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CHRISTCHURCH TOWN COUNCIL 

FULL COUNCIL 

Minutes of the Meeting held on 27 September 2022 at 6.00pm Christchurch 

Library, Room 14, High Street, Christchurch, BH23 1AW 

Present:- 

Cllr A E Coulton – Mayor  

Cllr V Charrett – Deputy Mayor 

Present: Cllr Mrs S Bungey, Cllr Mrs F Cox, Cllr H Farrell-Jarvis, Cllr S 

Fotheringham, Cllr C A Gardiner, Cllr P Hilliard, Cllr G R Jarvis, Cllr 

D C Jones, Cllr T Lane, Cllr S J McCormack, Cllr G E E Polson, Cllr 

R D Luscombe and Cllr Mrs S Spittle. 

Apologies: Cllr M Cox, Cllr L Dedman, Cllr W Grace and Cllr M J Tarling.  

Officers 

Present: 

Members of the 

Public present: 

Members of the 

Press present: 

Zeynep Aktuna, Democratic Services Officer, James Atkinson, 

Project Officer and Vanessa Ricketts, Interim Town Clerk.  

 

13 

0 

 

 

 

146. Prayers 

Cllr Jones opened the proceedings with prayers. 

 

147. Declarations of Interest  

Cllr Coulton stated that she had no current connection as described in the Code of 

Conduct with any item on the agenda and advised that she would be staying in the 

chair and using her voting rights.  

Cllr McCormack declared a non-pecuniary interest in relation to minute No. 155 

(Proper Officer) and minute No. 163 (Interim Town Clerk’s hours of work) as he was 

acquainted with the Interim Town Clerk and remained present but took no part in the 

discussion or voting thereon.  
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148. Minutes of Previous Meeting 

 

Members were asked to confirm as a correct record the Minutes of the last meeting 

held on 11 July 2022 and extraordinary meetings held on 19 July 2022, 16 August 

2022 and 6 September 2022. 

 

RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on 11 July 2022 and 

extraordinary meetings held on 19 July 2022, 16 August 2022 were agreed and 

signed as an accurate record.  

 

Voting: Unanimous 

 

Proposed by: Cllr Jones 

Seconded by: Cllr Spittle 

 

RESOLVED that the minutes of 6 September 2022 be declared invalid in the 

records of Council. 

 

Voting: Unanimous 

Proposed by: Cllr Luscombe 
Seconded by: Cllr Jarvis 

 

149. Announcements 

 

The Mayor 

The full schedule of events had been circulated to each Member, a copy of which 

appears as Appendix ‘A’ to these Minutes in the signed Minute Book. 

The Mayor announced that she had attended 44 Mayoral engagements since she 

was elected as the Mayor. She stated that she had been privileged to attend some 

wonderful engagements since the last meeting of the Council including the Jubilee 

Weekend and the Mudeford Quay Beacon, the Christchurch Carnival, the launch of 

the Harbour Watch and the Mayor’s Civic Day. She also gave mention to the beautiful 

Blessings of the Waters event at the All Saints Mudeford Church and stated that it 

was very sad to see the demolition of the Church by fire.  

Cllr Jones advised Members that the Mayor of Christchurch (New Zealand) was 

retiring on 8 October 2022.  

150. Public Participation 

A member of the public made a statement regarding communication and 

consultation, a copy of which appears as Appendix ‘B’ to these Minutes in the signed 

Minute Book. He raised a concern over the Council’s lack of a statuary notice board. 
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He also pointed out the need for the Council to present their investigations regarding 

the ‘Council’s Administration Space’ by ensuring public scrutiny and debate. The 

resident also suggested the Council should encourage the provision of improved 

channels of communication and consultation with the public. 

Another member of the public made the following statement.  

I am a local resident and tax payer and as with many other residents of Christchurch 

was dismayed at being taken over in 2019 by BCP Council. However, I was 

heartened by having our own Town Council where I thought help and support would 

be in place for the residents of our town. How wrong this has shown to be. I do not 

object to paying the precept even although it has doubled in the last 3 years but 

strongly object to tax payers’ money being wasted. 

£18,000 of tax payers’ money has been spent on repeated surveys on Druitt Hall 

which have been unnecessary had the council a) worked with the tenants, DHCA b) 

not delayed and revoked decisions made more than 12 month previously.  

Councillors are elected as I understand it to represent the views of the local residents 

and safeguard the town in which they live. Sadly this does not appear to be the case 

with some CTC Councillors who seem to be adopting their own agenda. This has 

been so obvious when it comes to the future of Druitt Hall. Not for the first time, some 

councillors are determined to demolish this well used community centre for their own 

personal vanity projects.   

As landlord the council has failed to give any support, financial or otherwise to the 

hard-working voluntary group of DHCA who were given a Mayoral award in 

recognition of what they have achieved in improving and maintaining the hall only to 

have the tables turned on them by CTC revoking the promised 30 year lease. 

The council has spent considerable time and money on this subject, totally 

unnecessarily for the hall is well supported and continues to be an active self-funded 

community centre. The council should leave well alone, listen to their electors and 

focus on what does need doing in our town. I thought that was why they were elected! 

A further member of the public made the following statement. 

Some significant time and effort has been expended to date to come up with a 

statement which was reasonably balanced and had been consulted on with the Druitt 

Hall Community Association (DHCA). I personally feel this effort have been destroyed 

by putting a loaded question at the start of the consultation initiated by a councillor 

who wants to knock it down and rebuild it. 

I would strongly recommend the wording of the question is agreed with the DHCA 

before the consultation goes live and the question should be placed at the end of the 

statement which encourage more people to read the background before voting. 
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In spite of the outcome of any consultation the future of the present Druitt Hall and 
the DHCA will be thrown into significant doubt and a hard-working group of trustees 
and volunteers cast aside.  
 
The blame for this lies squarely at the feet of the current Town Council. I can only 
hope that the next Town Council elected after May next year will treat the Hall, its 
trustees and volunteers with more respect. 
 
Another resident made the following statement. 
 
As a regular user of Druitt Hall, I would to like to say what a pleasant place it is to be 

in and what an important place it is in our community. It's character fits perfectly with 

its environment, amongst the gardens and within the town centre. The Druitt family 

left an important legacy and feel it should be fully respected. 

 

151. Public Questions 

A member of the public raised the following questions: 

1. Having attended several Town Council meetings, I ask why is it that councillors 

can make erroneous statements to a question raised by a member of the public but 

that member of the public has absolutely no redress at the meetings? 

2. Why is it that only Councillors can amend the minutes of committee meetings even 

when these minutes have been recorded incorrectly?  

3. Why are public statements made at meetings listed as Elector rather than by the 

person’s name? Will the council agree to amend these unacceptable procedures? 

4. Why does CTC fail to allow more public interaction, encourage public attendance 

and at times show little respect, by some Councillors, to the public at the meetings? 

5. Will the Council give assurance that they will revoke the negative decisions made 

in relation to Druitt Hall and stick to their promise of providing a 30-year lease?  

For the first question, the Interim Town Clerk replied that the means by which 

members of the public can speak at Council meetings is set out in the Council’s 

adopted Standing Orders and states that a question shall not require a response at 

the meeting nor start a debate on the question. The chairman of the meeting may 

direct that a written or oral response be given. This is standard procedure across 

Local Government Authorities.  

For the second question, the Interim Town Clerk stated that the minutes of Council 

and its Committee meetings are a formal record of the meeting maintained by the 

Clerk. Members are not entitled to require a change to the minutes unless there is an 

obvious error. Changes to the minutes can only be agreed by the Council or 
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Committee at which those minutes were taken. This is prescribed in law under LGA 

1972 sch12 (41) and (44). 

To reply the third question, the Interim Town Clerk advised that the statues within the 

General Data Protection Regulations 2018 prevent Councils from recording the 

names of the public attending its meeting in its minutes.  

As a response to the fourth question, the Mayor expressed that she felt sorry that the 

resident felt that way as she had not noticed anything in this matter. The Mayor stated 

she would encourage members of the public to bring forward the issues on her 

attention and confirmed that she would be happy to deal with them in the way she 

sees fit. The Mayor clarified that the public interaction is up to the Chair of the meeting 

to decide whether they would ask a member of the public a question to verify 

something.  She also added that public participation had always been encouraged 

by writing in a statement or a question and that any member of the public could attend 

at any committee meetings.  

The Mayor explained that the fifth question would be considered under item 14 of this 

agenda when Members would be asked to ratify the previous decisions of the 

Council. The fifth question was then replied after item 14 and the Mayor confirmed 

that the Council would be providing the 30-year lease to Druitt Hall. 

Another member of the public asked the following questions: 

First question concerns Druitt Hall and inaccurate comments made publicly by some 

councillors about the costs claimed that the council has paid. 

When such questions are raised at a meeting the councillors concerned should reply. 

Answers given by the Town Clerk, as has happened in the past, effectively shields 

councillors from scrutiny. Misinformation does mislead the public. 

What is the reason for a councillor not giving a direct reply?  

The second question relates to the meeting attendance register of councillors. Is this 

record available yet and, if not, when will it be accessible by the public? 

The Interim Town Clerk replied, for the first question, that she agreed that Members 

should answer such questions. She stated that as Clerk, she would be happy to 

answer questions on technicality of proceedings of meetings or on law and statutes 

governing how Council operates, but stated that the Members, would in future, be 

expected to answer questions relating to their comments or decisions.  

To reply the second question, the Interim Town Clerk stated that the decision to 

publish this data was only made 3 weeks ago at the meeting on 6 September. The 

Interim Town Clerk added that, although that decision was no longer valid, the 

Council would proceed with this work as it doesn’t require a decision of Council. She 

explained that the data had been collected and reconciled to include Councillor 
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attendance at committee and Full Council meetings and informed that the next stage 

is to build this into the website in an accessible format.  

Another resident raised the following question: 

At the Full Council meeting on 6th September 2022 there was an item 9 at which a 

consultation working group made 6 recommendations. When the recommendations 

were presented at the meeting an additional seventh item was added by Councillor 

Jones and this was the wording of a future public question. Councillor Jones is not a 

member of the working group. I ask that the validity of this addition and its manner of 

introduction be investigated as a breach of standing orders and general procedures 

for a parish council. 

The Interim Town Clerk replied that as the meeting of the 6th of September 2022 had 

been declared invalid in the records of Council, no such decision regarding a survey 

on Druitt Hall now stands. 

A further member of the public raised the following questions: 

The survey relating to the Druitt Hall is of prime importance to CTC's deliberation 
about this edifice. In order, therefore, to enhance the survey's accuracy and 
consequent validity in order to inform a well-argued CTC decision: 

 
(a) what measures will be taken to avoid bias (however accidental) in the survey?  
 
(b) will each case (assuming at least six) be argued, costed, and documented, 

both pro and anti? 
 
(c) will several options be selectable - ranked according to desirability? 
 
(d) will each selected option have a box into which the maximum option cost 

evaluated by the submitter can be placed? 
 
(e) will the results additionally be presented according to a single-transferable vote 

ranking? 
 
(f) will the full anonymised data be available for review so that all interested parties 

can assure themselves of the validity of the final CTC decision? 
 

The Interim Town Clerk replied that as the meeting of the 6th of September 2022 had 

been declared invalid in the records of Council, no such decision regarding a survey 

on Druitt Hall now stands. 

 

152. Questions from Councillors 

The Mayor reported that no questions had been submitted to the Town Clerk in 

accordance with the Council’s Standing Orders. 
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153. Motions from Councillors 

 

There were no motions received from Councillors on this occasion. 

 

 

154. Verbal Reports from Partner Organisations 

 

Cllr Luscombe mentioned, on behalf of the Christchurch Harbour Association, that 

the launch of Harbour Watch was very successful. He also stated that on the follow 

up meeting, the Police and Crime Commissioner (PCC) kindly donated £1,200 from 

the PCC grant to the Harbour Watch fund and confirmed that it would be used for 

further publicity and support for the Association. 

As the representative of the Christchurch BID, Cllr Spittle stated that the BID manager 

was extremely busy and held various events including a Teddy Bear Tea Party with 

the children to celebrate the Jubilee, some musical events in the Saxon Square and 

the High Street, and Yoga in the Park at the Quomps. She also mentioned that the 

Arts by the Sea Festival had to be postponed due to national mourning but would 

take place on October 2022.  

155. Proper Officer 

 

Members were asked to agree that Vanessa Ricketts be appointed as the Proper 

Officer for any purpose in respect of which a Proper Officer is mentioned in statute. 

RESOLVED that Vanessa Ricketts be appointed as the Proper Officer for any 

purpose in respect of which a Proper Officer is mentioned in statute. 

Voting: Unanimous (Cllr McCormack did not vote) 

Proposed by: Cllr Spittle 
Seconded by: Cllr Luscombe 
 
Cllr McCormack declared a non-pecuniary interest in this item as he was acquainted 
with the Interim Town Clerk and remained present but took no part in the voting 
thereon. 

 

156. Committee Minutes 

 The Committee Minutes for the last cycle of meetings were received as follows: 

 Planning Committee, 19 July 2022 

 The Minutes of the meeting held on 19 July 2022 were received. 
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Resources Committee, 2 August 2022 

 The Minutes of the meeting held on 2 August 2022 were received. 

  

 Personnel Sub-Committee, 11 August 2022 

The Minutes of the meeting held on 11 August 2022 were received.  

  

 Personnel Sub-Committee, 12 August 2022 

The Minutes of the meeting held on 12 August 2022 were received.  

The minutes were received on block. 

Voting: Unanimous 

Proposed by: Cllr Lane 
Seconded by: Cllr Jones 
  

 Extraordinary Resources Committee, 24 August 2022 

 The Minutes of the meeting held on 24 August 2022 were received. 

The recommendation arising from the meeting of the Extraordinary Resources 

Committee held on 24 August 2022 was then considered and approved: 

Minute No. 130                             Flexible Working Policy 

Voting: Unanimous  

Proposed by Cllr Hillard 
Seconded by Cllr Luscombe 

 

157. AGAR External Audit Report and Conclusion of Audit 

A report was submitted, a copy of which had been circulated to each member a copy 

of which appears as Appendix ‘C’ and ‘D’ to these Minutes in the Minute Book.  

The AGAR External Audit Report and Conclusion of Audit was received. 

Voting: Unanimous  

Proposed by: Cllr Jones 
Seconded by: Cllr Fotheringham 
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158. Appointments to outside body- Christchurch & District Sports Council 

Members were asked to appoint two Members of the Council to Christchurch & 

District Sports Council. 

RESOLVED that the following members be appointed as the Council’s 

representatives on Christchurch & District Sports Council: 

Cllr Bungey 
Cllr Jarvis 
 
Voting: Unanimous 

Proposed by: Cllr Coulton 
Seconded by: Cllr Spittle 
 

159. Resolutions from 5 May 2021 – Minutes to be ratified 

Members were asked to consider a report from the Interim Town Clerk regarding the 

meetings of Council and its resolutions from 5 May 2021 to the present date and to 

resolve to ratify the decisions made during this time frame, a copy of which appears 

as Appendix ‘E’ to these Minutes in the Minute Book. 

Cllr Luscombe proposed a motion that the Minutes of all Council and Committee 

meetings from May 2021 to 24 August 2022 inclusive, be ratified, apart from the 

Minute unnumbered of 11 July 2022 (Full Council) regarding Druitt Hall Working 

Group and Minute 63 (Extraordinary Full Council) of 28 June 2022 and that these 

named minutes by exception be rescinded.  

He then made a statement in support of his proposal outlining the consequence of 

the proposal on Druitt Hall, a copy of which appears as Appendix ‘F’ to these Minutes 

in the signed Minute Book. 

The Interim Town Clerk outlined the reasons why the resolutions of the council 

needed to be ratified and explained that the Council failed to publish its agendas in a 

geographical location since the cessation of The Amendments to the Local 

Authorities and Police and Crime Panels (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of Local Authority 

and Police and Crime Panel Meetings) (England and Wales) Regulations 2020 in 

May 2021 and had subsequently failed to convene its meetings in accordance with 

the required procedures. As such, the Interim Town Council explained, any decisions 

made at the meetings of Council and its Committee, since May 2021 to the present 

date, could be subject to legal challenge. The Council, therefore, was advised to 

reaffirm its major decisions, a copy of which appears as Appendix ‘G’ to these 

Minutes in the signed Minute Book. 

The Interim Town Clerk clarified that if Members decide that any decisions should be 

revisited, these would become agenda items at the next full Council meeting. The 

“six month” rule on changing decisions of Council would not apply as the decisions 
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had been made at meetings which had not been convened within prescribed 

legislation. 

The Interim Town Clerk also announced that the Council now had two notice boards 

located at the Quomps and in Wick Lane car park.  

Cllr Spittle stated she would support Cllr Luscombe’s motion as she believed the 

Council had lost a lot of time on this matter. 

Cllr Jones stated he agreed to revisit some decisions but suggested that the decision 

to go out to public consultation regarding the future of the Druitt Hall was a valid case. 

In that respect, Cllr Jones proposed an amendment to the motion and proposed to 

add the following:  

“Council requests its Town Clerk, in conjunction with the Chairman of Community 

Committee and the Chairman of Resources Committee, to bring a report to the 

November meeting of Council considering the various options open to the Council 

regarding Druitt Hall”.  

On putting the amendment to the vote, the amendment was not carried.  

Voting: 5:8 (1 abstention) 

Proposed by Cllr Jones  
Seconded Cllr Jarvis  
 
RESOLVED that Minutes of all Council and Committee meetings from May 2021 

to 24 August 2022 inclusive, be ratified, apart from the Minute unnumbered of 

11 July 2022 (Full Council) regarding Druitt Hall Working Group and Minute 63 

(Extraordinary Full Council) of 28 June 2022 and that these named minutes by 

exception be rescinded. 

Voting: 8:1 (5 abstention) 

Proposed by: Cllr Luscombe 
Seconded by: Cllr Spittle  
 
Cllr Mrs Cox, Cllr Jones, and Cllr Spittle asked their votes to be recorded. (Cllr Mrs 

Cox and Cllr Spittle were in support and Cllr Jones was against). 

 

160. Planning for the Coronation 

Members were asked to appoint participants for a Task and Finish Group to 

undertake the planning in Christchurch of the Coronation of King Charles III were 

considered. 
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RESOLVED that a Task and Finish Group be appointed to undertake the 

planning in Christchurch of the Coronation of King Charles III and to comprise 

of the following members: 

Cllr Mrs Cox 
Cllr Charrett 
Cllr Coulton 
Cllr Fotheringham 
Cllr Gardiner 
Cllr Jarvis 
Cllr Spittle 

 

Voting: Unanimous 

Proposed by: Cllr Spittle 
Seconded by: Cllr Luscombe 
 

161. Play areas in Christchurch 

 

Members were advised that the play area refurbishments are put on hold until the 

next financial year.  

RESOLVED that the verbal update was noted.  

 

162. Planning Application: 8/22/0730/HOU 76 Hurn Road Christchurch BH23 

2RW 

 

Cllr Hilliard and Cllr McCormack left the meeting at 7.09 pm. 

Cllr McCormack re-joined the meeting at 7.16. 

 

Members considered the proposal for a single-story side extension.  

 

Cllr Spittle pointed out, by referring to the Dorset Heathlands Planning Framework 

2020-2025 Supplementary Planning Document, the restrictions on developments 

within the 400 metres heathland area and stated that new dwellings could not be built 

within 400 metres of heathlands. In this line, Cllr Spittle suggested that the application 

should be accepted with the condition that the extension does not create a separate 

unit from the existing property and emphasized it is important in order not to 

encourage similar applications in the future. 

 

RESOLVED that the Council raises no objection provided that the extension 

proposed does not create a separate dwelling unit due to the application being 

within 400 meters of the heathland which would be contrary to the Dorset 

https://planning.christchurchandeastdorset.gov.uk/plandisp.aspx?recno=117906
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Heathlands Planning Framework 2020-2025 (Supplementary Planning 

Document).  

 

Voting: 11:0 (3 abstentions)  

 

Proposed by Cllr Spittle 

Seconded by Cllr Luscombe 

 

163. Exempt Business 

 

RESOLVED that Members passed a resolution to exclude the press and public 

pursuant to the Public Bodies (Admissions to Meetings) Act 1960 due to the 

matter relating to the commercial affairs of businesses and the Council and 

personal information relating to personal pay conditions. 

 

Voting: Unanimous 

 

Proposed by: Cllr Fotheringham 

Seconded by: Cllr Coulton 

 

 

164. Interim Town Clerk’s hours of work  

 

Members considered a report for the Interim Town Clerk (ITC) on working hours. 

Cllr S McCormack declared a non-pecuniary interest in this item as he was 

acquainted with the Interim Town Clerk and remained present but took no part in the 

voting thereon. 

 

 

 

The meeting ended at 7.37pm  

 CHAIRMAN 

 


