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ARDS AND NORTH DOWN BOROUGH COUNCIL

A hybrid special meeting of Ards and North Down Borough Council was held on Thursday, 12 January 2023 commencing at 6.30pm.  

	PRESENT:

	

	In the Chair:

	The Mayor (Councillor Douglas)

	Aldermen:




	Armstrong-Cotter
Carson (Zoom)
Gibson
Irvine, W
Keery
	McDowell
McIlveen
Smith, M
Wilson

	
Councillors:



	
Adair (Zoom)
Blaney
Boyle
Cathcart
Cummings
Dunlop
Edmund
Gilmour
Greer
Irvine, S (Zoom)
Irwin
Johnson (Zoom)

	
Kennedy
McKee (Zoom)
McKimm
McRandal
Moore
Morgan
Smart
Smith, P
Smith, T
Thompson (Zoom)
Walker



Officers:	Chief Executive (S Reid), Director of Finance and Performance (S Christie), Director of Community and Wellbeing (G Bannister), Director of Place (S McCullough), Head of Communications and Marketing (C Jackson) and Democratic Services Officer (P Foster and R King) 

1.	PRAYER

The Mayor (Councillor Douglas) welcomed everyone to the meeting and then invited the Chief Executive to read the Council prayer. 

NOTED.


2.	APOLOGIES 

The Mayor sought apologies at this stage and noted apologies had been received from the Deputy Mayor, Alderman M Smith, Councillor Chambers, Councillor McAlpine, Councillor McClean and Councillor Woods.
NOTED.

3.	DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

The Mayor sought Declarations of Interest at this stage and none were declared.

(Alderman Wilson joined the meeting – 6.33pm)

NOTED.

4.	NOTICE OF MOTION SUBMITTED BY COUNCILLOR IRWIN AND ALDERMAN MCDOWELL

That this Council recognises the significant Cost of Living hardship facing the many residents in Ards and North Down and directs officers to urgently complete a report outlining options for how we can best support our residents. This should include consideration of a potential hardship fund following liaison with counterparts in other District Councils in Northern Ireland around the nature and delivery of similar schemes, and liaison with local organisations and charities who specialise in delivering financial support around how Council can best provide support their services. This Council will also write to the Department of Communities and the Northern Ireland Office to request that funding is provided to Councils (and that it is ring-fenced in the 2023/24 budget) to assist with the implementation of any such support schemes. Given the urgency of the matter, this report should be ready for the meeting of Full Council on 26th January 2023.

Councillor Irwin proposed, seconded by Alderman McDowell that the notice of motion be adopted.

Speaking to the proposal, Councillor Irwin thanked the Mayor for granting the request for the Special Council meeting and Members for attending the meeting which she appreciated had been called at short notice. She felt however that the matter was crucial enough to justify it taking place.

Outlining the Notice of Motion, Councillor Irwin referred to the impacts of the financial crisis and the contact that members had received from struggling constituents.
 
The phrase of having to choose between heating and eating had been used so much recently, she feared it at risk of becoming a sound bite with the reality of that statement being lost. That was however the impossible choice far too many people were having to make.

Councillor Irwin therefore was asking officers to urgently complete a report outlining the options for how the Council was best placed to provide support to ratepayers. The motion outlined a number of options, from a hardship fund to working with those locally who specialised in providing this kind of support. The Motion did not want to draw any red lines or make any commitments without ensuring that due diligence was completed, and Members could make an educated decision based on which options, if any, could provide useful support to those who needed it, while ensuring Council got the best value for its ratepayers. 

Continuing, she told Members not to forget that ratepayers, including those who were currently experiencing extreme financial difficulties could very possibly end up being the ones funding this support. Members would be aware of the status of the ongoing rates process. This was why Council needed to ensure that anything it decided to do was supported by proper evidence and, if it would affect the rates, it was even more important that Council ensured that the support would make a worthwhile difference to those who required it.

Councillor Irwin thanked Councillor Woods for her initial attempt to bring the issue of Council providing support to ratepayers to the table. However, she could not support the amendment that she would be bringing forward, for the reasons outlined. Council should not be ruling anything in or out and making decisions which could have such a significant impact on all ratepayers, without ensuring that it had done its due diligence and had the proper evidence to back it up. Members would note the original motion already referred to the potential for a hardship fund. Councillor Irwin wanted officers to do some work behind the scenes to determine what that might look like, as there were too many questions at this point, there was too much left undetermined to make a responsible decision.

There was a beneficial position where two Councils in Northern Ireland were already in the process of designing and implementing hardship schemes. This Council, she felt, should be speaking to Belfast City Council and Derry City and Strabane District Council to hear of their experiences of designing these schemes – what issues they had come across, any mistakes made or things they would have done differently. This was a huge opportunity for us to learn from their experience and get a head start on determining what a hardship fund would look like or indeed if there could be more efficient and beneficial ways that Council could provide support.

The beginning of the £600 energy support payments should absolutely be welcomed, despite the fact people in Northern Ireland were left waiting far longer than they should have been due to the lack of an Executive or Assembly to ensure the scheme could be tailored to Northern Ireland’s separate energy market. However, it was clear that people were extremely likely to fall through the net here. The need for ID to cash in vouchers was already leading to a rush on requests for electoral ID cards that the Electoral Office was struggling with. Government should be ensuring that people were able to easily access the support they were entitled to, not least to prevent people feeling they had to turn to illegitimate means of support. 

In closing, she added that Members would note the request that a report outlining options be brought to the Council on 26th January, less than two weeks away. She appreciated that officers worked extremely hard and were already under pressure given the ongoing rates process, however given the significant and urgency of this issue, she believed that two weeks would give enough time for options to be evaluated and provided to Councillors while also making sure that the can was not kicked down the road for too long while residents continued to struggle.

The seconder, Alderman McDowell, added that the conditions some of the Borough’s residents were finding themselves in due to the “Cost of Living” crisis were extremely concerning. People were really struggling financially, and it was the Council’s job as elected representatives to do as much as they possibly could to help ease peoples’ burden during these difficult times.

With that in mind, it was his sincere hope all parties could come together in support of this Motion and recognise the need for extra assistance for residents in these challenging economic circumstances. The urgent report was to allow Members to consider all the options and not make the mistakes other Councils had done.

Council also needed to decide what level of funding it could make available and how it could get it to the people who needed it as quickly as possible. But as Council was spending public money, it must set fair criteria and monitor it to ensure that it went to the right people.

Alderman McDowell believed that Charities could provide better outcomes with the funding, and they would have the volunteers and administration to get it to those most in need. The £600 Fuel Payment that would be delivered in January would help most families. But some would fall through the net and not receive any payments, or their payments may have been delayed for months. 

He took issue over the way the Government was treating Northern Ireland residents. Other Councils across England and Wales had received funding to set up a hardship fund, to enable Councils to help those that were suffering the most from the costof living crisis. He understood that the funding for Northern Ireland Councils through the Barnet Consequential, had been sent to Northern Ireland, but had not reached the Councils. Was the Government trying to punish Councils and its residents for what was happening at Stormont.

He believed that it was financially prudent to ask for an urgent report from Officers to decide on the right level of funding, the risks and benefits and how Council was going to distribute any funding. This was not a delaying action, it would not delay any funding to get to those that needed it, but Council would have a better scheme for its residents. He also hoped that during the next two weeks the Government would do the right thing and provide Councils with the funding to set up a ‘Cost of Living’ Hardship Fund as they had done elsewhere in England and Wales.

In closing, Alderman McDowell urged fellow Councillors to support this Notice of Motion.

Councillor McKee proposed an amendment, seconded by Councillor Dunlop to remove, ‘consideration of a potential hardship fund’ in line 4, adding in ‘should include the creation of a hardship fund from Council resources’. Remove, ‘around how Council can best provide their support services’, and add in ‘to vulnerable people’.

Proposing the amendment on behalf of the Council’s Green Party grouping, Councillor McKee explained that the majority of his speech had been written for the December Council meeting, for a different motion, a motion that had called for something tangible to be done, to be created, and to be delivered. Unfortunately, it wasn’t agreed by Members for that particular motion to be heard. 

As a result, he and his Green Party colleagues were bringing forward this amendment to the current Notice of Motion being proposed by the Alliance Party, and his amendment was seeking support for this Council to commit to actually do something for the Borough’s residents who were in need, and not just consideration and a report. 

People were experiencing somewhat of an unperfect storm. We were emerging from COVID-19 which had adversely impacted on vulnerable people already facing hardship, changes in the job market, stretches on household financial situations and budgets, costs rocketing, food, gas, oil and electric all increasing, and many people were being plunged into fuel poverty with the rising cost to live here. 

The current climate for households had been described by the Joseph Rowntree Foundation as presenting the most significant challenge to living standards for many years. 

There was a growing gap between what people had and what people needed for a decent standard of living. Short term support measures were therefore vital. Emergency support from Westminster had been, incredibly slow and to this date still had not arrived in Northern Ireland.

But at the end of all this, this was about people in our Borough who were making choices about whether or not they could afford to eat breakfast, lunch and dinner and whether they put their heating on. This was the reality, this was poverty. This was not acceptable. This was something he and his colleagues believed required an emergency response. £600 would not fix this, even in the short term. 

If this amendment was successful, Ards and North Down would not be the first council to introduce a hardship fund, which was the true heart of this amendment. Councillor McKee did not believe giving consideration to a potential hardship fund was enough. 

Derry City and Strabane District Council and Belfast City Council had already introduced hardship fund schemes for residents recognising the dire situation that many were in. 

In the other council areas, eligibility criteria had included entitlement to Free School Meals, debt with an energy provider, a vulnerable person living in the household, recent unemployment or workers on a zero-hours contract and receipt of means tested benefits. 

The Referrals for emergency support could be made by local support organisations and advice agencies, possibly support from schools, churches or charities could be utilised, with even the possibility that an individual could make a self-referral.  

Provided that checks for eligibility for the scheme were conducted, a successful and fair delivery of a scheme could be achieved. The key element was that Council needed engagement with the other Councils to learn from their experience. Every Council area was different and that was why his Party had not been prescriptive in how the hardship fund should be distributed.  

He added that it was important that hardship funding be targeted towards those with the greatest need, with household income threshold of £40,000 recommended by the Joseph Roundtree Foundation as being needed for a minimum acceptable standard of living.  

Everything Council did in its response should be based on need, he added. We live in a very unequal society and those with the greatest need for help should be eligible for it and should be the focus, especially at a time of crisis such as this, when they needed it most. 

In closing, he stated that Council had stepped up to provide an emergency response at the onset of the pandemic and therefore nothing was stopping it from doing the same now.

(Alderman Armstrong-Cotter joined the meeting – 6.44pm)

The seconder, Councillor Dunlop, stated that in August 2022 this Council had written to the Department for Communities seeking a special fund for Councils to help to alleviate the cost-of-living pressures on those less fortunate throughout Northern Ireland.

The response from the Director of Voluntary and Community Division in October and noted by Council in December had been disappointing - but not surprising. The lack of a functional Executive continued to undermine credibility in governance but despite any debates within the Council chamber, Councillor Dunlop was confident that all Members agreed that the neediest citizens of the Borough required help and required it now. As a credible functioning delivery body this council could make a difference not only to constituents’ enjoyment of life but to their faith in local democracy.

He added that Members knew people had been under significant pressure for years. The Green Party would welcome an energy strategy that focused on retrofitting homes to reduce energy demand and alleviate cost pressure in a more sustainable manner and possibly with a Climate Act that could still happen. Nevertheless, in the short term, a fix was needed, and those on the lowest incomes and in greatest need, required it now.

Council had signed up to the United Nations Development Goals – they were embedded in its Corporate Plan and strategies and policies were now being developed that sought to achieve those goals.

He referred to the first two goals; No poverty and No hunger – those objectives were set within the Council’s statutory core as a democratic publicly elected body with a corporate responsibility. It was within Council’s means, and it was its duty to address the challenges its constituents faced where possible.

Rising energy prices, welfare cuts and stagnant wages were causing people to struggle. These were ongoing issues that were societal, deep rooted, and avoidable.
 
He added that where other levels of government have failed and continue to fail, local government needed step up now.

Alderman McIlveen advised that he would be supporting the substantive Motion as it did not restrict the Council to a hardship fund but also looked at alternatives including working with other organisations that could allow a more effective response. 

He was mindful that Council was currently in a rate setting process and trying to strike a balance that supported both businesses which provided employment and wages, and ratepayers and the services that were being provided in incredibly difficult times. 

In any decision that the Council made it was important to remember that there would be impacts. He was not entirely sure that the funding that had been paid to Councils in England and Wales, as referred to by Alderman McDowell, had gone through the Barnet Consequential process. Councillor McKee had referred to Council ‘stepping up’ during the Covid-19 pandemic but that had been possible only because of large sums of funding coming from Central Government and had caused no additional burden on the ratepayer. The fund that the Green Party desired however, would impact directly on the ratepayer. 

Referring to the original motion, he felt there was merit in looking at schemes that the Council could support though he was doubtful around the two week timescale for the report and he felt that perhaps an interim report would be more realistic.

Schemes in the north west and in Belfast had operated on a first come first served basis and the focus on greatest need had not been met in that approach, he felt. He was also mindful of administration costs and audit consequences.

Councillor P Smith believed that while there was some difference over solutions as to how the Council could deliver support, everyone was here with the best of intentions to help those in need. It was important to acknowledge the impact that the rise in inflation had had on the community over the last six months, particularly on essential costs, and the phrase ‘heat or eat’ had been banded around by the press but for some it was a reality. 

(Alderman Carson and Councillor Johnson joined the meeting – 6.55pm)

The Green Party amendment called for a hardship fund to be created by Council resources, but Councillor P Smith could not support that for a variety of reasons which he outlined. Firstly, it was not the Council’s function to provide this type of funding and he did not believe Council had the capability to administer a hardship fund effectively. The cost of administrating and the lack of targeting as demonstrated by other Councils was concerning. Council was in a difficult rate setting process and spending the amount needed to make a difference would require in the region of £750,000 which would impact upon Council’s services.

Any decision impacting on the next financial year would also be taken after the rate setting process had been completed so it would therefore create an unbudgeted commitment in what would already be a difficult financial year. He alluded to the experience of Belfast City Council and the meeting it had earlier in the week which highlighted some difficulties with a first come first served approach which would be  appliedy in Ards and North Down, creating a lottery as to who would receive financial support. He felt there were better ways in targeting resources immediately and would elaborate further in an amendment that his party intended to propose later in the meeting.

Councillor Boyle agreed that all Members wanted to find a solution, but he had difficulty with the Green Party’s amendment and swayed towards the original motion as it was open to options, called for information and did not tie the Council in to anything at this stage. He too was mindful that a hardship fund would need to be paid for directly by the Council and doing that would have impacts. 

The original motion would also provide opportunity to look at the experiences of the other Councils which he too understood to be concerning. He was aware of online application systems crashing and a high household income threshold, in Derry City and Strabane, set at £40,000, which had led to significant demand. In Belfast there had been a £60,000 limit set which had led to even higher demand. The timeframe for the follow-up report was tight and it would be dependent on other organisations responding which could delay it and the information needed was so important. This was a massive undertaking, but he would support the original notice of motion to gather as much information as possible in order to get the scheme right. He felt that the Alliance Party should reconsider the timeframe on the report given those concerns.

Councillor T Smith felt that while he could not support the Green Party amendment, although Councillor Woods deserved credit for attempting to bring it to Council in the first place. He was sceptical over the timeframe for the report as called for in the original motion, and he was mindful that the rate setting process would be completed in the next month and there was nothing mentioned in that process in relation to setting up a hardship fund. It was also important not give people false hope and he suspected that there would be very little for a cost-of-living hardship fund given the Council’s financial situation. He felt that keeping rates down and maintaining existing services were therefore the priority unless any money was coming from central Government which he highly doubted given the level overspend reported at the NI Executive.

Councillor McKimm pointed to the need that existed and the conversations he had had with constituents, highlighting examples of people in their late 80s permanently turning off their heating. A young mother with two children he had met was going home to a house without electricity and she was concerned that social services would take her children away. While there was no doubting the need though, it was the lack of funding available that was the main factor. Councillor McKimm referred to recent contact and meetings with people from the charity and voluntary sectors around cost of living, and while fully committed those organisations were in financial crisis too and he therefore expressed caution about trying to lean on those organisations to deliver while they were trying to meet their own commitments and struggling to pay their bills.

Central Government Departments too had emphasised on many occasions there was no funding available and given a reported NI Government debt of £660m, Council should not expect to turn to any of the Government Departments for support. In addition, he could support Council providing this funding by ravaging its reserves or going to the ratepayer – the current rate setting process would already require some difficult decisions. A hardship fund therefore was not something he could support, and he had therefore heard nothing so far on how Council could respond sensibly to the needs that had been identified.

Councillor Cathcart recalled difficult conversations around those needs expressed by constituents, but he felt that the direction of travel for this needed to come from Central Government, particularly given the ability to borrow which was not an option for the Council. It was not the Council’s responsibility to support people by taking money off other people. There would be people sitting slightly above the recommended qualifying threshold who would already be struggling, and they would be asked to pay extra on their rates which was not acceptable. He pointed to organisations in the Borough already providing much needed support in every way apart from the hardship funding that Councillor McKimm had referred to. He highlighted the work of the social supermarkets which provided food and also had a wraparound service which signposted to educational opportunities, benefits and other support. There were two trials of the social supermarkets ongoing in the Borough and he felt it would be worth looking at ensuring everyone in the Borough had access to a social supermarket and ensuring that the current pilot operations continued into the longer term.

Pointing to the social supermarket model, Councillor Gilmour felt this was an example of what could be achieved with limited resources and if the Department for Communities could provide more of those schemes, then that was a more viable and sustainable solution than the Council taking money from the ratepayer. She would therefore be supportive of the original notice of motion.

She understood that another Council operated a hardship fund scheme and had used savings from an elected member pay freeze which would not apply to Ards and North Down given that members had not taken a pay rise for a number of years. Council needed to ensure any funding was delivered in a targeted way to those most in need but also be mindful of the administrative demands and costs. This again was all in the backdrop of a difficult rate setting process. She would therefore be supporting the original motion but felt that the timescale of a report was overly optimistic.

Summing up on the amendment, Councillor Irwin noted that there was concern from the Green Party that a report coming back was only kicking the can down the road but pointed to the many different qualifying criteria-related options raised by Councillor McKee in how referrals would be made and the logistics of providing the support. She therefore felt that it was responsible to take the two weeks and allow officers to put together a report to look at solutions. She felt that it was an urgent issue and that’s why the proposal limited the report to two weeks. Therefore, the Alliance Party would not be supporting the amendment.

On being put to the meeting, with 2 voting FOR, 28 voting AGAINST, 2 ABSTAINED and 8 ABSENT, the amendment FELL.

Councillor P Smith indicated that he wished to propose a further amendment, seconded by Councillor Smart, that:

This council recognises the significant cost of living hardship facing the many residents in Ards and North Down and directs officers to 
urgently complete a report outlining how we can support our residents, as we did through the pandemic, by providing additional resources to those organisations already supporting struggling individuals and families locally. Those groups would include, but are not limited to, food banks within the Borough, The social supermarket, Advice Ards and North Down and St Vincent de Paul. The proposed fund would total in the region of £50,000 supporting those struggling financially, whilst maintaining the financial restraint required to retain existing public services, provided by Council. This Council will also write to the Department of Communities and the Northern Ireland Office to request that funding is provided to Councils (and that it is ring-fenced in 2023/24 budget) to assist with the implementation of any future support schemes. Given the urgency of the matter, this report should be ready for the meeting of Full Council on 26th January 2023.

Proposing, Councillor P Smith explained that his amendment removed reference to a hardship fund and liaison with other Councils on that process, and that was replaced with the providing of £50,000 grant support to organisations within the Borough who delivered essential services to those most in need.

He referred Members to his earlier comments around a Council funded hardship fund and reasons why he could not support it. He recalled how Council during Covid had given grant support to groups within the Borough to provide help to residents most in need and he pointed to the work of organisations that had a long and successful track record in delivering services and support at the coal face – the Food Banks, the new social supermarket, Community Advice Ards & North Down and St Vincent de Paul – there may well have been others.

Those groups could get help to those in need in a cost effective, targeted manner and on a needs basis whether that was for food, fuel or advice. It was better to use a process that was proven rather than inventing new costly and potentially untargeted processes.

While he was aware that in the past Council had administered grants from DfC to those organisations during Covid, Council had also supported many of those groups directly from its own funds, so a precedent had been set.

A £50,000 total fund was a figure that he believed was affordable but would also be able to make an immediate and significant impact in fighting need and helping people in the Borough.

Thankfully the roll out of the £600 fuel payments to households had commenced and this, along with the Government cap on fuel bills and the package of cost-of-living support would be helpful to the Borough’s residents.

That along with the recent fall in petrol and gas prices along with the forecast reduction in inflation during this year he hoped would ease the burden on households to some degree.

Despite this though there would still be many who needed further support to get them through difficult times and he believed this was the most targeted and quickest method of support, as the payments could be made in the existing financial year. He asked Members for their support.

The seconder, Councillor Smart, believed that the amendment added much needed support to the organisations already doing great and essential work in a difficult time. 

The money would hit the ground quickly and immediately target need. He had volunteered with a local food bank and the Salvation Army over recent weeks and felt that their work was second to none. He felt that those types of organisations were best placed to meet the needs of the community whether that be through food support or grants for energy and would deliver the best outcomes. He added that there was no other way of delivering handouts without putting the cost on to the ratepayer during this difficult time. This proposal found a reasonable balance in supporting need and stewarding public finances and services and while he noted that many Members had already signalled support for the original motion and welcomed a report with further information. If that was the desire of the Council, then it would be important that tangible outcomes for residents were identified before Council attached any cost to a scheme on to the ratepayer.

Alderman McDowell felt that many positive ideas and suggestions had come forward and that would help officers in putting together a report. It was still important to remember that the Government had a responsibility to provide some funding. The cost-of-living crisis was just as severe as Covid in its implications to ordinary people and businesses, so it was important not to give up on this being properly funded by Central Government. It had a responsibility, and he hoped the people of Northern Ireland were not being treated differently to those in England and Wales. He felt it would be irresponsible to pick a figure without any consideration where the money was coming from and therefore preferred to wait for two weeks for further information.

Councillor T Smith was supportive of the amendment. He realised that the Council’s hands were tied financially and there would not be enough to do anything significant and while £50,000 was still a significant amount of money it was nothing compared to the difficulty that people were facing. It was important to be realistic and he felt that the Council was not the best organisation to be delivering it to those in need and he felt the charitable organisations referred to would be better placed to use this money. He referred to the local staff pay deal and installation of cameras to broadcast meetings and believed Council should commit £50,000 as proposed, given it had spent significantly more money in what he considered to be worse ways.

Councillor McKimm felt that the word ‘realistic’ summed up the debate and he felt the current amendment provided a realistic solution that was in line with the feedback he had received from charitable and voluntary organisations that were asking Council to ‘help us to help them’. In terms of distributing the funds, he recalled a Housing Executive Fund that had worked on a first come first served basis and it had resulted in many problems with people in great need missing out. He would therefore warn against using that approach. The one issue that he had with all proposals that had been made however was the demands they were potentially placing on staff, particularly in the finance section, where officers were extremely busy in working towards finalising the rate setting process. He wondered if another Directorate would take this scheme on. In terms of a report coming back, he was confident that there would be no surprises in terms of finding any additional money that could be used. Therefore, he felt that the amendment made sense in enabling Council to do something pragmatic.

Alderman McIlveen felt that even if there was a spare £50,000 available for the proposed amendment, that money would otherwise be used to offset the rate, so it would still have an impact on the ratepayer whatever way it was looked at. He therefore preferred for officers to undertake research and come back with information for Members to make an informed decision rather than what he considered to be a knee jerk reaction. He appreciated the sentiment of the current amendment but would be supporting the original motion.

(The Deputy Mayor, Councillor Blaney, joined the meeting – 7.48pm)

Pointing to community projects undergoing in the Ards Peninsula, Councillor Thompson felt that funding should be used to support running costs in keeping people warm and providing hot food in community buildings for example. He felt that the two-week time frame for the report was unrealistic and urged caution going forward in light of the challenges of the rate setting process.

Councillor Kennedy did not doubt the sincerity of anyone who had contributed to the debate, but it was where sentiment met reality that led to difficult decisions. He felt that the amendment was too restrictive and was concerned about Council’s capability of creating and delivering such a scheme. He felt it would be churlish not to embrace the Alliance Party’s Notice of Motion and he appreciated it was robust and flexible in its wording and did not narrow the Council’s ability in what it needed to do. It was important to manage expectations though and not let sentiment get the better of the Council. He spoke of the level of work involved in bringing a report back and felt it was unrealistic but he did not discount the opportunity for further information and voiced his support for the original Notice of Motion.

(Councillor Johnson left the meeting – 7.55pm)

On being put to the meeting with 10 voting FOR, 20 voting AGAINST, 1 ABSTAINED and 9 ABSENT, the amendment FELL.

Members indicated agreement to the substantive motion.

RESOLVED, on the proposal of Councillor Irwin, seconded by Alderman McDowell, that the Notice of Motion be adopted. 

Termination of meeting 

The meeting terminated at 7.56pm.
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