ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY 9™ JULY 2025

Minutes of the meeting of the ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE held in the Council
Chamber, Council Offices, School Aycliffe Lane, Newton Aycliffe, on WEDNESDAY, 9™
JULY 2025 at 7.00pm.

PRESENT
Councillor Martin Ashcroft (Chairman) and:
Councillors: Tunde Akinsanya, Tony Armstrong, Lindsey Aston,
Jaci Beddard, Tony Beddard, Dorothy Bowman, Arun M. Chandran,
Neil Collinson, Luke Ellis, Jordan Gill, George Gray, Brian Haigh,
Phil Hawkins, Richard Hutchinson, Sandra Kirby, Jacqui McFadden,
John Moore, Carl Robinson, Kyle Robinson, Ken Robson,
Brian Sowerby, Tracey Williams, Anne Woodward and
John Woodward.

OFFICERS
Mr Dan Austin (Town Clerk)
Mr Andrew Clark (Sports Complex Manager)
Mr Steve Cooper (Works and Environment Manager)
Ms Amanda Donald (Corporate and Policy Officer)
Mr Lee Williams (Grounds Maintenance Services Co-ordinator)
Mrs Vikki Anderson (Corporate Assistant)

IN ATTENDANCE
Thirty-nine members of the public were in attendance.
Dave Edwardson, Installations (North) Team Leader, Environment
Agency
Scott Evans, Regulatory Officer, Environment Agency
lan McPherson, Customer and Engagement Officer, Environment
Agency

The Chairman welcomed those in attendance and outlined housekeeping items.

He gave an introduction and explained the structure of how the meeting would be
conducted.

He gave some background information in relation to the Environment Agency
Guest Speaker Agenda item and explained that the Town Council had strongly
opposed the original planning application in 2021 for a thermal treatment facility
for clinical and hazardous waste on the edge of Newton Aycliffe, engaging
planning consultants to represent the Council and community at the Planning
Committee Meeting at Durham County Council.

Many residents, including representatives from the Heighington Lane Incineration
Plant Information Group, also made representations at the Planning Meeting in
opposition to the planning application.

The planning application was subsequently rejected by Durham County Council.

However, Fornax appealed this decision, and the appeal was upheld by an
independent Planning Inspector, following a public Planning Appeal, which heard
numerous representations from local councillors, businesses and residents,
including expert witnesses, and a planning consultant acting on behalf of Great
Aycliffe Town Council, to continue to oppose the planning permission.
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17.

18.

19.

20.

Planning permission was granted in December 2021.

The consultation currently being undertaken by the Environment Agency is in
relation to the granting of an Environmental Permit to Fornax, for the operation of
the facility.

The Town Council considered its response to the consultation at a meeting of the
Environment Committee on 28" May and unanimously agreed to continue in its
opposition to the siting of the facility in Newton Aycliffe.

A response has already been sent to the Environment Agency, we have sought
the assistance of Alan Strickland MP, contacted a technical consultancy
company for advice, and also written to the Director of Public Health for County
Durham.

All of the many questions submitted by Councillors and the public have been
forwarded to the Environment Agency. They have all received consideration and
have been formally logged as part of the consultation process.

A list of all the questions submitted has been produced and provided for this
meeting, along with a note assigning each question a broad category, which will
be covered during the Environment Agency presentation to follow.

The Chairman outlined the procedure for the meeting and reminded those in
attendance that this a formal Council meeting with a set agenda.

He explained that as Chairman, he held responsibility of the conduct of the
meeting, working alongside the Town Clerk. He thanked everyone in advance,
for treating the guests from the Environment Agency with due respect.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Andy Hill and Michael
Stead.

MEMBERS’ DISPENSATIONS

No applications for dispensations had been received.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

No declarations of interest had been received.

GUEST SPEAKER — ENVIRONMENT AGENCY

A representative from the Environment Agency delivered a presentation
regarding the application for an Environmental Permit which Fornax has made, to
run a thermal treatment facility to incinerate clinical and hazardous waste in
Newton Aycliffe.

The Installations (North)Team Leader explained the Environment Agency’s role
and responsibilities in regulating waste incinerators, their approach to the
permitting process and consulting with the community and others and sought to
answer as many of the pre-notified questions from councillors and members of
the public as possible.

A copy of the presentation slides are appended to these minutes and a summary
of the key points is provided in these minutes.
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A copy of all questions received by the Environment Agency from councillors and
members of the public in attendance at the meeting with a foreword explaining
the Environment Agency’s approach to dealing with the questions is also
appended to these minutes.

Introduction and the Environment Agency Role as Regulator

It was explained that it is important to the Environment Agency as a public body,
to ensure that the public can ask questions and that those who have an interest,
understand the consultation process. All public and councillor questions
submitted this evening have been read carefully and a large number of the
themes raised in the questions will be answered throughout the presentation.
There will no doubt be supplementary questions, which can be answered
afterwards. He acknowledged the very strong feeling within the community
regarding the proposal of the incinerator. The questions have all been sent to the
Environment Agency permitting team and will be formally considered as part of
the consultation. The Environment Agency assessment process has not yet
started. The application has been received and made it to ‘duly made status’ in
early January. It is now in a queue, waiting to be looked at and should be started
to be assessed in the next couple of weeks. The Environment Agency are
independent and get paid a fee which is to assess the application. It was clarified
that this not a fee to ‘buy’ the permit, rather it funds the work to carry out the
assessment over the coming months.

Waste Management Roles and Responsibilities

The role of the Environment Agency as regulator was explained, along with the
roles and responsibilities of the government, local authorities, industry and the
public.

Planning vs Permitting

A question that had been asked prior to the meeting was addressed; ‘are
conditions of permit aligned with planning permission?’ It was explained that
these are two separate regimes. It is usually recommended that the applications
are twin tracked with planning permission alongside the permit, but in this
instance that hasn’t happened. The permit assessment is very much driven by
the legislation. Waste management is a growing issue that we must tackle as a
country. Planning permission is based around the suitability of the application
regarding land use. In terms of overlap, the environmental impacts are
considered in a much broader sense in the planning application as opposed to
the environmental permit application which focuses more on the actual
installation, ensuring legal requirements are met and that best available
techniques are used to prevent, and where that is not possible, minimise the
pollution from the activities and so ensure there is no significant impacts to the
environment and human health.

Environmental Permitting Regulations and Site-Based Activities

The Environment Agency cover a wide range of sectors and have specialist
teams looking at each of those industrial sectors. The lead permitting officer
works with different teams including the air quality, modelling and assessment
unit, ground water and contaminated land team etc. It is a broad range of
technical specialists that are involved and there are other regulatory
requirements and legislation including storage, transporting and handling of
waste that the applicant will need to meet.



The Aim of the Permit

The permit is about preventing and where not possible, minimising pollution to
ensure there is no significant harm to the environment i.e. that no legal standards
are going to be breached and the health risk assessment undertaken is robust
and demonstrates that there won’t be any significant harm to human health. Only
then, can the Environment Agency issue the permit.

Environmental Permitting Process

There is a requirement that the operator uses ‘Best Available Techniques’ (BAT)
to ensure their proposal meets the expected standards. This includes
requirements around systems, procedures, monitoring, equipment etc. In
addition, there is an air quality modelling assessment to assess the air quality
and legal emission standards conditioned within the permit i.e. the maximum an
operator would be allowed; typically, emissions are much lower than the
maximum that they are allowed. Those models are robust and have been
validated by real-time monitoring. Other aspects assessed are operating
techniques, including an odour management plan which has been an issue
recently in Newton Aycliffe and colleagues are coming to Great Aycliffe Town
Council in September, regarding controlling odour nuisance from other facilities
on the town. This will be a key focus for the application assessment. Particulates
and dioxins have featured in a number of the questions asked and will be
thoroughly assessed within this assessment and a previous study showed
contributions to total emissions from UK incinerators from particulates is much
less than 1%, compared with transport which is around 20%.

If the permit assessment is undertaken and it does not meet the current legal
requirements, including looking at any relevant convictions of the applicants or it
was felt that the management systems the operator provides are inadequate, the
Environment Agency would not be able to then satisfy themselves that the
applicant would meet the standards required. They have a legal duty to protect
the environment and human health, but also legal duties to support economic
growth. The permitting process will take many months, with an estimated six
months for this application, and dependant on the quality of the information
supplied, possibly considerably longer.

Consultation During Permitting

The Customer and Engagement Officer highlighted that there is an ‘enhanced’
consultation process for this application as it is classified as a ‘site of high public
interest’ (SHPI). There will be a comprehensive consultation exercise with
partner organisations such as Durham County Council Environmental Health and
Director of Public Health, the UK Health Security Agency, Food Standards
Agency, Health and Safety Executive and Natural England as well as a
comprehensive consultation with the local community.



Consultation for Site of High Public Interest

This is a two-stage process, currently at the 6-week consultation process for high
public interest sites. The deadline for this particular application has been
extended to the 18™ July so is now a 9-week consultation. The Environment
Agency are legally bound to consult on such applications, but the methods used
are discretionary. These decisions are made locally but with advice from the
permit services and specialists in the Environment Agency’s national teams.
Local MPs and local authorities have been consulted, with briefing notes sent to
both Durham County Council and Darlington Borough Council as the site is on
the boundary, plus Great Aycliffe Town Council and Heighington Parish Council
and the local Heighington protest group. To date, 2,000 responses have been
received for the consultation on the permit application, which shows the message
has got out there. Comments on broader issues submitted under the planning
application cannot be taken into account; only factors that are relevant to the
environmental permitting regulations.

Comments Particularly Welcomed From The Local Community

The Environment Agency do not always know the local area to the site, so local
people can inform them about the local population and sensitive sites, as well as
pointing out anything that is factually incorrect within the application. It was
clarified that the Environment Agency do not expect the public to carry out their
own technical assessment of the proposal.

Environment Agency Cannot Take Comments On

The Environment Agency cannot take comments on whether incineration is the
right solution, visual impacts, vehicle pollution, planning matters or strength of
public opinion. They have received applications across the country and receive
the same level of opposition but cannot judge this as part of the consultation
process.

How Compliance With Permits is Checked

The Regulatory Officer highlighted that audits and inspections are undertaken
regularly and can be announced or unannounced. Monitoring reports are
submitted from the incinerator operator on a quarterly basis. Results are then
detailed in a compliance assessment report with results assessed against the
limits and standards set out in the permit. These are accessible to the public.
Audits can cover emissions, management systems, and there are many different
types of monitoring. If there is an issue of non-compliance, the operator must
advise the Environment Agency within 24 hours and if they do not there are
consequences. The Environment Agency then investigate the breach and
ensures that the operator implements measures to prevent a reoccurrence.

Compliance and Enforcement Approach

This is a risk-based consideration, in the form of advice and guidance for low
level instances scaled up to enforcement for serious issues, including warning,
formal cautions, and prosecution. These are all listed on a public register online.



Summary

The Installations (North) Team Leader summarised the presentation by
highlighting that the permit would only be approved following a comprehensive
assessment process including air quality modelling and assessment of the
implementation of best available techniques. A permit will only be issued if the
proposal can be confirmed not to have a significant impact on the environment or
human health. If the Environment Agency are minded to issue a permit, a further
consultation will be undertaken. The Environment Agency also has a robust audit
and inspection approach in place looking thoroughly at the monitoring data, how
that is provided, and the day-to-day activity.

Questions from Members

The Chairman reminded members that those councillors who had submitted
questions in advance would be given the priority to ask questions.

Councillor Tony Beddard asked about follow-up consultation meetings, given that
lots of questions have been raised but detailed responses have not been given
by the Environment Agency. He asked how it added value if feedback to specific
questions is not detailed and if there are to be other public meetings?

The Environment Agency representative explained that the consultation is
undertaken in such a way that representatives cannot provide written answers to
individual questions from consultees, they can only speak in general terms
regarding their regulatory role and there is a need to be fair to everybody in
having the same information.

Public consultation meetings were previously arranged but were cancelled due to
concerns that the meetings could not be held to enable a positive and meaningful
outcome and with the numbers of people who could potentially attend the safety
and staff welfare concerns were also a consideration. It is understood that there
is a lot of criticism in the local community for that.

The written consultation has received just shy of 2,000 responses so far which is
a decent response. Those responses, plus all questions from this evening will be
passed to the permitting team and taken into account in the permit decision.

If the Environment Agency were minded to issue a permit, there would be a
second consultation stage to consult upon, including the decision document itself
that sets out the reasoning for that ‘minded to’ decision.

Councillor Tony Beddard asked in what format the consultation would be.

The Environment Agency advised that the format for this consultation is still to be
decided but would unlikely be a public meeting at this stage, as people are
generally still very opposed to the development, and experience elsewhere has
shown it would therefore not be a positive and meaningful meeting.

Councillor Tony Beddard referenced the process regarding regulations, which
are always changing, for example the World Health Organisation (WHO)
regulations regarding 1-micron particulates emitted through incinerators and
asked how the Environment Agency would balance the permitting process with
WHO regulations and current EU regulations.



The Environment Agency advised that their particular concern is with the air
monitoring requirements and includes all particulates sizes and their health
impacts. These will be looked at very closely by qualified professionals. It is
recognised that standards do change over time and permits are reviewed within
the regulatory framework. Regular planned reviews are held to ensure standards,
set within legislation are complied with.

Councillor Tony Beddard queried that it would therefore not only be limited to
regulatory levels, but the Environment Agency will also be taking other health
advice, which currently isn’t regulated?

It was confirmed that the Environment Agency would be taking advice from their
consultees.

Councillor Tony Beddard asked if consultees would be made available as a
transparent list.

The Environment Agency advised that they are listed within the presentation,
which will be circulated with the meeting minutes.

Councillor Phil Hawkins asked, if the permit is granted, what processes could the
Heighington Group take in response to the permit being approved and what
recourses would be available to them.

The Environment Agency could not advise on this, as it would be a matter
between the parties who may wish to pursue legal action, but it is not within the
Environment Agency remit to advise on how to challenge a permit decision.
Their role is to consult.

Councillor Ken Robson asked if Fornax are refused the permit, what recourse
they would have and would the Environment Agency advise Fornax on what is
required for them to comply?

It was advised that when the Environment Agency make a regulatory decision,
there is a right of appeal to the Planning Inspectorate and there are also legal
avenues for Fornax to pursue, if they feel the assessment was unreasonable, to
challenge it.

Councillor Ken Robson asked if protest groups can go to Secretary of State if the
permit is granted.

The Environment Agency advised that this is not within their remit.

Councillor Arun M Chandran highlighted that the Environment Agency had
advised that they cannot prevent all pollution from the site and asked what the
speed of intervention is if a breach occurs and if the results from the completed
audits are made public.

The Environment Agency do consider the prevention of pollution, but added that
many daily tasks impact the environment and do cause some pollution i.e. driving
cars.



21,

It is a requirement for the operator to have continuous self-monitoring in place
with independent third-party assurance (MCERTS) to ensure they comply with
expected standards and show credible results. Systems are fitted with alarms to
allow a quick understanding of the controls in place and if there are any faults in
the controls. The operator has a legal obligation to notify the Environment
Agency within 24 hours if there has been a breach, who will then assess the
severity of the breach. Typically for incinerators within 4 hours the issue should
be rectified, after that it would be expected that the operation stops, and the
Environment Agency has enforcement rights to sanction as an overarching policy
i.e. what is the remedial action is required to bring the site back to standard. The
Environment Agency is duty bound and conduct a staged approach to the
enforcement approach, potentially suspending permits or revoking them, which
does not happen often as there is often huge investment and safeguards in place
by the operator.

Monitoring reports are provided to the Environment Agency on a 3-monthly
basis, kept on a public register together with an annual pollution inventory of
emissions and are publicly available.

Councillor Tony Armstrong commented that the presentation did not discuss any
historical issues and asked if similar incinerators within the country had a good or
bad record and if the proposed incinerator is a new, modern incinerator.

The Environment Agency confirmed that the incinerator will be assessed to
ensure it is equipped with the latest technology (Best Available Techniques), but
they hadn’t looked at the application in detail to know more, but typically all
information is publicly available. Incinerators now, are not what they were like 20
to 30 years ago and there is no other incinerator dealing with these waste types
or of this design in the North East.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS
The Chairman then opened the meeting up to public questions.

A member of the public asked a question about the problem of odour at the local
landfill site and whether odour is a consideration in the incinerator permit
process.

The Environment Agency is aware of public concerns and complaints regarding
the odour from the landfill site on the town. Aside from technical assessment, the
operating procedure for the incinerator will also be looked at. Comparing the two
developments, the incinerator waste is managed in a contained way and is a
continuous process that can be shut down. Whilst the representatives
understand the scepticism on the regulatory framework, it is different for each.

A member of the public commented that the documents in the public domain are
at a technical level, and the human risk assessment does not for example make
clear if it takes account of the daily tolerable intake from a children’s perspective,
some would be over what would be expected.

The Environment Agency advised they have not looked at the application yet to
make any technical assessment and will gather responses from health
professionals and take all of those into account when the assessment is made. If
the permit was granted, that would mean that the Environment Agency would be
satisfied that the levels were acceptable. All justification for decisions would be
set out within a decision document.



A member of the public commented that ‘heavy metal organic compounds’ didn’t
have same level of depth that others had and asked if a fully rounded review of
the risk assessment would be undertaken?

The Environment Agency confirmed that all pollutants including dioxins and
particulates that had been raised in questions will be looked at thoroughly and
consultation with health partners is significant in the assessment.

A member of the public asked if the food chain, livestock, small holdings etc
would all be considered within the assessment?

The Environment Agency agreed that it is very technical, a national team work
on the air quality and modelling will look at dispersion, a range of weather, worst
case scenarios, how far pollution could travel and what land it could travel to.

A member of the public asked if the Environment Agency would be doing the
modelling?

The Environment Agency advised that the modelling information that will be
assessed will be a validation of the operator meeting the expected standards,
looking at all the data. Accepted models are validated by real-life monitoring so
tried and tested, but not what the Environment Agency itself produces for the
application; they assess against the requirements. The Environment Agency
does have a responsibility for monitoring the air quality on behalf of Defra,
monitoring their stations across the country, so it is a large data set which the
assessment unit will be checking.

A member of the public commented that they had attended the appeal where it
was stated that there are ‘two other hazardous waste incinerators in the country’
and asked if the Environment Agency could consult with the local health
agencies in those areas and if they could access medical information to assess
any changes or increases in childhood asthma, cluster ailments, public health
etc.

The Environment Agency explained that part of their consultation will be with the
UK Health Security Agency who will have this information available to them.
However the Environment Agency are not required to undertake those checks,
nor do they have the powers to do them, but through consultation with the
medical professionals, this is how they gather this information.

The representative had spoken with a national colleague that day and there are

around ten incinerators across the country at the moment with other applications
in the process of being considered. The existing sites vary significantly, so some
may purely do chemical waste for example.

A member of the public asked if the Environment Agency representatives have
the medical expertise and if they can understand the medical expert information.
The Environment Agency representatives said that the answer is no, they are not
medically qualified, but they consult with those professionals who are qualified
and the permit controls do expect the controller to work to those standards and
process controls. Emission levels have been informed by consideration from
incinerator waste regulations.

A member of the public asked if this new technology is what Fornax is using.
The Environment Agency representative could not confirm this as they had not
looked at the application yet.



A member of the public stated that ‘the best incineration is no incineration’
regarding the contribution to net zero, that it is extremely dangerous to public
health and there are major concerns regarding heavy metals, arsenic, mercury.
There is also a nursery next door to the site, a young people’s centre nearby etc.

The Environment Agency clarified that this meeting is not the consultation in
itself rather it is to explain the process. People need to submit comments in

writing and representatives were in attendance at the meeting to answer as

many questions as possible, but there was a need to be reasonable in what
could be responded to.

A member of the public introduced himself as representing a local business with
350 employees within metres of the proposed site. As a result the company has
commissioned a peer review of the air quality assessment. The Environment
Agency assess the operators, and the company will include their statistical data
showing technical flaws, aged data and changes in circumstances. He asked
how the Environment Agency will assess what is provided?

The Environment Agency clarified that they would look at all the consultation
responses received and take them into consideration. Any evidence identifying
incorrect information or flaws within the operator’s application, would be
welcomed to ensure that they are making a decision based on all the information
available.

A member of the public questioned the procedure on the permitting process, the
public submitting complaints and objections in a comment’s consultation cannot
address any issues. They asked if the operator will be able to mitigate or modify
any issue that the Environment Agency relay to them during the process.

The Environment Agency representative was unsure about modifying as they
would then change the plan, but it is not untypical for the applicant to be
requested to provide further information.

A member of the public asked if that was fair to the public and the Environment
Agency clarified that their decision documentation would set out the details of
any corrections made.

A member of the public asked about the planning application and operations of
the incinerator, as the permit application also includes ‘clinical waste transfer’
operation which is out of scope of the original planning application, so asked
what controls are in place.

The Environment Agency explained that these are two separate applications, but
if there are issues regarding the operator not meeting the planning conditions
then that is a matter for the planning authority to consult with them on, for
example if the height of the stack is adequate. It is a matter for the operator to
build the facility within the requirements of the planning approval.

10



22,

23.

A local Councillor of Darlington Borough Council and Heighington Parish Council
expressed concerns that in dealing with many planning applications over the
years, none had created as much stress and anxiety for the public as this
application has done, with the fear of the unknown risks and what is actually
coming out of that chimney. He outlined various health concerns such as an
increase in infant mortality and deformity rates, and that physicians had written
papers on air quality and the dangers, Chris Whitty has recently said that 30,000
people die in the UK each year due to air pollution. There is a fear of the operator
self-monitoring and the public need peace of mind. Water companies are under
the same legal obligations, and these have not worked elsewhere. He asked if
the Environment Agency will add a control that all monitoring data is shown in
real time and monitored by the Environment Agency.

It was advised that the Environment Agency closely monitors through its
regulation work and this could include spot sampling, audits and inspections.
The regulatory framework does not require real time monitoring by the
Environment Agency, but they do have legal powers to request information and
can instigate these, and the operator is legally obliged to supply data.

Councillor Arun M Chandran thanked the chairman, officers, police officers and
Environment Agency representatives for attending the meeting and thanked the
public for being polite.

MINUTES

It was proposed by Councillor Arun M Chandran, seconded by Councillor
Lindsey Aston and:

RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meeting of the Environment
Committee, held on 28" May 2025, be confirmed as a
correct record and signed by the Chairman.

ALLOTMENTS REPORT

Members considered an update report from the Grounds Maintenance Services
Co-ordinator on issues relating to the allotments for the six weeks ended the 29t
June 2025.

It was proposed by Councillor Arun M Chandran, seconded by Councillor Ken
Robson and:

RESOLVED - that it be recommended that the report be received.
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25.

26.

ENVIRONMENT REPORT

Members considered an update report from the Works and Environment
Manager on items relating to the environment for the six weeks ending the 29t
June 2025.

It was proposed by Councillor Martin Ashcroft, seconded by Councillor Carl
Robinson and:

RESOLVED - that it be recommended that:

i)  The report be received.

i)  The deadline for the garden and allotments competition be
extended, with winners to be announced at the September
meeting.

iii)  The proposed improvements to the footpath in Woodham Burn
be completed as per paragraphs 5.6 and 5.7 but that a barrier
is not installed at this time.

CEMETERIES REPORT

Members considered an update report from the Grounds Maintenance Services
Co-ordinator on items relating to the cemeteries for the six weeks ended the 29"
June 2025.

It was proposed by Councillor Ken Robson, seconded by Councillor Lindsey Aston
and:

RESOLVED - that it be recommended that the report be received.
WORKS AND ENVIRONMENT PLAN FOR 2025/26
Members considered the 2025/26 Works and Environment Service Plan.

Councillor Martin Ashcroft requested that page numbers be included on future
reports and this was noted.

It was proposed by Councillor Arun M Chandran, seconded by Councillor Carl
Robinson and:

RESOLVED - that it be recommended that:

i)  The report be received.
i)  The 2025/26 Works and Environment Service Plan be approved.
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27.

28.

CREATION OF A NEW WILDFLOWER MEADOW AT HORNDALE PARKIN
PARTNERSHIP WITH LIVIN

Members considered a report from the Works and Environment Manager
requesting the consideration of the Council for the establishment of a new
wildflower meadow at Horndale Park; funded by Livin.

It was proposed by Councillor Arun M Chandran, seconded by Councillor Ken

Robson and:

i)

RESOLVED - that it be recommended that:

The report be received.

Officers should proceed with developing a wildflower meadow in the
Horndale area, in partnership with Livin, subject to securing the
necessary funding for both the establishment of and the ongoing
maintenance of the meadow.

The preferred meadow type be a more aesthetically pleasing seed
mix rather than a more traditional meadow.

REPLACEMENT RIDE ON MOWER

Members considered a report from the Grounds Maintenance Services
Coordinator requesting consideration of options for the replacement of the Toro
LT3340 Ride-on Triple Mower within the Works Department.

It was proposed by Councillor Arun M Chandran, seconded by Councillor Phil

Hawkins and:

RESOLVED - that it be recommended that:

The report be received.

The officers’ preferred option to purchase the ex-demo Toro
LT-F3000 at a cost of £49,750 (or the new LT-F3000 at
£51,820 if the demo model has sold) be approved.

An additional capital budget sum of £6,750 (or £8,820 if the
demo vehicle has sold) be referred to the Policy and
Resources Committee for approval.

Chairman
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