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FLITWICK TOWN COUNCIL  
DRAFT Minutes of the Flitwick Town Council meeting held on  

Tuesday 16th June 2026 at the Rufus Centre at 7:45pm 
 
 

Present: 
Cllr J Roberts (Chairman) 
Cllr C Thompson 
Cllr H Hodges 
Cllr R Wilsmore 
Cllr I Blazeby 
Cllr M Platt 
Cllr P Earles 
Cllr L Hart 
Cllr D Toinko 
 
Also Present: 
Cllr I Adams – Central Beds Council (CBC) Ward Member 
John Tizzard – Police & Crime Commissioner (PCC) 
Janine Graham – Inspector (Beds Police) 
Stacie Lockey – Town Clerk & Chief Executive (TC) 
Stephanie Stanley – Deputy Town Clerk & RFO (DTC) 
2 members of the public 

 
 
6022. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

It was resolved to accept apologies for absence from Cllrs Snape, Parsons, Crawford, 
Harald, Patterson (work) and Bandy (holiday). 
 

6023. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

 To receive Statutory Declarations of Interests from Members in relation to: 

(a) Disclosable Pecuniary interests in any agenda item – none. 

(b) Non-Pecuniary interests in any agenda item – none. 

6024.     TOWN MAYOR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 The Town Mayor had attended the following civic engagements since the last meeting: 

• Inspection of Flitwick & Ampthill Sea Cadets Unit by the Senior Area Officer 
• Flitton & Greenfield Potato Race 
• Pride Picnic 
• Flitwick Family Fun Day 
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The Town Mayor stated that the Family Fun Day was a fantastic event, and many 
attendees had spoken to him about how great it was. He paid special thanks to the 
officers for their work, in particular the Community Services Officer who had led the event 
for the first time. The Town Mayor commented that many officers from different 
departments had given their time to help, including the Senior Finance Officer and 
Amenities Officer, who started work very early that morning. Thanks were given to the 
Public Realm Team and members.  

The Town Mayor’s raffle raised £980 for the Mayor’s charities, which was fantastic. Cllr 
Roberts thanked his wife and the Marketing Officer for their help with this. 

Special thanks were extended to the event sponsors. 

6025.     Leader Update  
 

Cllr Blazeby had met with Cllr Adams to understand how they might work more closely 
together. Cllr Adams was trying to arrange a meeting with CBC Officers regarding the 
status of the Nature Park funding.  
 
Cllr Blazeby had attended a meeting with the Town Clerk and representatives from the 
Village Hall Management Committee (VHMC) that day. The VHMC had requested this 
meeting to discuss several matters, including reinstating the barrier between the Village 
Hall and the Council car park and the VHMC's financial situation. Cllr Blazeby commented 
that some of the points raised would be discussed at a future Community Services 
meeting. 

 
 
2026. REPORTS FROM WARD MEMBERS 

Cllr Adams wished to concentrate on the CBC Local Plan and Call for Sites for this 
update, as an important phase in the process was approaching. He advised the following: 

• The Town Council had considered the scoping element last month; however, the 
process was approaching the ‘business end’ regarding what sites could go into the 
Local Plan. 

• It was an informal consultation and not part of a formal process, which had been 
done because of the area’s importance to residents.  

• He urged members, as Flitwick representatives, to play a part in getting residents 
to take part in the consultation. 

• The MP might arrange a public meeting, or the Town Council could arrange one, 
which Cllr Adams would be happy to attend. 

• Many learnings occurred with the previous inquiry relating to the Steppingley Road 
field planning application, and most importantly, once a site was included in the 
Local Plan, it made it very difficult to object to a development. Considerations need 
to be made prior to the approval of the new Local Plan. 

• The land behind Steppingley Field was listed currently (over 100 acres/42 
hectares), as well as land behind Steppingley Hospital, the farmland nearby and 
land behind the crematorium. This equated to a large amount of land on the 
outskirts of the town. 

• At a meeting he attended, Cllr Adams stated that many Houghton Regis members 
want developments on the outskirts of town, but Flitwick members did not want 
this.  

• Some infill was acceptable, but sprawling it out further was a real problem. 
• The process did not stop live planning applications, and he gave the example of 

the land behind Trafalgar Drive. Access to this development was poor, and a case 
had been made regarding it. 

• The five-year land supply situation was communicated, which caused problems. 
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• He asked the Town Council to support the encouragement of responses across 
social media. 

Cllr Blazeby shared his view that the Council would not be forgiven if they did not get 
heavily involved in this, given the strength of feeling shown for the Steppingley Road field 
site. He was interested in understanding how the local Action Group had managed to 
encourage the number of responses they had previously generated, especially from those 
who did not usually engage with Council operations. Cllr Blazeby commented that the 
Council might be interested in a collaborative response and advised that the Planning 
Improvement Working Group (PIWG) could liaise with Cllr Adams to see what was in the 
plan and what approach to take, considering defensible elements.  

Cllr Hodges, former Chairman of the PIWG, commented that the leader of the local Action 
Group had previously been in touch about the Local Plan. He stated that there were 
advantages to not being involved with the group since a collaborative response would be 
considered as one objection. Cllr Hodges said that the Council would need to be cautious 
about this route and its perception. Cllr Blazeby advised that he was thinking more about 
gaining a complete understanding of the proposals and the nature of potential objections, 
with both organisations providing strong detail.  

Cllr Adams advised that the leader of the Action Group was keen to meet with the Town 
Council and would recognise that responses would need to be separate.  

Cllr Blazeby commented that the Rufus Centre could be used as a meeting venue with a 
large room. He advised that it would be worthwhile to confirm the availability of the 
Lockyer Suite for a meeting.  

Cllr Wilsmore asked if the Action Group was ready to go with their views on the call for 
sites. Cllr Adams reported that the group had plans in place, but was a little uncertain 
about what their identity should be. Cllr Adams stated that the group were concerned 
about potential development (100 acres) behind the Steppingley Road field, but were also 
conscious of other sites across Flitwick and were willing to branch out. 

Cllr Adams talked about his role requiring him to be more pragmatic because, as a 
member, he could not fight against everything. His view was that infill was preferable to 
sprawling developments, and this would shape his stance. He knew that Flitwick had had 
enough.   

Cllr Adams left the meeting at 20:01. 
 

2027. PUBLIC OPEN SESSION 

 Sam Troy (resident) referred to the Call for Sites and commented that, to help the 
objection process be tangible, it would be beneficial for someone to produce a 
chronological document detailing developments in Flitwick over the last 10 years, 
accompanied by a map.  He added that this would show the extent of the sprawl that had 
occurred, and that using it alongside information about Section 106 (S106) funding and 
any enhancements (shortfalls) would make a more compelling case to CBC. Mr Troy said 
that having this for the meeting would give the Council something tangible to present to 
residents.  

Cllr Blazeby advised that a map of this kind could already exist within the current Local 
Plan, with details of S106 funds as a public record on the CBC website.  
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Cllr Hodges commented that it would be worth producing this from the specific view of 
Flitwick and offered to put it together. He advised about recent developments such as 
Center Parcs, Aldi supermarket and the Football Centre.  

Cllr Wilsmore commented that a lot of the S106 information had dropped off the portal.  

Mr Troy advised about CBC excuses regarding S106, but mentioned their audit, which 
would list liabilities. He would chase this as he wanted to know what was related to 
Flitwick. Mr Troy stated that he would bring the schedule to the Town Council and 
commented that normally, audited ones were published later in the year, but there would 
be some revisions.  

The Chairman commented that it would be possible to compile the suggested details. Mr 
Troy explained that if S106 funds were not spent, the infrastructure would not be in place.  

Cllr Hodges referred to the earlier discussion about infill and advised members of the 
recent situation in the High Street, where a planning application was submitted for one 
dwelling but was subsequently revised to eight dwellings. Cllr Hodges asked members to 
be mindful of what developers thought they could get away with.  

Cllr Blazeby responded that he believed the infill discussion was more about brownfill 
sites. Cllr Adams was arranging a meeting with S106 Officers so Cllr Blazeby would raise 
these points there.  

A resident commented that there was no infrastructure in Flitwick.  

2028.  INVITED SPEAKER  

John Tizzard (PCC) advised that last year, he committed to attending the Flitwick Town 
Council meeting at least once a year. He mentioned that his role was to be the voice of 
the public to the police, and he wanted to know what the public was thinking and what 
their concerns were. The PCC advised that the Town Council were closer to what was 
going on in the town, and he valued the opportunity to speak and listen.  

The PCC provided the following update: 

• There were big challenges nationally with the Government’s radical reform plan for 
policing. 

• There would be implications for Bedfordshire, some to be welcomed, which would 
provide much better value for money and consistency. 

• Beds Police were leaders with the new technology (AI). 
• The performance rating for police had improved. 
• It was likely that a merger in service would occur, which would see Bedfordshire 

not continuing as a separate entity since it was one of the smallest. 
• Some would be dependent on the upcoming elections. 
• It was an aspiration to retain good local policing. The Government proposed 

establishing local policing units within the national framework to ensure local 
accountability. 

• The PCC role was changing, but this would be dependent on the area footprint, 
and the details were yet to be put in place. Most of the functions for the PCC’s 
Office would continue. 

• The important thing was that over the next two years, until May 2028, it was 
business as usual but within a different governance framework. 

• The PCC advised that crime statistics showed a low level of crime in Flitwick; 
however, the incidents were serious for individuals.  
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• There was a good community policing scheme, and the location, being in Doolittle 
Mill, was good, as there was more police activity and access to the service locally. 

• The areas of focus were to prevent crime as a priority, and the second priority was 
to respond quickly (improvements were needed). Another priority was solving 
crime, which had improved in recent years, but there were further steps to take.  

• There was always pressure on policing in the summer months, which would be 
compounded by the World Cup. This would have a bearing on antisocial behaviour 
(ASB) and domestic violence (DV). Last time, the DV rates went up by 30% during 
the World Cup. The PCC asked men to call out other men and look out for people 
who may be victims. 

• The PCC wanted to work collaboratively and advised members that the police 
were a consultee for the planning process. 

The Chairman thanked the PCC and Inspector Graham for attending and asked members 
if there were any questions. 

Cllr Thompson commented on the perceived challenges with ASB and the relatively low 
crime rates. This was a popular topic with residents. She added that the Council were 
reviewing its youth provision, which now included outreach services and aims to 
disseminate groups, etc. Cllr Thompson asked the PCC if the police had seen any 
effective youth programmes. She talked about the automatic assumption that young 
people cause ASB, and when they do this, the police want to stop it. 

The PCC advised that anything that diverted young people from ASB and other criminal 
activity was welcomed. He mentioned that over the last 15-20 years, youth provision had 
declined, and youth clubs may not be the best route at present. The PCC said he had 
some good examples that his office could share details of, and he was happy to have that 
conversation with the Town Council. The PCC spoke about the collaboration his office 
had with the police, local authorities and others around violence exploitation partnerships. 
He mentioned that social media has changed implications. 

Cllr Blazeby spoke about residents' feedback on policing in the Annual Residents Survey 
and stated that the Council could share the related responses as an overview.  

Action: TC 

Cllr Blazeby mentioned the low crime rates were there, but the police did not 
communicate this well. Members discussed how social media comments did not help with 
perceptions, and that overt communications about how Flitwick’s crime rates compared to 
those of other towns would be helpful.  

The PCC stated that it would be fantastic to receive the survey summary. He went on to 
speak about communicating facts as a duty of the police, but also emphasised the 
importance of encouraging residents to report crime. The data suggested that many 
victims of crime were not reporting incidents; therefore, these were not included in the 
data. The PCC commented that retail crime was a good example.  

The TC reported that she had not received the crime statistics for a long time. The PCC 
said these were published, but they should be circulated.  

Members and the PCC discussed that many people posted about crime on social media 
rather than reporting it.  
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Cllr Hart thanked the police for assisting with ticketing cars that were unlawfully parked. 
Cllr Hart was informed that CBC did this via their enforcement team. Cllr Hart mentioned a 
situation that her neighbour had been in recently who had been unable to report vehicle 
interference because nothing was stolen. Inspector Graham advised that this was a crime, 
and using the online system, Cllr Hart’s neighbour should have been able to upload CCTV 
footage of the crime.  

Cllr Wilsmore talked about public perception of crime and how it was often linked to a lack 
of police visibility. He spoke about people being told not to report crime because the 
police would not act on it. Inspector Graham advised that at every meeting, group, etc., 
the police visited, they were reminded to report crime. Inspector Graham provided an 
example: a set of crime statistics listed 28 thefts from shops, which she knew was 
incorrect because Tesco alone would have more than that per month. Tesco did not 
report crimes, and neither did the Coop or Budgens.  

Inspector Graham advised members that two roads were experiencing a series of isolated 
crimes and that the police had knocked on every door to ask whether residents had seen 
anything. The police could not do this every time.  

Inspector Graham advised that there was a new platform called Aura that they were trying 
to get the shops to sign up for. Many chains had already signed up, and it was possible to 
add photos there with an easy navigation process. The police could use the information to 
cross-reference. The PCC advised that many retailers had a policy of not reporting crime 
and instead using the numbers in their business models, which was concerning. It was 
discussed that Tesco employed a Security Guard, but crime was not reported. 

The PCC stated that the Town Clerk had his contact details should members have any 
further questions. The Chairman thanked the PCC and Inspector Graham for attending. 

The PCC and Inspector Graham left the meeting at 20:37. 
 

2029. MEMBERS QUESTIONS 

 Cllr Hodges commented that, at Somerset Council, there was an agenda item on policing 
and crime statistics each month, and someone from the police often attended the 
meetings. Members again noted that policing was a significant topic in the residents' 
survey. The Chairman advised that historically, the police did attend the monthly Council 
meeting.  
 

2030. MINUTES AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF MEETINGS 

a. For Members to approve the minutes of the Town Council Meeting held, on Tuesday 19th 
May 2026, this meeting was held at the Rufus Centre. 
 
It was resolved to adopt the minutes of the Town Council Meeting held on Tuesday, 19th 
May 2026, at the Rufus Centre as a true record. 
 

b. For Members to note the draft Annual Assembly Meeting minutes held on Tuesday 28th 
April 2026, this meeting was held at the Rufus Centre. 

The draft Annual Assembly Meeting minutes held on Tuesday 28th April 2026 at the Rufus 
Centre were noted.  
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c. For Members to receive and consider the resolutions and recommendations of the Finance 
& General Purposes Committee meeting, held on Monday 18th May 2026, this meeting 
was held at the Rufus Centre.  

 
The resolutions and recommendations of the Finance & General Purposes Committee 
Meeting held on Monday 18th May 2026 at the Rufus Centre were noted.  

 
d. For Members to receive and consider the resolutions and recommendations of the 

Community Services Committee meeting, held on Tuesday 2nd June 2026, this meeting 
was held at The Rufus Centre.  
 
The resolutions and recommendations of the Community Services Committee meeting 
held on Tuesday 2nd June 2026 at the Rufus Centre were noted.  
  

2031.     MATTERS ARISING 

a. Minutes of the Town Council Meeting held on Tuesday 19th May 2026. 

No items. 

b.  Members to receive any updates from Officers. 

No items. 

2032.  OUTSIDE BODIES 

Cllr Platt had attended the Beds Association of Town & Parish Councils (BATPC) meeting 
on 27th May. Cllr Goodchild from CBC was present and had explained that he would be 
working closely with local Councils. Members had noted that highways and town centre 
regeneration were high priorities, and that grants would be available over time. The 
meeting updated members on terrorism protection ahead of a new act that will come into 
force in 2027. Members of BATPC had recommended that the National Association of 
Local Councils seek clear guidance from the Government about this in relation to Town 
and Parish Councils. The BATPC Annual General Meeting would be held on 14th October 
at the Rufus Centre, and speakers were to be confirmed. Cllr Platt would keep members 
updated on this.  
 

2033.  ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION 

a. CB/26/00948/FULL - Land to the West of the former Flitwick Leisure Centre, 
Steppingley Road, Flitwick 

Members were asked to consider a response to the above application, with a deadline the 
following day. The TC advised that the Council had been given an extension to respond.  

Cllr Hodges explained that representatives from McCarthy & Stone had attended a 
meeting with the Planning Improvement Working Group (PIWG), and notes had been 
forwarded to all members. However, no comments or questions had been received from 
members. Cllr Hodges did not think this application was contentious and recommended 
supporting it.  

Cllr Wilsmore agreed with the recommendation to support the application. Cllr Hart also 
agreed and commented that McCarthy & Stone representatives had helped ease 
concerns. Members were advised by Cllr Hart that the units would be privately sold and 
that, when sold, they would be for those in retirement.  
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Cllr Toinko had not attended the meeting with the PIWG and commented that, historically, 
the Council had concerns about McCarthy & Stone’s practices, as well as incurring fees 
from buying flats and difficulties obtaining a mortgage. He asked whether the development 
under discussion was different. Cllr Blazeby responded that if the units were sold in their 
entirety, it would be different, as the buyer would pay the fees. Members noted that this 
proposal was for independent living accommodation.  

Cllr Wilsmore advised that the management company would look after the communal 
facilities. He asked what was in place to stop somebody from buying a unit and turning it 
into a house. Cllr Wilsmore also questioned the mechanism for selling. Members who 
were present at the PIWG meeting confirmed that the units would not be sold to anyone 
under the age of 65 and that a legally enforceable deed prevented anyone from 
converting the properties into houses.  

Cllr Hodges commented on Cllr Toinko’s point about mortgages, stating that the intentions 
with this development were to secure homes for local people who were looking to 
downsize without mortgages. He added that McCarthy & Stone had delivered a good 
presentation, and although the proposals had historically been expensive for people, they 
had adapted their offer, knowing that people had got wise to this.  

Cllr Blazeby asked if the Council could take a neutral view, and the TC advised that the 
Council did not need to comment. Cllr Blazeby felt that supporting the application seemed 
very positive. 

It was resolved for the Town Clerk to respond to the application stating that the Council 
had no comments. 

Action: TC 

b.  Year End Accounts 2025-26 

i)  To note the unaudited Financial Statement 2025-26  
 
The Chairman thanked the DTC and her team for producing the document.  
 
The Chairman asked if the National Theatre Live had now invoiced the Council. The DTC 
confirmed that this had happened and payment had been made. 
 
Members noted the unaudited Financial Statement for 2025-26. 

 
ii)  To approve the Governance Statement 2025-26  
 

Cllr Thompson asked why one page was blank. The DTC advised that this page was for 
the external audit yet to be completed. She explained that once the Council had approved 
the accounts at this meeting, the paperwork was subsequently sent to the external 
auditors.  
 
It was resolved to approve the Governance Statement 2025-26. 
 

iii)  To approve the Annual Return 2025-26 
 
It was resolved to approve the Annual Return 2025-26. 
 

iv)  To consider the final interim Internal Audit Report for 2025-26 
 
Cllr Thompson commented that this was a good audit report. 
 
It was resolved to accept the final interim Internal Audit Report for 2025-26. 
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c. Capital Plan 

Cllr Blazeby commented that he could see why the two scales were introduced to 
measure the complexity and scale of proposed projects; however, he struggled with the 
ordering presented. He asked if officers could reformat the plan to include ‘Must Have’ 
projects at the top, including the ‘T-Shirt Sizing’ (large to small) within that, to see the 
actual priority order being proposed.  

Cllr Blazeby commented that cost estimates were missing for several potential projects, 
making it difficult to discuss relative priorities. He also mentioned a missing project to the 
TC prior to the meeting.  

Cllr Blazeby stated that, since the capital receipt had not yet been received, he felt it 
would be sensible to seek additional costs, re-order the document as explained, and re-
present it to members later.  

Cllr Thompson asked whether this was the full Capital Plan, rather than just ‘if’ the Council 
had the capital receipt. She was concerned about the amount for the Nature Park and 
mentioned the S106 funds. The TC commented that the S106 funding was not included 
because this portion had already been allocated. Cllr Thompson stated that it would be 
helpful to incorporate this information into the plan so that members could see it. The DTC 
commented that this would be easy to do, as the information was already included in other 
financial schedules the team produced.  

Action: TC/DTC 

d. Annual Residents Survey 
 
Cllr Blazeby advised that the Community Services Committee had considered the points 
raised in the survey at their meeting earlier in the month. He mentioned that this item is 
linked with the following discussion point about the new strategy.  
 
The following points were made: 

• There was useful feedback in the comments for the police and other bodies. 
• Elements for CBC had been sent to Cllr Adams. 
• Many points could be associated with headings in the updated strategy, and Cllr 

Blazeby recommended incorporating content into the revised version. 

The Community Team were producing recommendations for members to consider at the 
next Community Services meeting, based on survey feedback that fell under the 
community remit. Cllr Thompson did not want to delay this process but agreed that for the 
wider themes, it should be incorporated into the new strategy. 

Cllr Wilsmore raised the issue of the hedge maintenance on Dunstable Road, which 
bordered the Millennium Park, as he had been told it was CBC’s responsibility, but he was 
unsure about this. The TC commented that the Town Council had not cut this for years, 
and CBC had recently claimed not to be responsible for a verge which the Town Council 
had never maintained either. The TC stated that this should not mean that the Town 
Council needed to start doing these tasks. Cllr Wilsmore stated that no hedges, other than 
the ones at the Rufus Centre and Manor Park, were maintained, and he thought the 
Millennium Park hedge belonged to the Town Council.  

Cllr Toinko mentioned the same issue with the hedge bordering Flitwick Lower School, 
and Cllr Wilsmore advised that this was the school’s responsibility to maintain.  

Cllr Hodges commented on the vast amount of information in the survey and suggested a 
‘you said, we did’ campaign, using monthly crime statistics as an example. He added that 
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he was happy to contribute to this idea if members thought it should be done, but noted 
that many comments were not open to influence.  

Cllr Blazeby commented that some aspects of the comments would fall outside the scope 
of the strategy, but others the Council should still respond to, to demonstrate 
understanding. 

 
e.  FTC Strategy  

Cllr Blazeby reported that Cllr Snape had been working on a new draft strategy, but at 
present, the document had not been shared with others. Options were presented to 
determine which route to take in developing a new strategy, and previously, Option B was 
undertaken with assistance from an external consultant. Cllr Blazeby wanted to look at 
something different this time, to create a document that was a bit more closely aligned 
with what the Council intended to do. He commented that it would be productive to have 
headings that contain actual information about an entity that the Council intended to 
deliver. Cllr Blazeby advised that he wanted a simplified format with less jargon that 
contained aspirations. He added that Ampthill Town Council had a shorter document, and 
Biggleswade Town Council had an aspirations document.  
 
Members agreed that the current strategy was not engaging, and Cllr Blazeby suggested 
that the Council form a small Working Group to develop a preferred style and bring it back 
to the Council for discussion.  
 
Cllr Hart was pleased that options for progressing this were being looked at and 
commented that Option B was too expensive. She added that she would prefer a shorter 
document with actions. 
 
Cllr Toinko was happy to proceed with a Working Group, agreed that Option B was too 
expensive, and echoed Cllr Blazeby’s comments about the current version. He believed it 
was better to develop the new strategy in-house, incorporating tangible projects, and 
suggested using the current document as a basis.  
 
Cllr Blazeby advised that it was important to create the new strategy because it was the 
final year of the electoral term, and that not having a current strategy was not a good idea, 
as it would not provide continuity for the town’s plans for the new members elected next 
year. He mentioned the capital plans and how important it was to embed them in the 
strategy to show commitment to delivering them.  
 
Cllr Wilsmore responded that a strategy would not restrict any future Council from doing 
any projects that they wished to deliver. He mentioned that the first agenda item could be 
to stop the current strategy from progressing. Cllr Blazeby agreed but proposed that the 
agreed strategy would be in the public domain, and some projects could be well underway 
with financial commitment in place. He added that in his view, it made sense to be clear 
with residents on where the Council was committing large capital investment and why the 
members had decided what should be done.  
 
Cllr Thompson commented that there would be a period after the election during which a 
significant number of new members would be elected. She advised that officers would be 
able to continue their work if a strategy were set in advance, which would help provide 
shape and structure during the transition period.  
 
The Chairman advised that there seemed to be a consensus among members to progress 
with Option A but it was unclear about options 1, 2 or 3 as part of this decision. 
 
It was resolved to set up a Working Group comprising the Town Mayor, Leader, and 
Committee Chairmen to update the current strategy and decide on options 1, 2, or 3. 
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2034. ITEMS FOR INFORMATION 

a. Finance Reports 
 

i) Balance Sheet – noted. 
 
ii) Projects Fund – noted. 
 
 
2035. PUBLIC OPEN SESSION 

 Mr Troy (resident) referred to the strategy discussion and commented that it would be 
good for the community to understand who uses this document. He mentioned that there 
was confusion about the remits of CBC and the Town Council, citing the earlier hedge 
discussion as an example, and that this was important. He believed that, as a starting 
point, the strategy should explain responsibilities and detail what S106 funding was for. 
Mr Troy went on to discuss the capital plan and noted that the strategy needed to list 
options and costs. 

The Chairman commented that the Council were clear on their responsibilities, but there 
would always be situations, such as the current hedge debate, that were unclear.  

Both residents commented that people in the community were unclear about their 
responsibilities. Mr Troy explained that he was unclear about the strategy's user base 
and commented that the prioritised capital projects may differ when triaged against 
different personal values. He mentioned that the list of options would be the same. Mr 
Troy also stated that the Working Group had a lot of work to do to assess options and 
costs, determine how each project fitted with the agenda, and noted that the necessary 
preliminary work to lay the scope had not been done. Mr Troy stated that residents would 
be confused about capital and S106 priorities.   

Mr Troy asked for the capital reserves to be clear and for the budget to list income 
statements over four lines. He added that a lot of groundwork needed to be done 
regarding capital development. Mr Troy mentioned the issues he had with the skatepark, 
and that the £106k investment had generated only a small amount of skating concrete for 
young people. He stated that this expenditure had resulted in a provision that many 
residents were dissatisfied with.  

Mr Troy spoke about the need to be transparent about capital expenditure and noted that 
the Council did not provide an opportunity for feedback on this. He asked that the newly 
formed Working Group conduct a broader assessment of this and its responsibilities as 
part of the new strategy. Mr Troy spoke about how priorities should be itemised with 
reference to S106 contributions and whether it was the responsibility of the CBC or the 
Town Council. He added that he would broaden the document with these factors in mind 
and consider how residents would see it at all times.  

A resident asked for clarity about who was responsible for maintaining the service 
yard/transport hub area beside Tesco in Coniston Road, as it was unsightly. The TC 
confirmed that this was Tesco’s responsibility.  

The Chairman advised that the Town Council’s Public Realm Team had taken over the 
maintenance around the bus shelter in this location. The resident commented that she 
was pleased with the planting on Station Road and had noticed that the team were now 
also planting flowers on the roundabout. Cllr Blazeby advised that the Town Council had 
taken on a contract to maintain the land because CBC were not adequately maintaining 
it. Members advised that this work had been costed in line with other areas.  The resident 
commented that the area at the bottom of Station Road, now maintained by the Town 
Council, was kept lovely and tidy.  
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A resident commented that she had noticed the new marketing sign at 3 Station Road 
and suggested to members that in her view, she did not think any business would take 
this unit on as a restaurant. She thought it should be separated into individual units or be 
made into offices because there was no parking and Flitwick was not the right location for 
an upmarket, more expensive, restaurant.  

Residents left the meeting at 21:27. 

2036. EXEMPT ITEMS 

 The following resolution will be moved that is advisable in the public interest that the 
public and press are excluded whilst the following exempt item issue is discussed. 

a. Land at Steppingley Road  

Members noted the supporting paper and had an update on the land at Steppingley Road. 

 Pursuant to section 1(2) of the public bodies (Admission to Meetings) Act 1960 Council 
resolve to exclude the public and press by reason of the confidential nature of the 
business about to be transacted. 

 
 
 
 
Meeting closed at 21:42. 
 
 
 
 
 
Signed: ……………………………………………………………………………(Chairman) 
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