
      et again labour councillors and officers have demonstrated
      what they really think about local democracy. They appear
to care little about our views, pay lip service to it and manipulate
the system to suit their own ends. The way my village green
application has been dealt with is just the latest in a long line
of examples of how this labour council interprets in open and
transparent local democracy.

A committee of just 5 labour councillors drew a veil of secrecy over a debate on the application
to protect the borough's seafront for future generations before throwing it out. The public and
press were excluded from the meeting after Cllr. Paul Waggott, chairman of the common land,
town and village greens committee, said there would be "frank legal discussion" and said that
this outweighed the public interest in the meeting.

Council solicitor Nicole Johnson outlined the council's position beforehand, saying councillors
must act independently, despite the land in question – Bents Park, South Marine Park and
North Marine Park – being owned by the authority. Councillors on the committee were allowed
t o  a s k  q u e s t i o n s ,  w h i c h  w e r e  a n s w e r e d  b y  c o u n c i l  s o l i c i t o r s .
Cllr. McCabe asked whether the consequences of accepting the application would affect the
council's aspirations for the seafront. Solicitor Mike Harding said the issue shouldn't be
cons idered a t  that  s tage –  yet  out l ined the e ffec ts  i t  would  have.
After the question-and-answer session, (the public were banned from taking part) we were
asked to leave. Discussions continued in secrecy behind closed doors. The committee then
rejected the application on the grounds the wording was incorrect, making it defective.

I felt that the meeting was deliberately designed to crush any opposition to their pre-
determined plans for the area and I honestly believe that they've got big plans to sell-off/develop
our seafront, this application would just get in their way. Surely such an important decision
should not have been taken behind closed doors, with no public discussion, by just a handful
of labour ‘stooges’, but then that would have been real democracy and I’m afraid this lot seem
not to have a very good track record in that area!

After the meeting you may have seen comments made by Cllr Jim Sewell in the Gazette,
he said, "The application would have sterilised the land and created legal uncertainty as to
what the council could do on the land”, strange comments from someone not even on the
committee. I suppose it’s a bit like the questions asked by councillors, they appeared to have
been pre written probably by officers and had to be read off a card. As for his comments, I
suspect he already knows what they’re going to do with the land and this application would
have torpedoed your plans. Well here’s some news for you and your labour cohorts … you
haven’t heard the last of this!


