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ARDS AND NORTH DOWN BOROUGH COUNCIL

A meeting of the Ards and North Down Borough Council was held at the City Hall, The Castle, Bangor on Wednesday 24th April 2024 commencing at 7.00pm. 

	In the Chair:

	The Mayor (Councillor Gilmour)

	Aldermen:




	Adair 
Armstrong-Cotter 
Brooks 
Cummings 
	Graham
McAlpine
McDowell 
McIlveen


	
Councillors:



	
Ashe 
Blaney 
Boyle
Cathcart 
Chambers 
Creighton 
Cochrane 
Douglas 
Edmund 
Harbinson 
Hollywood
S Irvine 
W Irvine 
Irwin 
   
	
Kennedy 
Kendall 
Kerr 
Martin 
McCollum 
McCracken 
McKee 
McLaren
McRandal
Moore
Morgan 
Rossiter 
Smart 
Wray 



Officers:	Chief Executive (S Reid), Director of Corporate Services (M Steele), Director of Place (S McCullough), Director of Prosperity (A McCullough), Director of Environment (D Lindsay), Director of Community and Wellbeing (G Bannister), Head of Communications and Marketing (C Jackson), Democratic Services Manager (J Wilson) and Democratic Services Officer (H Loebnau) 

1.	PRAYER

The Mayor welcomed everyone to the meeting and commenced with the Chief Executive reading the Council prayer. 

2.	APOLOGIES

The Mayor sought apologies at this stage and those were received from Alderman Smith and Councillor McKimm.  The Mayor informed Members that Councillor McKimm had recently been discharged from hospital and she offered her best wishes for his quick recovery.   

NOTED. 

3.	DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

The Mayor asked for Declarations of Interest and the following was made:

Councillor Douglas – Item 7.5 – Corporate Services Committee.   

NOTED.

4.	MAYOR’S BUSINESS

The Mayor informed Members that since the last meeting Councillor MacArthur had resigned from the Council due to ill health.  The Mayor passed on her good wishes noting that Councillor MacArthur had joined the Council during the Covid pandemic and had risen well to the challenge at that time and afterwards, serving the community well.  Councillor Thompson had been co-opted to her position and the Mayor welcomed him back to the Council.   

Members were reminded that the Mayor’s Charity Concert featuring Bangor Ladies Choir, Donaghadee Male Voice Choir and Peninsula Praise would be performing on 23 May 2024 at Hamilton Road Presbyterian Church, Bangor at 7.30 pm.  This was an opportunity to hear choirs perform from across the Borough and tickets were available from the Democratic Services office and also online.   

She thought that a special note of congratulations should be sent to Rhys  McClenaghan who had won bronze for apparatus at the World Championships in Doha the previous weekend and that achievement had set him up well for the Paris Olympics.   

Members would also be aware that this meeting would be the last one for the Chief Executive in his service to the Council and she said that there would be an opportunity at the end of the meeting for Members to make comments to him.   

NOTED.

(Councillor Boyle entered the meeting at 7.04 pm) 

5.	MAYOR AND DEPUTY MAYOR ENGAGEMENTS FOR THE MONTH OF APRIL 2024 
		(Appendix I)

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the Mayor and Deputy Mayor Engagements for the month of April 2024.

The Mayor drew Members attention to the long and varied list of engagements carried out during the month of April.  She thanked the Deputy Mayor for her assistance and the Chief Executive for his role in rescuing her and assisting as Mayor’s driver on one occasion!
  
AGREED, on the proposal of Councillor McCollum, seconded by Councillor Chambers, that the information be noted.

6.	MINUTES OF COUNCIL MEETING DATED 27 MARCH 2024 

[bookmark: _Hlk164765185]PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Alderman Adair, seconded by Alderman Graham, that the minutes be adopted.

7.	MINUTES OF COMMITTEES

7.1	Special Meeting of the Planning Committee dated 21 March 2024
 
PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Alderman McIlveen, seconded by Councillor McLaren, that the minutes be adopted. 

7.2	Planning Committee dated 9 April 2024 

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Alderman McIlveen, seconded by Alderman McDowell, that the minutes be adopted. 

7.3 	Environment Committee dated 10 April 2024 

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Morgan, seconded by Alderman Cummings, that the minutes be adopted with the exception of Item 3.1 which would be brought to the May meeting for consideration by the Committee due to a technical difficulty at the April meeting. 

7.4 	Place and Prosperity Committee dated 11 April 2024

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

Proposed by Councillor Blaney, seconded by Councillor McCracken that the minutes be adopted.   

Alderman McIlveen asked if he could raise Item 11 of the minutes later in the meeting In Committee.     

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Blaney, seconded by Councillor McCracken, that the minutes be adopted with the exception of Item 11 which would be discussed later in the meeting In Confidence. 

7.5 	Corporate Services Committee dated 16 April 2024 

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Moore, seconded by Councillor W Irvine, that the minutes be adopted. 

7.6 	Community and Wellbeing Committee dated 17 April 2024

[bookmark: _Hlk164690170]PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED: - Copy of the above minutes.

Proposed by Councillor Martin, seconded by Alderman Adair, that the minutes be adopted. 

In respect of Item 21 – Any Other Notified Business – Portaferry Sports Centre

Councillor Boyle referred to the closure of the Portaferry Sports Centre and that Members had only become aware of that after it had happened and that had been a blow to them and had been so sudden.   Members had been made aware of the issues in that centre and the difficulty of employing staff to work in Portaferry and asked about the progress of the job evaluation that was taking place.   

The Director of Community and Wellbeing said that talks were continuing between the Council and the Union, in the meantime agency staff would be used and the Director of Corporate Services was working to reach a long-term solution to prevent such a situation in the future.    

Alderman Adair thanked the Director for his comments and asked that Members be kept informed of progress to get the Centre opened and fully operational.   

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Martin, seconded by Alderman Adair, that the minutes be adopted. 

8.	DEPUTATIONS 
		
8.1		Rory Sloan (Appendix II)

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED:- Report from the Chief Executive detailing that the  attached deputation request had been received from ResoluteM;nds to present to the Council.

RECOMMENDED that the Council accepts the request for a deputation from ResoluteMinds and refers it to the Community and Wellbeing Committee.   

Proposed by Councillor Kendall, seconded by Councillor Chambers, that the recommendation be adopted and that that be deferred from May to June to permit the gentleman to fulfil his obligations outlined.     

RESOLVED, on the proposed of Councillor Kendall, seconded by Councillor Chambers, that the recommendation be adopted.

9.	HEAD OF STRATEGIC TRANSFORMATION AND PERFORMANCE, PERMISSION TO ATTEND LOCAL GOVERNMENT PARTNERSHIP NETWORK 2024
		
PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED:- Report from the Director of Corporate Services detailing that the Head of Strategic Transformation and Performance had been invited to attend the Local Government Partnership Network 2024, Manchester, on Tuesday 21 and Wednesday 22 May 2024.

LGPN was a unique learning and networking platform which brought together over 150 leaders from local government authorities to encourage discussions, benchmarking, sharing of ideas and networking with peers.  
Key themes for 2024 included:
· AI empowerment for local government transformation
· Digital leadership for service excellence
· Nurturing success: CRM-integrated workforce management
· Powering progress: community engagement and enhanced service
· Inclusive impact: revolutionising local government through diversity and digital innovation
The Council was about to embark on its digital transformation journey with the launch of the Digital Strategy, it was timely that the Head of Service with responsibility for strategic transformation, including Digital Services and the implementation of the Digital Strategy, attended the event to network with her counterparts across the UK.

The Head of Strategic Transformation and Performance requested permission to attend and that the cost of flights (best value available) was covered by Council. The event and one night of accommodation were provided free of charge.

Return Flights:
BHD - MAN		           £98 (at time of report)
TOTAL COST:		<£150	(allowing for fluctuation in current prices)

RECOMMENDED that the Council approve the Head of Strategic Transformation and Performance to attend the Local Government Partnership Network in May 2024.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor McCracken, seconded by Councillor McRandal, that the recommendation be adopted. 
[bookmark: _Hlk120108088]10.	CHANGES TO CONDUCTING COMMITTEE AND COUNCIL MEETINGS AND CHANGES TO THE STANDING ORDERS
	(Appendix III)

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED:- Report from the Chief Executive detailing that Section 78 (local authority meetings) of the Coronavirus Act 2020 (“CVA”) contained provision to provide councils with the flexibility to hold meetings by remote or hybrid means during the Coronavirus emergency.  That included an enabling power for the Department to make subordinate legislation regarding remote/hybrid meetings and the Local Government (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of District Council Meetings) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2020 were subsequently made and came into operation on 1 May 2020.
Council was informed in a letter from the Department for Communities (Appendix 1) that the current extension Order (S.R. 2023 No. 140) ceased to have effect by virtue of section 96(7) of the Coronavirus Act after 6 March 2024.  That meant that the provisions which enabled councils to hold remote/hybrid meetings fell and legislation reverted to the position before the Local Government (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of District Council Meetings) Regulations (NI) 2020 were made meaning meetings must be held in person after 6 March 2024. 

Changes to Standing Orders
As a result of the current legislative position, Standing Order 30 and Annex 2 of the Standing Orders were currently redundant and at the Council meeting on 27 March 2024, the following changes to the Standing Orders were recommended for consideration and stood down without debate for one month.  

Standing Order 30 of the Standing Orders, Version 10, February 2024 was written as followed:

30 Remote Attendance
30 1 Definition of remote attendance
In line with the Local Government (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of District Council Meetings) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2020, any reference in these Standing Orders to a Council or Committee meeting is not limited to a meeting of persons all of whom, or any of whom, are present in the same place and any reference to a “place” where a meeting is held, or to be held, includes reference to more than one place including electronic, digital or virtual locations such as internet locations, web addresses or conference call telephone numbers.  

30 2 Elected Member remote attendance
An Elected Member in remote attendance attends the meeting at any time provided they are able: (a) to hear, and where practicable see, and be so heard, and where practicable be seen by, the other Members in attendance; (b) to hear, and where practicable see, and be so heard and, where practicable, be seen by, any members of the public in attendance in order to exercise a right to speak at the meeting; and (c) to be so heard and, where practicable, be seen by any other members of the public in attendance. 

30 3 Press and public remote attendance
Any reference in these Standing Orders to a member of the public or press being present at a meeting includes such persons attending by remote access, and the reference in Standing Order 8 1 to every meeting being “open to the public and press” includes through enabling remote access. 
 
30 4 Voting when attending remotely
Any vote that would otherwise be taken by a show of hands in line with Standing Order 21 4 will, if any of the Elected Members entitled to vote are in remote attendance, be taken by way of a verbal confirmation from each Member as to whether they are for or against the motion. 
 
30 5 Miscellaneous remote attendance provisions
References in Standing Orders 10 and 28 to excluding the public and press from the Council Chamber or removing them from the room, shall be read as removing their remote access where their attendance is, or would be but for their exclusion, remote attendance. 

There is no requirement for an Elected Member in remote attendance to stand when addressing the Presiding Chairperson in line with Standing Order 20 6.  

A Presiding Chairperson in remote attendance shall call a meeting to order, rather than rise to do so, in line with Standing Order 20 19. 

It is recommended that Standing Order 30 as above and Annex 2 of the Standing Orders Version 10, February 2024 is revoked.  If Council is instructed by the Department for Communities that new legislation is in place to allow hybrid meetings, a report regarding a new Standing Order will be brought to Council.   

Stand Down Standing Orders 
Members should be aware when making these decisions, that under Standing Order 29 2 any motion to, add to, vary or revoke these Standing Orders will, when proposed and seconded, stand adjourned and be referred without discussion to the next ordinary meeting of the Council and any resultant amendment will be ratified at an ordinary meeting of the Council.  Therefore, these Standing Orders were stood down at the Council meeting on 27 March 2024, for discussion at the meeting of 24 April 2024.

RECOMMENDED that the Council agrees to amend the Standing Orders as set out in this report. 

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Alderman McIlveen, seconded by Councillor Wray, that the recommendation be adopted. 

11.	SEALING DOCUMENTS

RESOLVED: - On the proposal of Councillor Edmund, seconded by Councillor Kerr

[bookmark: _Hlk164849761]THAT the Seal of the Council be affixed to the following documents:-
(a) Grant of Rights of Burials: D40417 – D40460
(b) Acquisition of land at Balloo Wetlands from Radius Housing
(c) Aurora Moveable Pool Floors Deed Ards and North Down Borough Council with WH Stephens 


12.	TRANSFER OF RIGHTS OF BURIAL

The following transfer was received: 

Movilla section 62 plot 63 
Michelle Bingham 

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Edmund, seconded by Councillor Kerr, that the transfer be approved. 

13.	NOTICE OF MOTION STATUS REPORT
		(Appendix IV)

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED:- Report from the Chief Executive detailing the attached Status Report in respect of Notices of Motion. 

This was a standing item on the Council agenda each month and its aim was to keep Members updated on the outcome of Motions.  It should be noted that as each Motion was dealt with it would be removed from the report.

RECOMMENDED that the Council notes the report. 

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor W Irvine, seconded by Councillor Martin, that the recommendation be adopted. 

[bookmark: _Hlk132363299]14.	NOTICES OF MOTION

The Mayor agreed that the Notice of Motion outlined in Item 14.1 could be heard at the Council meeting due to its timing and also the impending closure of the enquiry office at Bangor Police Station.  She informed Members that an amendment to the Motion had been submitted by Alderman McIlveen.   

[bookmark: TroveMissingHead1]14.1	Notice of Motion submitted by Councillor W Irvine, Councillor Cathcart, Councillor Blaney and Councillor McKimm 

That this Council expressing its disappointment and concern over the decision to close the Bangor PSNI station enquiry office and writes to the Chief Constable and the Policing board calling for the decision to be reversed. 

Proposed by Councillor W Irvine, seconded by Councillor Cathcart, that the Notice of Motion be adopted.   

Councillor W Irvine began by stating that the plans to close the enquiry office at Bangor Police Station had come as a great shock to most people across the community and the Police Federation had described the move as the first inevitable step in how policing would be delivered reflecting the cuts in overall funding being made.  

The Member stated that he wanted to see neighbourhood policing at the very heart of communities but this move would, in his view, restrict access to officers which would likely lead to reduced levels of engagement with the police service overall.   He believed that the public was reassured by a visible police presence close to where they lived and he called for the government to halt this decline.  He stressed the need to have a police force that could respond swiftly to the needs of the public but the decision in question could not provide that.   

Councillor Cathcart was disappointed to have to bring this Notice of Motion before the Council and he agreed that the decision had been a shock to the community.   He had questioned the District Commander during the week and was informed that this was a top-down decision and the local police had had no say in the matter.   He believed that that would lead to lower levels of confidence by the public in terms of policing and was concerned that there would only be one enquiry office remaining in the Borough to serve the entire Council area and he deemed that to be an unacceptable level of service.  Indeed, he stated that the entire Parliamentary area of North Down did not have an enquiry office.  He pointed out that enquiry offices were not simply for the reporting of crimes, but the public used them for other services as well where an individual needed to make themselves known.  He called for the Police Service to reassure the public and have the decision reviewed.  

Alderman McIlveen asked to make a small amendment to the end of the Motion which was seconded by Alderman Armstrong-Cotter.

That this Council expressing its disappointment and concern over the decision to close the Bangor PSNI station enquiry office and writes to the Chief Constable and the Policing board calling for the decision to be reversed and that no enquiry office is closed in the Borough.

Alderman McIlveen considered this addition to be a ‘belt and braces’ approach making it clear to the Police that the Council was not prepared to accept any enquiry office being shut.  He believed that the enquiry offices had an important role to play in face-to-face contact and the visibility and easy access aspect was crucial for people across the Borough.    

Seconding the amendment Alderman Armstrong-Cotter was in agreement considering that access to the police by the public was fundamental and while she understood the financial difficulties she thought cuts needed to be very well thought out.  She supported the amendment and thought that police services should be enhanced rather than cut. 

Councillor Harbinson was happy to support the amendment and understood the need for it as a cost cutting exercise but considered face to face interaction with the police important since it instilled confidence by the public and provided accessibility.  He urged the Police Service to reconsider other options rather than withdraw front line services.    

The Mayor remembered when the enquiry office at Holywood had been closed and the reassurances given at that time that Bangor would remain open and she believed that it was only a matter of time until the Newtownards office would be targeted for closure too.  In the meantime the closure of Bangor would lead to residents having to trek across the Borough to engage with police.   

Councillor Wray reported that he had attended a PCSP meeting recently where the matter had been discussed and the closure was estimated to provide savings of £400k to the Police Service.  He went on to say that on an average day 18 members of the public used the Bangor enquiry office and of those only 2 were reporting a crime.   He understood the decision was from a corporate business point of view and he thought it was understandable and reminded Members that the option was still available for anyone to meet with a police officer if they wished to do so.  He suggested the saving could provide additional officers.

Councillor Boyle warned Members that every Department within the Northern Ireland Assembly would be making huge cuts and everyone would need to get a dose of reality about where life was heading in the coming years.  While he would support the amendment to the Motion he thought that Police Stations were not exactly being closed to the public and that everyone needed to brace themselves for the further cuts that would be coming.   

Councillor Kendall referred to Holywood and the reassurances given in the past but new decisions were moving further and further from the promises made.   She questioned what would be put in those spaces and everyone would be aware that the savings would not result in additional police officers.   She said that she would be happy to support the Notice of Motion but insisted safe zones were important as a place for people to go to if they were in trouble.   

Councillor Blaney had co-signed the Motion and thought that it was important to keep the service and in closing the enquiry office, a slippery slope of further cuts could be the result.  He felt that the Councillors representing Bangor needed to be resolute in their defence of local services.   

Councillor Edmund believed that it was important to add the amendment to the Notice of Motion pointing to the fact that there were no enquiry offices on the Peninsula and residents of Portaferry had a 27-mile drive to attend the Newtownards station.  He also stated it was inconvenient for residents of Holywood and Bangor to drive to Newtownards.  He said that it was rare to see the police on the beat in any part of the Borough and thought that the Policing Strategy in Northern Ireland should be questioned about its direction of travel and potential outcomes. 

Councillor Brooks pointed to the fact that Bangor was a city and he was unaware of any city in the world that did not have a police enquiry office and questioned the message that sent out.  He considered the proposal to be a disgrace.   

Councillor Cochrane echoed the sentiments of those who had spoken and he expected to see the resulting domino effect and thought that Members should send a clear message that they were opposed to the cuts.   

Alderman Adair stressed the need for local neighbourhood community policing and as an example stated that call handlers were often based in Belfast and were unfamiliar with the areas they were dealing with.  He stated it was important that a police presence in any area was visible and that was important to the residents of the Borough.   

Councillor Martin thought that Members had made excellent points and referring to the suggestion that savings could lead to additional police officers, he knew that was unlikely and that a city required accessible policing.  He thought that policing was more than having people on the streets and that elderly people for example often found a local police station reassuring.  He asked for reassurance that the impact would not be further centralisation of services with the possibility that the station could close completely.    

Councillor McCracken stated he had served in the Police Service and he hated to hear criticism directed towards the police but thought that the best way to support would be to agree to the amendment and the Motion.  He said that decisions were not being made by the police themselves but by accountants in headquarters who thought in numbers rather than treating the Service sensitively.   He thought that funding could be found elsewhere and supported the Motion. 

Councillor Chambers recalled that 15 years ago there was a brand new custody suite placed in Bangor and then it was closed.  That was followed now by the enquiry desk so he feared the slippery slope to the eventual closing of the station.   He thought that the Council should write to the Justice Minister asking her to lobby harder for more funding for the police in the budget setting proposals.  

In closing Councillor W Irvine thanked Members for their comments and was pleased that the Council could stand united and would hopefully reverse the situation and keep the stations in Bangor and Newtownards open.   He supported Alderman McIlveen’s addition to his amendment.   

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor W Irvine, seconded by Councillor Cathcart, that this Council expressing its disappointment and concern over the decision to close the Bangor PSNI station enquiry office and writes to the Chief Constable and the Policing Board calling for the decision to be reversed and that no enquiry office is closed in the Borough. 
 
14.2 	Notice of Motion submitted by Councillor Wray and Councillor Hollywood

This Council values the role that young people play in civic leadership within our Borough. Council will engage with Ards and North Down Youth Voice and local members of the NI Youth Assembly, with the view to providing use of our Council Chamber and resources to enable them to conduct an annual meeting. The agenda for the meeting should be decided by the young people with the Mayor chairing the proceedings.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Wray, seconded by Councillor Hollywood, that the Notice of Motion be passed to the Corporate Services Committee.   

At this point before the meeting was due to go In Committee Alderman McIlveen proposed that Item 17 be heard Out of Committee.  The Chief Executive had clarified this with the Mayor and advised that there was legally privileged advice set out in the report and while the matter could be discussed Members should take responsibility not to refer to or quote from the legal advice.   

Councillor McRandal considered that it would be difficult to debate the item without referring to the advice within the report and the Chief Executive stated that Members could decide how they wished to proceed but that the information within the report could not be discussed Out of Committee.  

There was a difference of opinion so a vote was taken with a show of hands with 21 voting FOR, 13 voting AGAINST and 2 ABSTAINED and so the decision was CARRIED and the item could be discussed Out of Committee subject to confidentiality.   

 17.	CALL IN OF THE COUNCIL DECISION TO AMEND ITS FLAG POLICY TO INCLUDE THE FLYING OF THE UNION FLAG AT EVERY WAR MEMORIAL ALL YEAR ROUND  

The Mayor reminded Members of their duty to keep the discussion away from the facts within the report.    

Proposed by Councillor S Irvine, seconded by Councillor W Irvine that the recommendation be adopted.   

Councillor S Irvine stated that he was happy to proceed with the Council’s recommendation and to carry out the EQIA before making a final decision.   He had assumed that would have been the order under Section 75 legislation and he asked those who had objected to the decision to support that and wait until that process was carried out.   

In seconding that proposal Councillor W Irvine rose to support the EQIA which was not included in the original Motion but it had also been his understanding that that would have taken place as a matter of process.   He thought the proposal had been fair and balanced and it was shown to have widespread community support so should not be opposed in his opinion.    

Alderman McIlveen referred to the debate as being a charade and the call in by the Alliance Party and SDLP to stop the proposal.   He believed that Members were aware that the Alliance Party would not support the Union Flag and he did not see it changing its position on that.   He said that it had been made clear at the Corporate Committee that an EQIA would be required and everyone had understood that from the minutes.   There had been a huge amount of support for the Motion which showed the strength of feeling within the community.   The Council had gone to the enormous expense of having a public consultation and while there would never have been 100% support the consultation had given an indication of the strength of feeling around the issue.  He repeated that the Alliance Party was very clear it its policy not to have any more flags flying and he was sure that it, along with the SDLP, would block the Motion.  He stated that he would be giving the recommendation his support.   

Councillor McRandal thought that it was disappointing that the debate was taking place and his Party had been criticised, but he thought it had also been vindicated on calling in so that the decisions of the Council could be checked.  The Party would not stand over decisions that disproportionately affected some inhabitants of the Borough.  He reiterated the Alliance position of continuing to support the flying of Union flags at appropriate events and that was understood but he did not wish to see the flag politicised at war memorials or the Act of Remembrance.  He viewed that as a political move and if it was passed, it would be a bad decision by the Council being contrary to Section 75 and the Good Relations Policy.

He went on to say that flying flags permanently would undermine the value of them and if this was passed in Holywood there could be three Union flags flying in close proximity to one another and he did not think that that was appropriate and neither did he think that the people of Holywood would welcome that.  He concluded by saying that in taking this decision the Council could be acting against its legal duties and potentially risking legal challenges.    

Councillor Smart expressed his disappointment and admitted that while he did not wish to see flags on every street corner, the proposal before Members was limited to war memorials and remembering those who had fought and fallen for their country so that everyone could enjoy the freedoms that they had made the ultimate sacrifice for.  He thought that the issues in Holywood town centre could have been overcome.  Sadly, he thought that the call in was a blocking mechanism, and it was disappointing that it was being used in this way.   He concluded by stating that the Ulster Unionist Party would continue to support the decision of this Council.   

Councillor McCracken considered it disappointing when he listened to the DUP and the UUP talk of living within a civic unionism and a shared society and asked them to consider what a shared society looked like.  He asked that people be treated with empathy, flags were an emotive issue in Northern Ireland so this could be stirring up a hornets’ nest.  Members lived in a liberal democracy which meant that there were laws and institutions to protect minority views and that stirring this issue by unionists could undermine those values.   He could not speak for the legal outcome but he said that the Alliance Party stood up for all types of minority views within a shared society.   He said veterans would not wish to see war memorials politicised and they were there for shared acts of remembrance and that everyone should respect that.   

Alderman Armstrong-Cotter referred to the appropriate time for remembrance and thought that respect should be shown every day.  Society cherished its democracy and the ability to listen to what everyone had to say and the hornets’ nest comment was blatantly disregarding the fact that the Council had received a massive response to its consultation, so she asked the Member not to twist the facts.   Veterans respected the war memorial, and the national flag and the Council’s role was not to shy away from offence but to listen to the responses when the questions were asked.  She stressed this Council did not have to abide by the Alliance Party manifesto and she hoped that Members would do the right thing.

Councillor Martin objected to Councillor McCracken’s comment that the last thing veterans would want is for war memorials politicised and he did not think that this decision did that.   When veterans were remembered on Remembrance Sunday, they were being remembered for having fought on behalf of their country and the Union flag was the flag of their country so he asked why they would be offended.   If the average person on the street was stopped, they would likely not object to that and so he encouraged the Alliance group to abstain.   

In summing up Councillor S Irvine urged the Alliance Party to abstain.  He had not brought the Motion with a political motive and the Union flag was only to be placed at war memorials and cenotaphs.  Those places marked selfless bravery and service and were a beacon of inspiration for what was right and just and he asked for continued support and understanding to respect and honour the legacy of those who had served.  

Members requested a recorded vote. 

On the proposal being put to the meeting with 21 voting FOR, 13 voting AGAINST, 2 ABSTAINED and 4 Absent it did not meet the qualified majority and FELL. 

	FOR (21)
	AGAINST (13)
	ABSTAINING (2)
	ABSENT (4) 

	Alderman
Adair 
Armstrong-Cotter
Brooks 
Cummings 
Graham McIlveen 
Councillors
Blaney 
Cathcart 
Chambers 
Cochrane
Douglas 
Edmund 
Gilmour 
Hollywood 
S Irvine 
W Irvine 
Kennedy 
Martin 
McLaren
Smart 
Wray
	Aldermen
McAlpine 
McDowell 
Councillors
Ashe 
Boyle 
Creighton
Harbinson 
Irwin 
McCollum 
McCracken
McRandal
Moore 
Morgan 
Rossiter 


	Councillors 
Kendall 
McKee 
	Alderman 
Smith 
Councillors
Kerr
McKimm 
Thompson 




[bookmark: _Hlk132271937]NOTED.  

The Chief Executive reminded Members that Item 17 remained an In Confidence item and the content of the report should not be revealed and sat under the code of conduct for Members.   

EXCLUSION OF PUBLIC/PRESS 

AGREED, on the proposal of Alderman Armstrong-Cotter, seconded by Councillor Edmund, that the public/press be excluded during the discussion of the undernoted items of confidential business. 

In respect of Item 7.4 – Item 11 - Place and Prosperity Committee dated 11 April 2024  

***IN CONFIDENCE*** 

(Councillor Kennedy left the meeting at 8.46 pm).     
(Councillor Kennedy rejoined the meeting).

15.	BANGOR WATERFRONT BALLYHOLME YACHT CLUB AND WATERSPORTS INTEGRATED CONSULTANCY TEAM (ICT) AWARD – FOR APPROVAL
		
***IN CONFIDENCE***

Option 3: NOT FOR PUBLICATION SCHEDULE 6 – INFORMATION RELATING TO THE FINANCIAL OR BUSINESS AFFAIRS OF ANY PARTICULAR PERSON (INCLUDING THE COUNCIL HOLDING THAT INFORMATION) 
  
The report provided Council with an update on the recent procurement exercise for the Bangor Waterfront BYC Watersports Centre ICT recommending a tender appointment.  

16.	BANGOR WATERFRONT BALLYHOLME YACHT CLUB AND COUNCIL’S LEGAL AGREEMENT – FOR APPROVAL
	(Appendices V, VI & VII)

***IN CONFIDENCE*** 

Option 3:  NOT FOR PUBLICATION SCHEDULE 6 – INFORMATION RELATING TO THE FINANCIAL OR BUSINESS AFFAIRS OF ANY PARTICULAR PERSON (INCLUDING THE COUNCIL HOLDING THAT INFORMATION) 
 
The report recommended Council progress with the Legal Agreement and addendum to the BYC lease in line with the OBC and Contract for Funding for the BRCD Bangor Waterfront Project.   

17.	CALL IN OF THE COUNCIL DECISION TO AMEND ITS FLAG POLICY TO INCLUDE THE FLYING OF THE UNION FLAG AT EVERY WAR MEMORIAL ALL YEAR ROUND
	(Appendices VIII, IX & X)

***IN CONFIDENCE*** 

18.	Request from nie for wayleave over land at castle park 
	(Appendix XI)

***IN CONFIDENCE*** 

NOT FOR PUBLICATION SCHEDULE 6 – INFORMATION RELATING TO THE FINANCIAL OR BUSINESS AFFAIRS OF ANY PARTICULAR PERSON (INCLUDING THE COUNCIL HOLDING THAT INFORMATION)

The Council was asked to consider granting NIE a Wayleave over land at Castle Park, Bangor.  It was recommended that the Council acceded to the request from NIE. 

The recommendation was adopted. 

RE-ADMITTANCE OF PUBLIC/PRESS 

AGREED, on the proposal of Alderman Armstrong-Cotter, seconded by Councillor Edmund, that the public/press be re-admitted to the meeting. 

TERMINATION OF MEETING 

The meeting terminated at 8.50 pm.
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