PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS
ORDINARY BOARD MEETING
29th March 2017
AGENDA - OPEN PUBLIC SESSION

1. Welcome, Apologies and Declarations
2. Minutes for Adoption:
2.1 Consideration of the Minute of the meeting of 8" March 2017
3. Matters Arising:
3.1 Matters arising from the Minute of 8" March 2017
3.1.1. Response from Dol re Village Highway
3.1.2 Dog Byelaws - summary of responses
3.1.3 Budget Sub-Committee Terms of Reference
4, Motions:
5. Finance:
5.1 List of Invoices for approval
6. Special Projects:
6.1 Memorial Benches - to be attached
7. Public Correspondence:
7.1 Arts Council funding
7.2 Email from a Ratepayer re recycling waste
7.3 Email from Port Erin Commissioners re refuse vehicle
7.4 Email from RNLI re street collection

7.5 Email correspondence from DEFA re DNA Testing of Dogs - Proposed
Amendment to the Dogs (Amendment) Bill

7.6 Correspondence from Resident re Rates
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7.7 Correspondence from Resident re wild flowers

7.8 Correspondence from Resident re Loch Road

7.9 Email from Cabinet Office re Freedom of Information training
8. Consultations

8.1 Freedom of Information Schedule 1 Consultation

8.2 Consultation on the proposed changes to legislation relating to Estate
Agents and Property Agents

9. Planning Matters:

9.1 Planning Applications
9.2 Planning Approvals

9.2.1 PA17/00021/B Mr Andrew Bennett. This Vane, Truggan Road, Port
St Mary. Erection of double garage with sun room over and extension of
residential curtilage to include land forming part of adjacent property
Kionslieu

9.3 Planning Amendments

9.3.1 PA17/00181/B Mrs Gillian Stephens, 3 Creggan, Port St Mary.
Amend position of flue.

9.3.2 PA16/01360/B Mr C Worsfold. Cliftonville Cottage, Fistard, Port St
Mary. Amended to increase depth of proposed garage.

10. Policy and Resources
11. Invitations

11.1 Invitation to International Barbirolli Festival at Erin Arts Centre on
Saturday 1t April

12.  Any other business of an urgent nature (by permission of the Chairman)
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Sent: 09 March 2017 16:03
To: Alastair Hamilton
Subject: RE: PSM Village Highways

Good Afternoon Alastair,
Thank you for your email, please find below a response from our constructions manager:

Lime Street and High Street are not currently on our programme of works for intervention
and are not assessed as requiring major works.

Bay View Road is in the programme but is an extensive reconstruction scheme (Baptist
Church to Athol Place) which will require a business case to Treasury to obtain funding but
this has not yet been submitted. The work is in the programme for 2018 but is obviously
subject to Treasury approvals. Alistair and the board are correct that a major cause of the
problem is the failure of the IRIS trench.

We will continue to respond to defects in the usual manner.
Traffic Technician & Customer Services Supervisor

Highway Services
Department of Infrastructure
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Summary of Responses on the Consultation on
the Proposed Dog Byelaws for Port St Mary

Consultation:

The consultation was opened on 30 January and ran for five weeks.
Respondents were invited to reply to the following four questions:

1. In which Local Authority area do you live?

2. Do you believe that the Dog Byelaws are fit for purpose?

3. Are there areas where you believe that dogs should be allowed greater
access?

4. Are there areas where you believe that dogs should be allowed less
access?

A total of 48 responses were received. Responses were accepted via:

e Survey Monkey .com which received 21 responses:

e On paper- 22 responses

¢ Email- an open field email response was available for respondents to enter
freehand any issues that they wished to air.

Of the 43 structured responses received the following outcomes can be reported:

1. In which Local Authority area do you live?
39 respondents lived within Port St Mary, 3 lived elsewhere on the island
and one lived elsewhere:

2. Do you believe that the Dog Byelaws are fit for purpose?
15 respondents believed that the byelaws were fit for purpose, 27 did not
and a further 3 were unsure. There was evidence supporting respondents
citing the lack of implementation as a reason why they were not fit for
purpose:

3. Are there areas where you believe that dogs should be allowed greater
access?
12 respondents believed that there were areas where dogs could have
greater access. Of those 12, 7 highlighted Chapel Beach as the area
where there could be more access. 1 respondent believed that Gansey
Point had potential to allow greater access.
31 people did not believe that there were areas where dogs could have
greater access.

4. Are there areas where you believe that dogs should be allowed less
access?
19 people believed that there were areas where dogs should have less
access. 11 of them picked out Chapel Beach as an area for greater
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restrictions. 3 identified the golf course and Gansey Point and a further 2
respondents identified Kallow Point as requiring greater control.

Other points raised and submissions received:

e Independent responses were received from both the Golf Course (who
requested a technical correction) and the Beach Mission (who were largely
satisfied with the status quo:.

e Three respondents identified the need for a dog warden.

e Signage of the Byelaw at Chapel Beach was highlighted as requiring
improvement.

¢ One respondent who is a wheelchair user highlighted the particular
problems associated with having a wheelchair fouled by dog faeces:

o Kallow Point was mentioned as an area of remembrance which is being
soured by dog fouling.
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Item 3.1.3
Port St Mary Commissioners
Finance Sub Committee

Terms of Reference

1. Name:
The name of the Committee shall be the Port St Mary Commissioners
Finance Sub Committee

2. Terms of Reference:
The function of the Committee is to provide greater strategic oversight
into the financial planning of Port St Mary Commissioners.

3. Role of the Committee:

The sub group is not an executive body, but can act in an advisory
capacity making recommendations to the Port St Mary Commissioners
Board. Its role is:

a. To examine the quarterly, peer-reviewed, management
accounting information produced by staff and verified by the
Board’s accountants:

b. To make recommendations of funding of capital and large
maintenance projects:

c. To consider the report of the Boards financial and internal
auditors and recommend arising actions:

d. To provide direction to the compilation of the Annual Budget.

4. Membership of the Committee:
Membership of the Committee is open to any elected member of Port St
Mary Commissioners

5. Chairperson and Secretary:
The Committee shall elect a Chairman in line with the Standing Orders.
The Secretary of the Committee shall be the Clerk to the Board.

6. Quorum:
No quorum is required for the Committee to meet. The Clerk and
Finance Officer are required to be in attendance.

7. Frequency of Meetings:

The Committee shall meet every two months during normal working
hours. The dates of meetings will be at the discretion of the Chairman
of the Committee. Additional meetings of the committee shall be called
by the Chairperson as required by the volume of arising business.

8. Amendments to the Terms of Reference:
Terms of Reference can be amended by a decision of the Board of Port
St Mary Commissioners
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9. Procedure for Meetings:
The Standing Orders of Port St Mary Commissioners shall apply to all
meetings.

10 Review:
The work of the Committee shall be reviewed by the Board on an

annual basis.

Agreed by the Board of Port St Mary Commissioners

Chairman

Date:
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Item 5.1

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS

INVOICES TO BE PAID IN MARCH 2017

Inv # Date Supplier Description I House] Category Total Net J VAT Total Cost
Housing Expenses
1 03/03/2017|Abbey Propert Inspection & report 11A SMA|Repairs £30.00 £6.00 £36.00
2 08/03/2017|Abbey Property Inspection & report 18 BB |Repairs £30.00 £6.00 £36.00
3 09/03/2017|City Heating Spares Boiler 8 SMA__|Repairs £2,183.49 £436.70 £2,620.19
4 06/02/2017|J Qualtrough I-S-:J—gglies Housing |Repairs £63.55 £12.71 £76.26
5 27/02/2017|3 Qualtrough Supplies Housing |Repairs £81.76 £16.35 £98.11
6 23/02/2017 |Raven Light switch 20 SMA_|Repairs £47.95 £9.59 £57.54/
7 28/02/2017|SCASB EFW 5 FR Repairs £20.63 £4.13 £24.76
8 06/02/2017|Southern Plumbing Rise rail Housing |Repairs £15.75 £3.15 £18.90
9 14/02/2017|Trade Point Supplies Housing [Repairs £44.61 £8.92 £53.53
|Sub Totals - Housing £2,517.74 £503.55 £3,021.29
Rate Born Expenses
10 28/02/2017 |Ace Flag pole socket Plagues & flags £58.80 £11.76 £70.56
11 14/03/2017|Ask PSM website Office - computer £75.00 £0.00 £75.00
12 08/03/2017|Bridson & Horrox Stationery Printing & stationery £63.26 £12.65 £75.91
13 25/02/2017|Calvert Newsagents Stamps Office - expenses £112.88 £112.88
14 02/03/2017|CLC Repair HMN 107L Vehicles - General £759.47 £151.89 £911.36
15 20/02/2017|Colas Footpath sign Signage £87.70 £17.54 £105.24
16 06/03/2017|Colas Beach clean Chapel beach £200.00 £40.00 £240.00
17 13/03/2017|Colas Uniform Sundry - store £31.44 £6.29 £37.73
18 25/02/2007 | Cooil Milk Office - expenses £7.20 £7.20
19 25/02/2017|Cooil Milk Office - expenses £9.00 £9.00
20 03/03/2017|DO1 February Tipping Refuse expenses £3,893.90 £778.78 £4,672.68
21 02/03/2017 |Alexander Elliott Accounts report Audit £200.00 £40.00 £240.00
22 22/02/2017 |Express Fixings Supplies Sundry - store £18.55 £3.71 £22.26
23 08/03/2017|Island IT Email hostin Office - computer £66.00 £13.20 £79.20
24 09/02/2017]J Qualtrough Flag pole - Kallow Point Plagues & flags £28.62 £5.72 £34.34/
25 13/02/2017|J Qualtrough Gardening/supplies/playground Parks £178.24 £35.65 £213.89
26 17/02/2017]10M Newspapers Advert Advertising £202.02 £40.40 £242.42
27 05/03/2017|Mannin Retail Petrol Petrol £214.21 £42.84 £257.05
28 16/03/2017|Manx Glass Rifle club door Rifle club £930.66 £186.13 £1,116.79
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| March

Sub Totals - Rate Born
TOTALS

£11,807.58

£14,325.32
=222l

Summary Breakdown
Stores, Public conveniences &

lighting, Roads, Footpaths,

of Expenditure (excluding VAT

Vehicles & celebration of Xmas £5,860.09
Town Hall

Office £389.22
Refuse £3,893.90
Professional £929.37
Repairs £2,517.74]
|Capital

Total

£735.00
£14,325.32

Repairs/ Maintenance
Allowance

Expenditure to date

£134,269.95

£98,078.80

Allowance Remaining

£36,191.15

29 01/03/2017|Manx Telecom | Telephone £112.35 £22.47 £134.82
30 10/03/2017|Manx Utilities Replacement light Public street lights £554.63 £110.93 £665.56
31 13/03/2017|Manx Utilities Public lighting maintenance Public street lights £1,853.80 £370.76 £2,224.56
32 27/02/2017 | Metalco Planters Parks £60.00 £12.00 £72.00]
33 20/02/2017 | Motors & Mowers Mower repair Gardening machinery £189.82 £37.96 £227.78
34 01/03/2017ORB Ltd Payroll Professional £82.50 £16.50 £99.00
|35 | 14/03/2017|PE Commissioners Library donation Donations £250.00 £250.00
| 36 | 01/03/2017|ORB Ltd Payroll Professional £82.50
37 23/02/2017 [Raven PSM Golf club Golf Club £67.50
38 03/03/2017Silva C KFA/34 PSM Kitchens Capital £735.00
| 39 | 28/02/2017 |Station Garage Petrol Petrol £302.99 £358.57
40 20/02/2017 |WDS Ltd Cleaning Office - expenses £110.14 £23.83 £142.97
41 09/03/2017 |Wicksteed Paint Playground £260.40

£17,094.55




Item 7.1

” 8

iR : ’
ISLE OF MAN

Isle of Man
Governmen!

Kvoitys Lilan Semn n

Mr A Hamilton

Port St Mary Commissioners
Town Hall :

Port St Mary

Isle of Man

IM9 5DA

8" May 2017

Dear Mr Hamilton,
ARTS COUNCIL SUPPORT FOR FINANCIAL YEAR 2017/2018

Further to the application from Port St Mary Commissioners to the Arts Council for funding to purchase
equipment for the town hall, I write to inform you that the application has been declined.

The Arts Council already support two venues in the south of the Island both of which provide
performance space and artistic programmes for the local community. When considering funding of arts
venues, the Arts Council takes a strategic approach and considers how it funds arts in different regions.
Supporting a third venue in the south at this time is not something they feel able to do.

However, they suggest you seek information about funding from the Manx Lottery Trust where an
application may be more successful.

I am sorry I can give you better news at this time.

Yours sincerely,

Emma Callin

Arts Development Manager

Hamilton House | Peel Road | Douglas | Isle of Man | IM1 5EZ
T (01624) 694598 | E iomartscouncil@gov.im

Patrons | Mrs Clare Christian OBE BSc | Michael Sandle RA www.iomarts.com
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Item 7.2

From:
Subject: Waste stream

Message Body:

Hi

My recycle boxes have just been collected. Scheme seems to be working well.
We put all of our food waste into the wheely bin (bagged). This seems wrong.
Composting is not an option for us. Is there another option to stop us sending
this to the incinerator?

Do the Commissioners or your office have a view on this?

Regards
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Item 7.3

From: Jason Roberts <j.roberts@porterin.gov.im>
Sent: 17 March 2017 16:39

To: Port St Mary Commissioners

Subject: Letter on behalf of Port Erin Commissioners

Dear Sirs,
Please find attached letter on behalf of Port Erin Commissioners for consideration by your Board.

For your reference, the agenda item was discussed in the public session of Port Erin Commissioners
meeting on 14" March 2017.

Regards,

Jason

Jason Roberts

Clerk

Commissioner for Oaths
Port Erin Commissioners

Tel: 01624 832298
Web: www.porterin.gov.im
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Port Erin Commissioners

12 Bridson Street, Port Erin, IM9 GAN

Tel: 01624 832298

E-mail: info@porterin.gov.im Website: www.porterin.gov.im
Clerk: J M Roberts

Board of Commissioners
Port St Mary Commissioners
Town Hall

The Promenade

Port St Mary

IMog 5DA

177th March 2017

Dear Sirs,
Re: Case 1416 - Social media comments regarding joint refuse service

At its meeting on 14t March, the Board of Port Erin Commissioners discussed
comments made on social media on 18th February 2017 by a board member of Port St
Mary Commissioners, and has directed me to respond.

The Board would like to understand the justification of the public statement without
any previous concerns with the current arrangement being raised by Port St Mary
Commissioners.

As you will be aware, the arrangement to consolidate two independently operated
refuse vehicles into one shared vehicle between the two authorities was agreed in
2011, with the agreed sharing of costs being 2/3 to Port Erin and 1/3 to Port St Mary
based on the respective number of households and rateable values of each authority.

For clarity, the costs billed to Port St Mary Commissioners since the joint refuse
arrangements in 2011 have been as follows:

2011-12 £12,612 part year

2012-13 £23,658 £455/wWk

2013-14 £23,356 £449/wk

2014-15 £21,710 £417/wk

2015-16 £11,668 £224/wk (vehicle only)

2016-17* £10,521* £269/wk* (vehicle only) *9 months YTD

The Board of Port Erin Commissioners has suggested that if Port St Mary
Commissioners has concerns regarding the joint refuse service, that these be
discussed at a meeting between both authorities Chairs and Clerks.

Yours faithfully,

J M Roberts
Clerk

Encl. Social Media Thread
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Anthony Murphy
18 February at 10:10 - Ballyhornan

Why have our RATES increased? | do not see service better than other
local authorities where rates are lower?

ity Like §@ Comment

@D Kati Brannan, Godfrey Egee and 3 others

B

Christopher Kinley Central government continues forcibly to pass more and
more responsibilities to local authorities, to be paid for out of rates: we have
absorbed much of the costs and avoided a rate rise for several years; the
collapse in the pound's value due to the Brexit vote means increased supplier
costs are passing through the entire sterling economy. Asking for rates to stay
the same would unfortunately be asking for commissioners® services to be cut
back significantly from the levels we are used to.

Like - Reply - 18 February at 10:19

Anthony Murphy Chris noted but we should stop Accepting the bullying of
government and co-operate more with Port Erin who seem to do better than
we do.

Like - Reply - @ 2 - 18 February at 11:58

Caroline Blake Also | thought with the recycling we are ment to be saving
money??

Like - Reply - @ 2 - 18 February at 13:48

Andy Phair Yes Anthony better cooperation with other authorities could
provide savings, we already do cooperate in some cases like refuse collection
where we share a bin wagon with Port Erin. Our Commissioners recently
wrote to Port Erin Commissioners to clarify that they were interested in
discussing how we might work closer and make savings.

Like - Reply - @@ 2 - 18 February at 13:51

Andy Phair With regards to how your money is spent, | proposed at the last
board meeting that our budget report should be made public each year when
the rates are announced, the board agreed, so fairly soon you should be able
to see how the expenses are broken down. I'll be happy to discuss it with
anyone who wants to when it out.

Like - Reply - @ 6 - 18 February at 13:55

Caroline Blake Correct me if am wrong but | thought there was plenty of
money in the pot

Like - Reply - 18 February at 13:55

Alan Grace | wasn't in favour of 2 budget increase Anthony.

And the sharing of the Bin round with Port Erin has been a very expensive
mistake for Port St Mary, and we could have got 2a much better deal with
another authority

Like - Reply -{d 2 - 18 Februany at 14:02

TOUgT T T UT =9




And the sharing ofthe Bin round with Port Erin has been a very expensive
mistake for Port St Mary, and we could have got a much better deal with
another authority
Like - Reply - @ 2 - 18 February at 14:02
m Caroline Blake Maybe a new deal or another authority 22

Like - Reply - @@ 1 - 18 Februany at 14:09

- James "Scampi’ Hampton How so Alan? Surely there's been a fairly
substantial saving somewhere?
Like - Reply - 18 February at 15:36

“ Alan Grace As the third share of the Bin wagon (PSM) and third share
of purchasing agreement but the One who has been second when

there was a problem.
We would have been better to have gone to other bin wagon
operators, and made an operational arrangement that wouldnt have
been purchasing the vehicle and if a wagon broke down as they do it
would be on the provider to arrange for another bin wagon at no cost
to PSS
Like - Reply - 18 February at 15:54

Godirey Egee Very interesting comment Alan Would be interested in
getting ours boards to discuss this point with you in person. Rather
than comments like these on social media. This is the first | have
heard ofthis.
Like - Reply - 18 February at 16:58

. Write a*riéply___ ' @ l

“ Alan Grace | wasn' in favour of a budget increase Anthony.

! Alan Grace Thought it was common knowledge PSM and Port Erin share the
. bin wagon as it is on the side ofthe Bin Wagon

Like - Reply - 18 February at 17:44

' Alan Grace Didn't realise that it was a problem
Like - Reply - 18 February at17:45

Page 15 of 26




Item 7.4

From:

Sent: 20 March 2017 12:23

To: Alastair Hamilton

Subject: Port St Mary RNLI Street Collection

Dear Alastair,
RE: Port St Mary RNLI Street collection
In October 2015 the RNLI made a bold move.

The charity pledged that from 1 January 2017 it would stop contacting
individuals by telephone, email or post unless they had actively given their
consent for the charity to do so. The RNLI predicted that this would cost it in the
region of £36m over the following five years.

As a result of this our local branch is no longer permitted to carry out our house
to house collections around Lifeboat Day resulting in a considerable reduction in
the amount of funds we can raise, therefore we are requesting permission from
the Board to hold a street collection in the Port on Saturday 15 July which is
the day preceding Lifeboat Day in the hope we can make up some of the
shortfall.

It is hoped we can have some crew in full kit collecting and possibly the RNLI
mascot, Stormy Sam, which should attract some interest and also help raise the
profile of our local lifeboat and the important role the organisation plays in Port
St. Mary.

Hoping the Board will give our request their favourable consideration.

Kind regards

Port St Mary RNLI
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Department of Environment, Food and Agriculture

Isle of Man Rheynn Chymmyltaght, Bee as Eirinys

Government
Reiltys Ellan Vannin
. Chief Executive,
To All Local Authority Clerks Thie Slieau Whallian,
Foxdale Road,
St. John’s,

Isle of Man, IM4 3AS
Tel: (01624) 685958
Fax no (01624) 685851
E-mail defa@gov.im

Web site: http://gov.im/defa/

15™ March 2017 Our Ref: NN,

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: DNA Testing of Dogs — Proposed Amendment to the Dogs (Amendment)
Bill

The Department, following consultation, is currently progressing amendments to the
Dogs Act 1990 to introduce compulsory micro-chipping of all dogs on the island to
replace the current licencing system. Whilst it is envisaged that the introduction of
compulsory micro-chipping will promote more responsible dog ownership, concern has
been expressed as to the adequacy of the Act to deal with dog fouling.

As you will be aware under the existing provisions of the Dogs Act 1990, Local
Authorities may make Bye-laws having effect within its district specifying areas where
faeces deposited by a dog must be removed by its keeper. Failure for the keeper to
remove a deposit in a designated area is an offence under the Act to which a fine not
exceeding £1000 can be imposed on Summary Conviction.

The Department is now assessing the effectiveness of the current measures in
reducing the presence of dog faeces throughout the Island. In so doing, the
Department is considering introducing DNA testing of dogs as a method of reducing
further the levels of dog fouling.

The broad concept of the system is that it would be compulsory for all dogs to be DNA
tested and entered on the database in addition to details of the dog’s owner at the
time of testing. In the event of a subsequent finding of dog faeces, a Local Authority
enforcement officer would collect a DNA sample from dog faeces and send it to a
designated laboratory for comparison against the DNA profiles held in the database. If
a match is successful, then formal action may be taken against the owner. DNA
testing would be undertaken by a veterinary practice and paid for by the owner.
Failing to pick up dog excrement would become an all-Island offence (rather than a
byelaw offence) but primary responsibility for enforcement would rest with Local
Authorities.
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Other key features would include:-

(a) It would be a criminal offence to fail to put a dog on the database (in
addition to the offence of having a dog which is not chipped);

(b) It would be a criminal offence to sell or dispose of a dog without
notifying the new owner to the database;

(c)  Regardless of who had control of the dog at the time of fouling the
owner is committing a fouling offence;

(d)  The offence would be subject to a fixed penalty notice of £100. The
penalty would be retained by the enforcing authority to help defray
costs;

(e)  The cost of testing any excrement collected would be met by the
enforcing authority (Local Authority) and is estimated at £70 per
sample;

(g9)  The offender would be able to opt for a Court appearance - at summary
jurisdiction the penalty would be a maximum fine of £1,000; and

(h)  There would be short term exemptions for visitors and their dogs.

In order to fully appreciate the scale of dog fouling across the island and understand
the appetite of Local Authorities for active enforcement, the Department is seeking the
views of all Local Authorities on:
1. Does your authority consider dog fouling to be an issue in your area?
2. Are the current byelaws to control dog fouling in your area effective?
3. Would your Authority be in favour of a Dog DNA Profiling scheme enforced by
the local authority?
4. Would your authority be prepared to commit the necessary resources (funded
through the rates as necessary) to actively pursue the identification of
offending dog owners through DNA testing?

The Department would appreciate your assistance in providing a timely response to the
four questions detailed above. As such, the Department would be grateful to receive
your responses no later than 14® April 2017.

Please Note: In the event that the Department receives no response from a
Local Authority, the Department will make the assumption that the
respective Local Authority has no objection to the introduction of a Dog DNA
testing Scheme.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If you require any further information or
advice please contact

S RN A e



Item 7.6

Y wiarcn £uirs

' Port St Mary Commissioners
Town Hall
Port St Mary
Isle of Man

Dear Sirs,

2017 Rate Increase

Would the commissioners please issue a statement to explain the reasoning for the 9p
increase in this years rates. This is substantially higher than any of the other local
authorities who face the same challenges as Port St Mary.

According to your website, the published budget for this year shows an income of £609k
and expenses of £521k, a surplus of £88k !!!! How therefore can a 3% increase be
justified.

Would you also please advise which Board Members voted for and against the increase.

Yours faithfully
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Item 7.7

14™ March 2017
Dear Commissioners.

I am writing to inform you that Year 1 of Port St Mary School had a lovely sunny
walk down to the Wild Flower Preservation Triangle at the seaward end of Queen
Road.

The object was for the children to plant the Bladder Campion (Silene vulgaris) th
had been grown by Andree Dubbledam the IOM Wildflower Officer.

This was a success and the children were informed of the fact that all the area alo
the bank above the sea there, used to be all limestone loving and sea tolerant
flowering broadleaf plants.

Andree Dubbledam is wanting to harvest the hay from that site after seed set to
improve another area he has in mind. He will be in contact with you.

What an excellent bit of publicity that will be.
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Item 7.8

14" March 2017
Dear Commissioners.

I'would like to bring to your attention the placing of a footpath sticking out into
Loch Road.

As you will be aware in Loch Road, the old stone house called Braeside has been
replaced by two semi detached houses.

On the road verge of the original dwelling there was some cobbles about two feet in
width. I did ask that these be preserved, but of course that hasn’t happened!

These cobbles were only on front of the house and garage (which was further back
than the new dwellings).

There were no cobbles ( or path ) in front of the original gates above the original
house. These gates opened up on to the road. Original gate post is still there and in
line with the Barn Restaurant. This is where the new car park entrance is now sited.

In place of the cobbles a concrete kerbed path has been built out into the road being
brought back to join the wall line at both ends.

It joins no path above or below it, and has been extended way beyond where the
cobbles ended.

Building the dwellings hard onto the road in front of the original building line, has
left no room for the frontage they are installing.

I'have contacted Planning, the Planning Enforcement Officer, and Highways.
They are all pretty disinterested.

I'am worried that with parking at a premium there, it will severely restrict traffic
flow when cars park opposite this “path”.

It will also be a trip hazard to people and cars alike.
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Item 7.9

Subject: Freedom of Information Training

Dear Chair and Members,

In response to queries received regarding training and support provided to Local Authority
staff in the lead up to the planned Freedom of Information Act extension on 15t January
2018, the Freedom of Information (FOI) team are happy to offer additional training prior to
the workshops planned for November. Training for Local Authority staff was originally
envisaged later on in the year as we have received advice and learnt from experience that it
is better to be trained in the more detailed practical aspects of FOI closer to the ‘go live’
date, for the information to remain current. However, we'd like to take this opportunity to
extend an invitation to Local Authority members and staff to “Information held and myth
busting training” on 3 April 2017 at Barrool Suite, Legislative buildings, Douglas. There are
2 available sessions, commencing at 9:30am and 11:30am respectively and it is envisaged
that the training will last between 1 and 2 hours. There will be no cost to this training.

If you would like to attend this training on 3™ April please get back to me with names and a
preferable time so that places can be reserved.

Please also see attached a training strategy along with a brief FOI leaflet for your
information which you may wish to circulate to members and staff.

By way of general awareness raising, the FOI team provided briefings at the Local Authority
Clerks’ Forum in June 2016 and the training event organised by the Municipal Association in
January 2017. Additionally, as advised by the Minister for Policy and Reform in his January
2017 letter the FOI team is more than happy to assist with any queries Authorities may have
and xx and xx will be in attendance at the Clerks forum meeting on May 4" 2017 where they
will be happy to address any particular FOI queries.

Please do not hesitate to make contact with us should you have any queries regarding FOI
preparation.

Kind regards,

Officer — Freedom of Information
Crown and External Relations Division
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Item 8.1

Sent: 07 March 2017 13:30
To: Port St Mary Commissioners
Subject: Freedom of Information Schedule 1 Consultation - Local Authorities

Freedom of Information Schedule 1 Consultation
Dear Chair and Members,
Introduction

The Freedom of Information Act 2015 (“the Act”) came into force on the 1 February 2016.
The purpose of the Act is to enable Isle of Man residents to obtain access to information
held by public authorities. To be a public authority and therefore subject to the Act, a Local
Authority needs to be listed as a public authority within Schedule 1 of the Act. Presently
there are 10 public authorities listed, they consist of all Government Departments and the
Clerk of Tynwald’s Office and the Isle of Man Constabulary.

At the beginning of the legislative process, a public consultation was carried out and
following this, the Act was drafted. During its passage through Tynwald a policy was agreed
that the Act would be introduced on the Isle of Man on a phased basis. This phased basis is
subject to statutory consultation but was agreed in principle that Local Authorities would
become subject to the Act from 1 January 2018 and the Council of Ministers remains
committed to this timescale.

The Cabinet Office has been engaging with Local Authorities, facilitated by the Department
of Infrastructure, to raise awareness of the provisions of and the obligations under the Act.
The Cabinet Office will also make available any relevant training and materials to assist Local
Authorities to prepare.

Two free training sessions will be held during November 2017 and will be available to
members of Local Authorities and staff, invitations to follow in due course. Training will
provide more in depth knowledge as to the exact information that is held for the purposes of
the Act and the application of exemptions.

Purpose of this consultation

The Act requires that prior to any public authorities being listed in Schedule 1, the Council of
Ministers must consult every person to whom the Order relates, or appearing to the Council
of Ministers to represent such a person.

Pursuant to s7(7)(a) of the Act, as any order to extend Schedule 1 directly relates to you,
the Council of Ministers must consult you prior to adding you to Schedule 1. Once you are
added to Schedule 1 you will become subject to the provisions of the Act.

Your comments are therefore invited on the proposal for your Local Authority to be subject
to FOI from 1 January 2018.

Please direct any responses by 18t April 2017 to: Freedom of Information Team
Cabinet Office, Email: foi@gov.im
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Item 8.1

From:

Sent: 10 March 2017 12:00

Subject: Consultation on the proposed changes to legislation relating to Estate Agents and Property
Agents

Dear All,

The Isle of Man Office of Fair Trading is seeking your views in relation to its proposal to make
changes to legislation relating to Estate Agents and Property Agents.

Please find attached a copy of the consultation paper which sets out the Office’s proposals.

Comments should be submitted in writing by post, fax or email no later than 5.00pm on
Friday 21t April 2017.

Additional copies of this document can be obtained from the Office by telephoning (01624)
686526. Electronic copies are also available at https://www.gov.im/oft/consultations.gov

To participate in the consultation survey, please use the online response form which can be
accessed here.

If you have any additional queries, please do not hesitate to contact xx on 686526.
Thank you and Kind Regards

Department of Environment, Food and Agriculture

Thie Slieau Whallian

Foxdale Road
St John's
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Item 11.1

The Erin-Arts Centre invite RECEIVED

= 9 MAR 2076
A reprasentaive. Jrami...

The CONVUWILSSIONErS OF Povt St Mmy
to a Welcome Reception as part of the

BARBIROLLI INTERNATIONAL

OBOE FESTIVAL & COMPETITION,

At the
Cherry Orchard, Bridson Street Port Erin

Saturday 1st April 2017, S5pm

The Erin Arts Centre is grateful to the Port Erin
Commissioners for their support in hosting this reception.
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PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS
ORDINARY BOARD MEETING
29t March 2017
AGENDA - PRIVATE SESSION

1. Minutes for adoption

1.1 Consideration of the minute of the Private Meeting of 8™ March 2017
2. Matters Arising
2.1 Matters arising from the Minute of 8" March 2017

3. Health, Safety and Environmental Performance

4., Policy and Resources

5. Finance

6. Staffing

7. Representative Confidential Reports

8. Private Correspondence

9. Any other business of an urgent nature (by permission of the Chairman)
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