle School  Wells Hall Road, Great Cornard, Sudbury, 
Suffolk CO10 0NH  

Stoke-By-Nayland (Community) Middle School  Stoke-by Nayland, Colchester, Essex CO6 
4RW  

All Saints CEVC Middle School  Acton Lane, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 0AA  
Uplands Community Middle School  York Road, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 1NG  

 
There will be a six week period (from the 26th of February) for the public to have 
their say on the proposals before it goes to Cabinet, where they will decide upon the 
fate of the schools in the area.  If they are unable to decide the decision will then be 
referred to the Schools Adjudicator. 

 
More information on the announcement by the County Council can be found here: 
http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/EducationAndLearning/Schools/SuffolkSchoolOrganisation
Review/Public+Consultation+In+Sudbury+And+Great+Cornard.htm  

 
Over the past year there has been a significant debate across South Suffolk about 
National Grids plans to build a new set of pylons for transporting electricity. 

 
The company announced that it needed to build a new set of Pylons to ensure that it 
had enough capacity for the near future to transport electricity from East Anglia 
through to densely population urban areas like London. 
 
 

http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/Environment/MineralsAndWastePlanning/WastePlanning/WasteDevelopmentFramework.htm
http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/Environment/MineralsAndWastePlanning/WastePlanning/WasteDevelopmentFramework.htm
http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/EducationAndLearning/Schools/SuffolkSchoolOrganisationReview/Public+Consultation+In+Sudbury+And+Great+Cornard.htm
http://www.suffolk.gov.uk/EducationAndLearning/Schools/SuffolkSchoolOrganisationReview/Public+Consultation+In+Sudbury+And+Great+Cornard.htm
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In order to gain the publics viewpoint on the potential plans for new Pylon’s a 
consultation was launched.  This consultation presented 4 different corridors which 
National Grid believed would be best suited for pylons in the south of the county. 

 
Lasting for a number of months, many members of the public responded, as did 
campaign groups specifically set up to oppose this development.  The County Council 
was also asked to respond. 

 
The Council’s response, which did view the proposals from National Grid as a 
negative impact on Suffolk was initially taken to the February Cabinet meeting, and 
agreed by the administration.  However, due to the fact it also included a ‘least worst’ 
route for the Pylons to take, it was called-in by the Lib Dems.   

 
Described as the ‘least worst’ route, Corridor 2b would have passed through the 
Stour Valley and the Dedham Vale AONB, both of which are important areas for 
Suffolk Tourism. 

 
Instead the Lib Dems believed that it should be whole heartedly against the 
proposals, not favouring any of the routes, as they all damaged the cherished Suffolk 
Countryside, and that National Grid hadn’t provided a convincing case for the 
necessity of the new Pylons, nor had they considered undergrounding sufficiently. 

 
The matter was taken to the Full Council meeting on the 27th of February, with the 
recommendation that Route 2b would be the least worst option, and was passed by 
the Conservative majority. 

 
107 District Councillors’ Reports 
 

Babergh District Council had recently set their budget.   Council tax had increased 
and car parking charges would be set on long stay car parks in Sudbury. 

 
108 Clerk’s Report 
 

The Clerk had met with Jo Beever regarding grants for the football teams.  She would 
look into these over the next few weeks.  She had also contacted the architects about 
the building regs and was awaiting a telephone call to confirm that the Parish Council  
could pay for these. 
 
The Clerk, Chairman and Cllr. Bloomfield had met with the solicitors regarding the 
plans for the Social Club and the Village Hall and were now awaiting a letter 
summarising their findings. 

 
All outstanding works had now been completed on the play area and skateboard park 
apart from the basketball back and one rotten post, the rubbish had all been cleared 
from the cemetery and mortuary stores, filling two large skips, and quotations were 
now being sought for a galvanised bin to prevent this happening again. 

 
109 Financial Matters 
 

It was agreed that the Clerk and Cllr. Sansum liaise to purchase a new laptop. 
 
PROPOSED: Cllr. Bloomfield  SECONDED: Cllr. Young 
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110 Planning Matters 
 

Cllr. Young abstained from voting on any of the planning matters. 
 

New Applications 
 

B/10/00296/FHA 8 Patticroft 
Erection of a single storey rear extension 

 
Agreed to recommend this application for approval. 
 
PROPOSED: Cllr. Searle  SECONDED: Cllr. Parmenter 

 
B/10/00297/FHA 59 Schoolfield 
Erection of two-storey side extension (following demolition of existing single-storey 
side extension) and erection of front porch. 
 
PROPOSED: Cllr. Searle  SECONDED: Cllr. Parmenter 

 
B/10/00360/FHA Hunts Hill House, Hunts Hill 
Installation of 2 no replacement UPVC windows on front elevation in lieu of existing 
softwood windows. 
 
PROPOSED: Cllr Searle   SECONDED: Cllr. Bloomfield 

 
Applications Granted 

 
B/10/00048/FUL/GC  Part side garden, Hillcrest, Drapery Common 
Erection of 1 no. detached two-storey dwelling and construction of new vehicular 
access. 

 
B/09/01127/FHA/GC Oxdown Barn, Duffs Hill 
Erection of single-storey extension to and conversion of existing outbuilding to form 
annexe (for elderly parents) and erection of attached cart-lodge, as amplified by 
Heritage Statement received on 29/01/2010. 

 
B/10/00048/FUL/GC  Part side garden Hillcrest, Drapery Common 
Erection of 1 no. detached two-storey dwelling and construction of new vehicular 
access. 

 
Applications Refused 

 
B/09/01408/FHA/GC Hillside, Skates Hill 
Erection of two-storey side and rear extension & rear side balcony. 
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111 Any other matters 
  

The vacancy on Parish Council had been advertised. 
 

Cllr. Young would find more details about the Village of the year competition. 
 
There being no other business the meeting closed at 8.45 
 
Next meeting 11th May 2010  
 
 
Approved ………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
 
Date ………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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