 Minutes of the Meeting of the Environmental and Amenities Committee
held at Exeter Hall, Oxford Road, Kidlington

on Thursday May 19th 2005 

PRESENT:


Councillor D Betts (chair)

Councillor Carole Pack (vice chair)

Councillor Jackie Garlick

Councillor Alan Graham

Councillor Sandra Laynes

Councillor Chris Robins

Councillor Joyce Ruiz

Public Participation



         Tim Butler – Kidlington Youth Football Club

Mr Butler had submitted a written response to the Committee addressing the concerns of neighbours of the Orchard Recreation Ground. The club felt that much had been done to address these concerns over the years and had a commitment to continue to do so.

He explained that there had been correspondence with the complainants during the past year and  representatives from both the club and the Recreation Trust had visited and had comprehensive discussions - the dialogue continuing. When new members of the club arrived they were advised of the concerns and how to address them.

There needed to be compromise between the two and Mr Butler confirmed that he was happy for the football club letter of response to be passed to residents. 




      Catherine Latimer and Julia King

Mrs King and Mrs Latimer spoke to the Committee as sisters of the late Andrew Childs. Their proposal to site a memorial on plot 22 had been circulated to the Committee. This was an uncomfortable situation and their solution was the best that the family hoped to achieve. They realised that their parents should have settled the matter years earlier before moving from Kidlington but they now wanted to place a memorial to Andrew on the grave that they had always believed to be his.

The family had continued to visit the site over the years. They requested that their proposal be given serious consideration
The parents had been aware of a muddle with numbers – thought due to people cutting the grass returning the numbers to the wrong spot. There had never been confusion over the plot. The girls had always been taken to the plot shown as 22 even thought they understood that the grave space in which Andrew was buried showed as no. 25 in the burial records.

Also present was Mrs Jean Beaver. She reported that she had attended with her sister (Andrew’s mother) from the beginning and had always understood the plot now in question as the correct space.
The family appreciated that there could be no amendment to the burial records and they were happy that they continued to show Andrew buried in plot 25. They wished though to place a memorial on the plot shown in the records as 22.

Declaration of Interest
Cllr Alan Graham declared a prejudicial interest in the Blenheim Road Copse and in the Football Development Plan.

Cllrs David Betts, Jackie Garlick and Carole Pack declared personal interests in the item relating to the Orchard Recreation Ground Football Club as friends of Mr Ingram.

1. MINUTES
The minutes of the meeting held on Thursday March 17th 2005 were agreed and signed as a true record.

2. BURIAL GROUND
a)
 Andrew Childs

It was agreed to discuss this item while the family was still present.
Attempts had been made to locate relatives of the late Margaret Webb whose grave space was indicated on the plan as that which the Childs family believed to be Andrew’s. Similarly a past memorial stone to Margaret Webb had been erected in the on the plot identified in the plan as belonging to Andrew Childs. No relatives of Margaret Webb had been traced and the grave was unkempt.

The Committee accepted that there were difficulties due to the timescale in establishing the facts of the burials.
Councillor Robins stated that the family of Margaret Webb obviously believed plot 25 to be the site of Margaret’s grave and he thought it unlikely that they would be concerned at the erection of a memorial on plot 22.
The Committee was concerned at the legalities and decided to seek professional advice to ensure no legal transgression if permission was given to the Child family erecting a memorial on plot 22.

There was no purchase of the grave before erecting the memorial to Margaret Webb but there were no recorded purchases of any plots at this time.

3. ORCHARD RECREATION GROUND
The Committee had been circulated with complaints from residents of Brasenose Drive and a response from the Kidlington Youth Football Club.

Comment was made that the Council had overall responsibility as land owner but that direct responsibility had been passed to the Kidlington Recreation Trust as lease holders.  Football was played throughout the week but not every day. There were occasional mid week games and various matches on Saturday morning/afternoon on the smaller pitches - the larger pitches on Sundays. The club agreed that during matches or training session, the field was very busy.

The Committee recognised that bad language from parents was unpleasant for nearby residents and restricted the enjoyment of gardens. It needed to respond to residents and emphasise a need for a working relationship between the two.

It was hoped that differences could be resolved and a recognition that football had been played on site for a long time. A high degree of volunteer input went into the servicing of boys and girls football teams.

It was noted that the Kidlington Youth Football Club had tried to call a liaison meeting relating to developments at the football pavilion with four members of the club attending to serve tea coffee and biscuits. No residents had attended the meeting - which was disappointing.

Councillors believed it significant that only two residents had sent written complaints.
Councillor Graham regretted that approaches to the Parish Council had create problems for the football club but it was correct for the public to turn to the Parish Council if there was an unresolved problem.

The club agreed that they could publish large events and post fixtures close to the date though this might cause problems if there were changes at short notice. It was agreed that the Council write to both the football club and residents in a conciliatory manor with copies to the Trust pointing out that differences needed to be resolved and to encourage meeting of both parties to resolve differences.

4. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON THURSDAY MARCH 17TH 2005 

1) Canal Bridge (Minute 49)
Councillor Andrew Moss had met to discuss this with Jeremy Sacha of Cherwell District Council together with Carl Smith - acting as the Parish Council project officer - for the canal bridge. A meeting had been arranged for the forthcoming week for Andrew Moss and Carl Smith to meet with a British Waterways Official to get a definitive view on the most appropriate site for the bridge and to out line ideas for a lightweight footbridge to overcome worries about removal for navigation work.

There was still anxiety from the bird watching community about the siting of the bridge, though most impartial observers felt that a solution could be found to enhance the area and the access without threatening wild life.

2) Landscape Maintenance Review (Minute 50(1))
It was reported that the scrutiny group had met on two previous occasions and given copy of the technical specification and draft contract documents. The group was to meet again on the 6th June. There was some concern that the documents as circulated were confidential within Cherwell District Council and it was agreed that the notes of the meeting would be passed to other members of the Committee.



The Committee has concerns at the late timescale for the service level



agreement - being January 2006 - and these would be expressed at the next

meeting.  There was an urgency in making a decision as to whether the Parish Council intended to stick with the option of the District Council contract and this decision needed to be taken in time to set up an alternative if necessary.

3) Church Street (Minute 50 (3))

The Clerk had repeatedly emailed English Heritage and would continue to do so. To date there had been no satisfactory response.


In the meantime it was noted that there was a comment on the Kidlington

Conservation area of Church Street by the District Council which the clerk would obtain.
4) Car Park at St Mary’s (Minute 50 (5))

Carl Smith had suggested an economy in tendering for the car park alongside the work for Stratfield Brake and as an engineer was well equipped to draft an appropriate specification. Tenders were currently being sought.

5.
FOOTBALL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
The Committee had expected attendance by Philip Rolls of Cherwell District Council with an update on what progress had been made in regard to the appointment of a consultant.

He had advised that tenders for the PPG 17 work were due back on Friday May 13th to be evaluated at the beginning of the week preceding the meeting. The completed report to be submitted by December 2005. The submitted methodology would allow the District Council to decide if the work could be used for an audit assessment of pitches in Kidlington as a major part of work required for the football development proposal- giving budget savings.
It was agreed that a sub group consisting of the Chair and Clerk - with an invitation extended to Martin Belcher of the football club - be asked to meet with Philip Rolls to assess a brief for the consultant and to report to the Committee.

5. SKATE PARK


The Committee had been circulated with a historical summary of the proposals to site a skate facility within Kidlington. This had been ongoing for some years.

There had been a resolution at the end of 2003/beginning of  2004 to pursue an option of a portable skate unit in conjunction with Cherwell District Council - using the Gosford Sports Centre as a base.

However, the work had been diverted by the subsequent search for a site for a permanent unit following representation by the Kinch family.

The Committee was aware of the findings of the group looking at provision that the only possible sites were Stratfield Brake or Park Hill.


The Committee was also advised that the Stratfield Brake Management 
Committee had agreed in principle to the siting of a skate facility at Stratfield Brake but had requested it to be looked at alongside other development proposals for the site. It was noted that Cherwell District Council had made no progress with providing a portable unit but comment was made that West Oxfordshire District Council had a portable unit for various locations within West Oxfordshire but which was available for use in Kidlington if required.

The Committee was reminded that the option of progression for a permanent site was still a possibility and accepted that a majority appeared to be favouring Stratfield Brake as the most suitable site. The Stratfield Brake option was contrary to Planning policy and it was recognised that the current user groups of the site had requested a site development plan be formulated with enquiry to the planning authority as to the likelihood of permission for further development of any kind on the Stratfield Brake site.

There was some concern that the investment of considerable resources into the provision of a skate park at Stratfield Brake may not produce the use suggested and the remoteness of the site was a concern that it would be mainly used by an older age group.

The Committee was in favour of further consultation to ascertain use of a skate park  and RESOLVED for a consultation to be based around a further temporary facility option with a recommendation that an event be arranged at the Gosford sports centre with an enquiry to West Oxfordshire District Council to use their portable facilities. At the event consultation on use and frequency of use at Stratfield Brake would be made. The Kinch family would be advised of this.
6. BURIAL GROUND (cont.)

b)    Unauthorised Memorials

The Committee had previously agreed that relatives of those whose graves had had unauthorised pots around plantings should be approached sensitively to remove offending items.  The Council staff had visited and looked at approximately one third of the burial ground finding 56 grave spaces with some kind of regulation transgression. For each of these a search would have to be made of the register to locate the grave purchaser and a letter sent outlining what transgression had occurred. The Committee had been asked to recognise the enormity of the task.

Also attached was a letter of complaint regarding the practice of putting items on graves and of the lack of mowing of the Garden of Remembrance.

The Committee recognised the heavy work load required to deal with this problem, but felt that it needed to be addressed.  Recommendation was given that the most serious transgression be dealt with first and also that the funeral directors be contacted to advise those whose relatives were now being buried relating to the burial ground and that action was being taken to restore the burial ground to its intended state.

The Committee thought that the complaint relating to the cutting of the Garden of Remembrance was justified and the staff would be asked to strim appropriately.

7. ACCESS ONTO PUBLIC AREAS (Blenheim Road Site)

The Committee had been circulated with information regarding a gate way in a fence onto the access road to the Blenheim Road Scout Centre. Legal advice had been obtained from the National Association of Local Councils (NALC) and the Committee RESOLVED to erect a sign on the access road pointing out that use of the road was only by the permission of the Parish Council.

This would give the Scouts a cause of action to commence legal proceedings against any trespasser if they felt it necessary. The advice from NALC was that the Parish Council could join with legal proceedings but did not have to do so.

8. ALLOTMENTS
The Committee considered a list of priorities given by Councillor Andrew Moss as Chair of the Allotment tenant group regarding work required on the various allotment sites. Quotations for work to reduce the height of Leylandii trees on the road side boundary of the Gravel Pits site corner of Banbury Road and The Moors had been obtained.  
RESOLVED that the work to reduce the trees be commissioned through TreeTops.com at a maximum of £1450.00.  This to be from the current year budget with adjustments to budget headings as necessary. 
Discussion was given to the provision of new fencing and gating at Hazel Walk and an understanding that there was a possibility of bringing forward the fence to join the footpath. The fencing would need to be paid for from the general repairs and maintenance budget during the current year.


Other issues shown by Councillor Moss as longer term being:

·  removal of trees at Yarnton Road

·  consideration of further water supply to the Gravel Pits

·  improve fencing at Station Fields

· to be considered at budget setting time for the next year

     10.  ST MARY’S FIELD FOOTPATH
The Committee were circulated with quotations for the foot path at St Mary’s Fields being an outstanding project included in the budget and RESOLVED to accept the quotation from A1 contracts to extend the footpaths and install new kissing gate at a total cost of £3,800.00. General cutting of the area to provide for this would be from the general maintenance budget.

11. FINANCE REPORT
The Committee had been previously circulated with an initial Income and Expenditure statement to 31st  March 2005. It was noted that the figures were provisional and subject to change when the year end accounts had been completed - so it was unlikely that there would be many changes.

The Committee accepted the statement noticing that performance had been above budget and referred to the earmarked reserve with a recommendation to the Finance Committee that the earmarked reserves for St Mary’s foot path/car park 
be £12,000 with no earmarked reserves for play equipment included.

12. PARISH RANGERS REPORT
The Committee had been circulated (attached) with a report from the Parish Rangers who were now both back at work. It was noted that the judging for Kidlington in Bloom had been set for July 6th.

(Councillor Alan Graham left the meeting)

13. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
1) Blenheim Road Copse

The Committee was asked if it wished Westbury Homes to equip the copse area as part of Section 106 agreement with a bench and it was considered inappropriate as it may bring undesirables to the area.

2) Motor Bikes


Councillor Ruiz advised that notices had been served on those users 



motorcycling on the University land on the side of the canal.

Chair
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