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BARKHAM PARISH COUNCIL

Minutes of meeting of the Barkham Parish Council held on 8th September 2020 on the virtual platform Zoom at 11.30 am.

In accordance with the Local Authorities and Police and Crime Panels (Coronavirus) (Flexibility of Local Authority and Police and Crime Panel Meetings) (England and Wales) Regulations 2020 this meeting was held virtually. 

Present: Mrs Stubbs (in the Chair), Mr Lane, Mr G Dexter, Mr Scott, Mr Alborzpour, Mr Munden and the Clerk.

19/320 To receive and accept any apologies for absence Local Government Act 1972 Sch12
Mr Heyliger – On holiday

Mr Loader – Medical Appointment
19/321 To receive any declarations of interest on items on the Agenda (Disclosable Pecuniary Interests) Regulations 2012 (SI 2012/1464)
Non-Pecuniary Interest - Mr Munden – Planning Application 202027 – Neighbour to property
Non-Pecuniary Interest - Mr Lane – Arborfield Village Improvement Scheme Consultation – Resident on Langley Common Road

Non-Pecuniary Interest - Mr Scott – Arborfield Village Improvement Scheme Consultation – Resident on Langley Common Road
Mr Scott and Mr Lane requested dispensations to take part in the discussions regarding the School Road proposal.  Under the Standing Orders, Section 13, the dispensation for taking part in the discussion has been granted.  The dispensation does not extend to voting on matter concerned.
19/322 Minutes of the Council Meeting LGA 1972 Sch 12 para 41(1) – 

The minutes of the meeting held on Tuesday 14th July 2020 were approved as a true record, they will be signed at the next physical meeting of the council.
19/323 Public Participation (allotted time 15 minutes) Public Bodies (admissions to meetings) Act 1960 s.1 extended by the LG Act 1972 s.100
Adjournment of the Meeting will be called if any members of the public wish to address the Council on any matters or concerns relating to Barkham.

2 residents attended to address the council on matters relating to the School Road Proposal, part of the Arborfield Village Improvement Scheme Consultation.
2 residents attended to put themselves forward to be co-opted as a councillor.  Formal Co-option will take place at the next meeting of the council.
19/324 Planning:

· Planning Applications – To discuss and agree any comments or objections on planning applications received before 8th September 2020.  To include:

· Applications to be discussed:

Arborfield Village Improvement Scheme Consultation Response – The Council discussed the consultation being run by WBC on the Arborfield Village Improvement Scheme.  The council reviewed comments received from residents via email, and of those that attended the meeting.  The Council’s response to the consultation is:
Barkham Parish Council (BPC) feels it is only appropriate to comment on one element of the consultation - the proposed closure of School Road to through traffic – as the others have no direct impact on the Parish of Barkham.  The two roads affected by this proposal – Langley Common Road and School Road lie within or partly within the Parish of Barkham.  

BPC only became aware of this proposal at the very end of the process and took no part in developing the scheme.  We are therefore in a somewhat invidious position that we can only inject our views at this late stage by responding to this consultation. 

From resident’s feedback to date, it is evident that a number of residents of School Road support the scheme, whereas those living on Langley Common Road are concerned about the additional traffic that would result on that road. So clearly more thought is required to ensure one group of residents does not benefit at the disadvantage of another.

The proposed closure of School Road has merit for those living in the stretch of that road that lies in Barkham with respect to volume of traffic and reducing passage of HGVs although some have stressed that speed is the major issue.  BPC is not aware whether other options have been reviewed to address these issues as well as that of maximising the benefits of the Arborfield Cross Relief Road.  Similarly, residents in Langley Common Road are already concerned about volume of traffic, HGVs and speed and these will increase if School Road is closed.   All options should be explored and trialled over sufficient time to assess their efficacy following the opening of the relief road to arrive at a balanced solution.


Such considerations should include:

1. It is evident that nothing has been done to assess and mitigate the impact on Langley Common Road and this should be completed as part of the decision process.  At very least this could include extending the 30mph limit along its entire length supported by installation of vehicle activated signs and a severe curtailment of access by HGVs.

2. It is surprising that no attempt has been made to see what can be achieved by directing traffic to use the relief road with road signs and markings before jumping to this solution.  The effectiveness of such an approach could be trialled and would not be a wasted exercise as such signs would be required on the closure of School Road anyway.  This would also be consistent with the requirements of Condition 6 of the Decision Notice for PA 172209 relating to the Relief Road for a plan, which could include such trials, to be approved before the Relief Road is opened and any outcome to be implemented within two years.  There would, of course, have to be agreement as to how any such trials would be assessed.


3. Despite the problem of heavy traffic passing along School Road being a long running concern there are no signs such as ‘not suitable for heavy vehicles’ or ‘width restriction’ or ‘local traffic only’ on the approaches to School Road at either end. This should make this road a lot safer and should be considered as a matter of priority.

4. Further to 3) above, would not installing physical width restrictors at both ends of School Road to prevent heavy vehicles achieve the desired result?  That on Langborough Road is very effective.

5. The width and construction of Langley Common Road is also an issue and should be explored with the highway authority.  

6. Has any consideration been given to the effect this will have on the wider road network in the event of incidents or road closures elsewhere?

7. It is noted that the proposal will address the problem of heavy vehicles passing by the School but it will not solve the general congestion in and on the approaches to that area (including Link Way), at the beginning and end of the school day.  Would this congestion be compounded by cars turning?

8. The sight lines at the exit from School Road onto Langley Common Road and Barkham Road are not good and are dangerous, these need to be improved regardless as to whether or not School Road is closed 

9. It also worth noting that the JOINT Arborfield and Barkham Neighbourhood Plan accurately reflects in a balanced way the parking issue in School Road and the unsuitability of Langley Common Road to take increased traffic flows.

BPC feels it could only support the Modal Filter in School Road if the points raised above have been addressed by WBC to effectively demonstrate how best to achieve the goals outlined in Arborfield School Road Consultation and the views expressed by Barkham residents of School Road balanced against fully mitigating the adverse impact of any outcome on the residents of Langley Common Road.

BPC would be happy to discuss this further with the Arborfield Steering Group and WBC.
The Council voted on the response discussed and drafted at the meeting.  Proposed by Mrs Stubbs, Seconded by Mr Dexter.  Vote of eligible members – All agreed.
201458 – Newlands, Mole Road, Sindlesham, RG2 9JQ

Full application for the proposed erection of an equestrian facility for training and livery purposes including fifty horseboxes, foaling yard, indoor and outdoor riding arenas, lunge ring and horse walker, reception, office, members clubhouse with bar, parking for 25 cars, three parking areas for HGV horse lorries, and three units of residential accommodation comprising manager’s three-bedroomed house, staff two-bedroomed flat and staff five-bedroomed flat, with access via Gravelpithill Lane and Ellis’s Hill.

The site lies on the edge of The Coombes and other wooded areas which are designated local wildlife sites and the Coombes has recently been included in Natural England’s Ancient Woodland Inventory.  It is a greenfield site and the scale of the project is heightened by the inclusion of accommodation units and, possibly, a future waste recycling plant.  The projected volume of additional traffic and access via Gravelpit Hill Lane and other byways is also a concern especially to dog walkers, cyclists and horse riders who are regularly seen in the area.
It is against this background that Barkham Parish Council regrets it cannot support this proposal as presented at this location.  Based on discussions with the applicants, it appears that the Planning, Design, Heritage and Access Statement (PDHAS) does not reflect the way the applicants intend to run the operation, the aspirations of local horse owners need to be correctly managed and much has to be done to mitigate the adverse impact of this proposal on the site and surrounding area.

BPC wishes to expand on this as follows:

THE PLANNING, DESIGN, HERITAGE AND ACCESS STATEMENT ETC

1. The Neighbourhood Plan is a formal planning document but its policies are not reviewed in Section 5 – Policy Assessment - of the PDHAS nor anywhere else.  The policies contained in the Plan need to be addressed, not ignored.


2. The business model does not include significant livery for local horse owners but focuses on providing coaching, training, stabling and support to international teams competing at the highest possible level.  If these additional services were provided then not only would they detract from the core business but would add to the scale, traffic and access issues.  This should be reflected in the PDHAS to manage the expectations of those local horse owners who see the centre filling a gap left by closure of other establishments in recent times.


3. It is NOT the intention of the applicants to operate a licensed social club but merely to provide an area where refreshments can be provided to visitors.  Again, this should be accurately reflected in the PDHAS.  


4. Whereas groups of school children may no longer visit the Centre by minibus, we have learnt that the open days mentioned could involve some 200 people.  There needs to be discussion in the PDHAS regarding how these will be managed with respect to traffic, catering and conveniences so as not to cause distress to neighbouring residents.


5. At the applicants’ current operation off site, horse waste – solid and liquid absorbed into bedding material – is taken away by lorry to energy recycling units.  The applicants are assessing installing a waste digester on the site but there is no in depth discussion of this in the PDHAS.  This would represent a significant escalation of activities and provision regarding the operation and location should be included in the overall plans for the project.  Appearance, handling, noise and smell are all factors.


6. It is useful to note that the fields on the north and west boundaries of the site will be part of the Centre and used as pasture.   


7. Once the scope of the project is clarified as above, it should be confirmed that predicted trips discussed in Section 5 of the Transport Statement are correct.


8. Once the PDHAS effectively reflects the applicants’ business model the viability of the project proposed, from a planning standpoint, will need further consideration.


9. Conditions should be imposed that if the project is approved in some form and then subsequently fails, the site should be returned to its current greenfield status and not used to seed further development.

IMPACT ON COUNTRYSIDE AND WILDLIFE

1. Neighbourhood Plan

· As the site lies outside the development limits designated in The Managing Development Delivery Local Plan 2014, Policy IRS1 of the Neighbourhood Plan requires any development to comply with CP11 of the Core Strategy and preserve the character and appearance of the countryside.  This proposal does not meet these requirements and will have a detrimental impact on the environment and landscape of the site and surrounding area.


· Policy IRS3 of the Neighbourhood Plan seeks to protect and enhance the natural environment and green spaces and specifically identifies The Coombes and adjacent areas as a locally valued natural asset.  These proposals do not meet these requirements.


· These requirements include avoiding having an adverse impact on the wildlife including nocturnal species that will be affected by noise and light from operational and domestic facilities.


2. Discussion

· The site is screened on 3.5 sides of the site by mature trees and hedgerows and there are plans to complete the screening along the northern boundary.  It should be determined if this screening is sufficient during the winter months and whether additional planting is required to provide an adequate screen throughout the year and from all points on the public pathways.


· The entire site is greenfield and a significant and effective mitigation would be to utilise a brownfield area – the site of a house which was burnt down in the 1970s - located a few hundred metres NW of the proposed site.  It is not known how much of the project could be located here but if the accommodation blocks and waste recovery units could, it would reduce the density in the current development area.

ACCESS

1. Neighbourhood Plan

Policy GA1 of the Neighbourhood Plan seeks to minimise additional traffic on unsuitable roads.  The principal access via Gravelpit Hill Lane and entering the site at the NE corner does not meet this requirement.  Moreover, Gravelpit Hill Lane is an unmade road and will not provide a safe access to the site because it is used extensively by walkers, cyclists and horse riders.  A second entrance accessed by continuing along Gravelpit Hill Lane to Ellis Hill and entering the site at the SW corner will further add to the use by vehicles on these trails.


2. Discussion

· It is noted that there is an intent to create passing spaces on Gravelpit Hill Lane but it is not known whether this will be at the expense of the hedgerows or on the applicants’ land.


· The above could be extended to building a new Greenway along the length of Gravelpit Hill Lane to create a clear boundary between walkers, cyclists and horse riders from the automotive traffic.  This cannot be at the expense of existing hedgerows and trees – effectively the site screening - and will have to be on the applicants’ land with appropriate legal provisions put in place.

· There is also talk of a Pegasus Crossing on Mole Road but the location will need careful consideration as Mole Road is a busy road with a 50mph speed limit.

· The above three points would alleviate many of the key concerns about the project and access and should be formally worked up and included in the PDHAS before any decision is taken.


· It should also be pointed out that utilisation of the brownfield location mentioned above may also be a way of reducing traffic on Gravelpit Hill Lane.  There is already an access from Mole Road to this location which could be extended to the NW corner of the site.

CONCLUSION

Although some will see this as an attractive project, it must be kept in mind that there will be little benefit to local horse owners without further increasing the scale and the additional benefits to the local economy need to be assessed.  

It contravenes several key policies of the Neighbourhood plan and will increase unsuitable traffic on country byways.  The PDHAS needs to more accurately reflect the intentions of the applicants and the impact of the scale and operation on the countryside must be mitigated to a considerable extent.

It is noted that there are a significant number of comments from residents who enjoy the tranquillity of the area and their reasoned argument together with the views of the large number who supported the Neighbourhood Plan need to be seen to be considered.

This application, as presented, should be refused – BPC would be happy to discuss the above points further with the applicants if that would be helpful.

202003 - Long Meadow Farm, Edneys Hill, Wokingham, RG41 4DS
Full application for the proposed erection of an agricultural barn for the storage of tractors, machinery, hay and feed.

Barkham Parish Council had no comments on this application.
202027 - 17 Limmer Close, Barkham, Wokingham, RG41 4DF

Householder application for the proposed erection of a first floor front extension and two storey rear extension.

Barkham Parish Council had no comments on this application.
202196 - 8 Aggisters Lane, Barkham, RG41 4DN
Householder application for the proposed erection of metal store to the front of the property. (Retrospective)

Barkham Parish Council had no objections to this application, however, there are concerns about the visibility of the structure, and would request appropriate landscaping be implemented to shield the unit from view.  

The Council will wait to see if any neighbours have any objections before submitting their comments.
· Approved and Refused Applications:

201254 - 30 Barkham Ride, Finchampstead, RG40 4EU

Full application for the proposed erection of 1 no. three bedroom dwelling, with associated parking and landscaping.

This Application has been refused by WBC

201496 - 6 Thorn Close, Barkham, RG41 4SQ

Householder application for proposed part conversion of existing garage to create habitable accommodation, single storey rear extension, plus changes to fenestration.

This Application has been approved by WBC

201587 - 14 Thorn Close, Barkham, Wokingham, RG41 4SQ

Householder application for proposed erection of a single storey front extension to existing garage, plus conversion of existing garage into habitable accommodation.

This Application has been approved by WBC

201292 - Land East of Barkham Manor, Barkham Road, RG41 4TH

Full application for the erection of 4 detached dwellings with detached garages and associated access and landscape works.

This Application has been refused by WBC

200982 - Chirundu, School Road, Barkham, RG41 4TR

Application to vary condition 2 of planning consent 181325 for the proposed erection of part single, part two storey front/side extension plus part single, part two storey side/rear extension following the demolition of existing garage. Condition 2 refers to the approved documents; the variation is to allow alterations to the roof, relocation of one of the ground floor windows to side elevation and footprint of bedroom 2 and changes to fenestration. (Retrospective)

This Application has been approved by WBC

201706 - 11 The Junipers, Barkham, RG41 4UX

Householder application for the proposed erection of a single storey rear extension including 2no roof lights and conversion of garage to create habitable accommodation following demolition of existing conservatory.

This Application has been approved by WBC

201278 - Longmoor Cottage, Park Lane, Finchampstead, RG40 4PT

Householder application for the proposed single storey side/rear extension to existing detached double garage and raising of roof height with two rear facing dormers to form a storage area.

This Application has been refused by WBC

201250 - 362 Barkham Road, Barkham, Wokingham, RG41 4DL

Householder application for the proposed erection of a first floor side extension.

This Application has been approved by WBC

201578 - 344 Barkham Road, Barkham, RG41 4DE

Householder planning application for the erection of single storey side extension to bungalow to form a covered storage area for a temporary period during construction works on the consented new house to rear of site (Retrospective)

This Application has been approved by WBC
· Report on comments agreed via email on applications received during August:

201578 - 344 Barkham Road, Barkham, RG41 4DE

Householder application for the temporary storage unit. (Retrospective)

Barkham Parish Council (BPC) objects to this application for the following reasons: 

1. The addition to the side of 344 Barkham Road is an ugly, jerry-built structure that can be seen from Barkham Road and commands a dominant position at the entrance to the Cala Homes estate. It should be removed immediately. 

2. As a temporary structure, there should be a clearly defined date by which it will be removed. An open-ended statement of the type when development work has concluded can be ambiguous and allowed to drag on until a point that the structure becomes permanent by virtue of the 4-year rule. 

3. From an external inspection, it would appear that the project work on the existing dwelling has been completed so is this temporary storage still needed? 

4. However, we note in the applicant’s design statement that he refers to serving the NEW development. We take this to mean the applicants desire to build a new dwelling behind 344 Barkham Road. There have been four applications to build at this location, the last one being PA 200864 which has also been rejected by WBC. If the removal of this structure is dependent on eventual completion of any additional property then this could be delayed by continued serial applications until, again, it becomes permanent under the 4-year rule. 

BPC urges rejection of this application on the grounds that the structure is unsightly, it is in a prominent location in the village and the potential for ambiguity re its eventual removal by virtue of the weak, open-ended statements by the applicant.

201706 - 11 The Junipers, Barkham, RG41 4UX

Householder application for the proposed erection of a single storey rear extension including 2no roof lights and conversion of garage to create habitable accommodation following demolition of existing conservatory.

Barkham Parish Council have no comments on this application

Appeal: APP/X0360/W/20/3255034

200368 - 30 Barkham Ride, Finchampstead, RG40 4EU

Full application for the proposed erection of 1no. three bedroom dwelling, with associated parking and landscaping.

Barkham Parish Council (BPC) still opposes this application and welcomes the opportunity to reiterate its position.

In July 2018, PA181447 was submitted for the construction of three houses on this site.  BPC objected on the grounds that it was overdevelopment of the site with respect to footprints, heights and proximity to the bridleway and countryside.  Wokingham Borough Council (WBC) refused the application.

This was followed in September by PA182465 for construction of two dwellings at this location.  BPC did not oppose this proposal but did stress the need for landscaping vis a vis the bridleway that runs alongside the site.

This current application, PA200368, is virtually a re-run of PA181447 for the development of a third dwelling.  Although this proposed dwelling is slightly smaller than that proposed originally, BPC does not consider this difference to be material – it would still be overdevelopment of the original plot and out of character for the area.

Furthermore, now that the two dwellings approved under PA 182465 are nearing completion and their back gardens defined by a close boarded fence – the small size of these gardens is all too apparent and emphasises the overdevelopment of the original plot and, hence, the negative impact of the third house.

We have, also, since learnt that trees protected by TPO’s and the use of the bridleway to provide access to this additional dwelling are issues that have not been explored.

BPC requests that this appeal is dismissed for the above reasons and feel it is somewhat disingenuous of the appellant to seek to change the garden layout of the two houses nearing completion from that clearly shown in the block plan submitted with PA182465.  It raises the question whether PA182465, would have been approved if the small gardens now defined by the close boarded fence had been shown on the submitted application at the time.

201475 - Chestnuts, Chestnuts, Barkham Road, Wokingham, RG41 7TF

Full Planning application for the proposed erection of 4no. semi- detached dwellings following demolition of existing dwelling and associated outbuildings.

Barkham Parish Council have no objections to this application. 

The Council understand that there are tree preservation orders on the trees and hedgerow along the roadside and on three trees on the plot, and would like assurance that these will be protected.

201836 - Land At The Coombes, Coombes Lane, Arborfield, RG2 9JG

Prior approval submission for the provision of an agricultural storage building for the purposes of forestry.

Barkham Parish Council (BPC) opposes this application which is a rerun of PA 192803 dated 21 Oct 2019 and on 12 Dec 2019, WBC confirmed that prior approval was required and not given. This ruling was subject to appeal APPX0360W193243308 which was dismissed on 02 Jul 2020. 

The changes made in this application are not material. The scale and position of the proposed shed appear to be unchanged and the removal of the windows from the design is cosmetic especially as they could be retrofitted any time in the future. 

The structure size and provision of two areas and two external doors still seems well in excess of what would be needed to store tools and materials give the size of the plot and the amount of work that could be undertaken. 

It is a surprise to BPC that the applicant is justifying the shed on the grounds of general forestry applications as The Coombes are protected woodlands. 

The Coombes straddles the parishes of Arborfield and Barkham. They are much valued by walkers, cyclists and hors e riders from both parishes and further afield because of the openness, tranquillity of the woods and diverse ecology. 

The Coombes are designated as a wildlife site, an area of Local Geological interest with many TPOs in operation and falls within The Thames Basin Mitigation Zone. The area is included in Natural England’s Ancient Woodland Inventory under ID number 53208 

This proposal, contravenes many planning policies. For example: 

Section 175 (c) of the NPPF (2019) states: Development resulting in loss of deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodlands and ancient or veteran trees) should be refused unless there are wholly exceptional reasons and a suitable compensation strategy exists. Clearly this is not the case. 

The Arborfield and Barkham joint Neighbourhood Plan designates The Coombes and adjacent areas as a locally valued natural asset which requires under Policy IR3 (3) that:

Development proposals should conserve (such assets) and where possible enhance them. 

The Landscape Character Assessment (LCA) commissioned by Wokingham Borough Council in 2004 and updated in 2019 places The Coombes in the Bearwood Wooded Sands and Gravel Hills character area and states on page 283: 

The overall strategy for Bearwood Wooded Sands and Gravel Hills is to conserve and enhance the existing wooded and parkland character of the landscape and its biodiversity. 

The area is protected by virtue of CP3 of the current 2010 Core Plan which requires developments to: 

Have no detrimental impact upon important ecological, heritage, landscape or geological features or water courses. 

This application also contravenes CP11 of the Core Plan and Policy TB21 (Sections 1 and 2) of the 2014 Managing Development Delivery document. 

BPC request that prior approval is not given for the above reason. 

201709 - Little Hayes, Hayes Lane, Barkham, Wokingham, RG41 4TA

Householder application for the proposed erection of two storey front, side and rear extensions and first floor side/rear extension with 9 no. dormers, following demolition of existing car port and conservatory and changes to fenestration.

Barkham Parish Council object to this application on grounds that it is not possible to decide form the information provided how this would impact the neighbours and request that a formal visit be made by the planning officer to assess the impacts on neighbouring properties.

201708 - 49 Bearwood Road, Barkham, Wokingham, RG41 4SX

Full application for the proposed erection of 2no. 3-bedroom dwellings, following demolition of the existing bungalow.

Barkham Parish Council is opposed to this proposal on the grounds that it contravenes the Village Design Statement (VDS). The VDS states Any infilling should be appropriate in scale and mass relative to surrounding properties, and discouraged if a more cramped environment may result. Unsympathetic infilling can have a detrimental visual and spatial effect on adjacent properties, especially as residential gardens are an intrinsic feature of a rural community like Barkham. Nor should density be such that there is insufficient space for residential and visitor parking. 

In Bearwood road, there is a broad mix of different dwellings, but they are all well-spaced and the proposed detached houses are quite close, giving a cramped appearance. 

There are a few semidetached dwellings that appear as one house along Bearwood Road. BPC suggest that instead of 2no, 3-bedroom separate dwellings, a 2no 3-bedroom semidetached dwelling is constructed. This would give a more spacious feel to the development and will be more in character with the street scene and provide a less cramped environment.
· Any Other Planning Business

Housing Numbers Consultation – The Council need to respond to this consultation.  There is a good understanding of resident’s views on housing numbers as a result of the petition undertaken by the council last year, which is a strong starting point.  The Clerk will contact WBC to find out more information on the consultation, to enable the council to submit their response.  Responses need to be submitted to Government by 11.45pm on the 1st October 2020.
Joint Waste and Minerals proposed submission consultation – The council will review the documents and discuss whether a response is required at the next meeting.
19/325 Report from external Bodies - Cllr Kaiser, Ward Councillor for Barkham

None
19/326 Clerks Report

Land at Highlands Avenue

The Clerk has still not received a response from the solicitor regarding an update on the pot of land.  It is not showing as registered on the Land Registry site.

Item ongoing

Bearwood Road Footpath Project

The Clerk is writing to the residents about the project and will await their responses.

Item ongoing

Meeting with CEO

The Government are still recommending that virtual meetings of the council continue to be held. The is trying to arrange a suitable date for the meeting with the CEO.

Item ongoing

Enforcement Issues

Model Farm – This is under the appeal inspectorate, and will be decided in due course.

Barkham Manor Farm – This is still under enforcement being carried out by WBC

Land by Coppid Hill House – Enforcement Officers are due to visit the site soon to check compliance.  If this has not occurred, prosecution will follow.

BA6 Fence – The Fence has been removed; however, the posts remain.  Under planning law, this does not constitute a breach, however, under Public Rights of Way they are a breach and will be removed, this is currently being undertaken by WBC PROW team.
The Coombes – The Appeals for the various plots of land have been suspended due to the pandemic, they will be re-arranged in due course.

Item ongoing

Phone box Adoption

The Clerk is waiting for a contact person at the MOD to be provided by CRATUS, so that permission can be sought for the transfer of ownership.

Item ongoing

New Website Progress

The hosting transfer has completed and the website has been populated and is now live.  The Clerk will continue to add to and amend the pages to ensure it is up to date and current.

Item Closed

19/327 Finance

1. Accounts – The Council agreed the accounts and payments for July - September 2020 as listed below LGA 1972 s150 (5)

	Payments for July - September 2020 for authorisation at Council meeting on 8th September 2020

	Payment Method
	Payee
	Amount
	For

	S/O
	Staff Wages
	£887.29
	August 2020 salary - LGA 1972 s111      

	D/D
	Nest
	£85.01
	Pension Contribution Employer & Employee – August 2020 - LGA 1972 s111      

	D/D
	Plusnet
	£33.60
	Internet and phone charges – August - LGA 1972 s111      

	DD
	Lloyds Bank (Credit Card)
	£5.06
	Credit Card bill – July Payments

£2.06 – Postage – LGA 1972 s111

£3.00 monthly fee. – LGA 1972 s111

	BACS
	External auditor
	£360
	External Audit fee - Internal Audit Accounts & Audit Regulations 2003 reg 2

	S/O
	Staff Wages
	£887.29
	September 2020 salary - LGA 1972 s111      

	D/D
	Nest
	£85.01
	Pension Contribution Employer & Employee – September 2020 - LGA 1972 s111      

	D/D
	Plusnet
	£33.60
	Internet and phone charges – September - LGA 1972 s111      

	DD
	Lloyds Bank (Credit Card)
	£108.88
	Credit Card bill – August Payments

£95.88 – Dropbox Subscription LGA 1972 s111

£10.00 – Arbarplan.com final year Subscription LGA 1972 s111

£3.00 monthly fee. – LGA 1972 s111

	BACS
	Protect Signs
	£297.60
	6 x Speed watch roll up warning signs (CIL Expenditure)

Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 s.72

	BACS
	Amazon
	£21.42
	Stationary & Printer Ink LGA 1972 s111


The bank transactions will be authorised by Mrs Stubbs and Mr Lane
2. Report on Monies received

a. £85.00 – History Book Sales Henry Street
3. Insurance renewal – The council discussed the insurance renewal quotes received from Came and Co Insurance brokers. The council opted for the quote as advised by the broker on a 3-year deal at a cost of £1,375.09 for this year.
Proposed by Mr Lane
Seconded by Mr Alborzpour
The council voted and unanimously agreed to a policy being taken out as suggested by Came and Co in their quote package.  The Clerk will instruct Came and Co to procure the policy on behalf of the council.
19/317 Parish Office Operations – 

1. Policy Document Agreement 
The Council reviewed the Standard Operating Procedure Manual for the Speed Watch Group. It was proposed to be adopted by the council.

Proposed by Mr Dexter
Seconded by Mr Scott
The Council voted and unanimously agreed to adopt the procedure manual for use by the Speed Watch Group.
2. Junipers Youth Shelter – Mrs Stubbs informed the council of works completed to the Youth Shelter by WBC.  It has been cleaned and repainted to a good standard and is being used by residents.
19/318 Councillors Forum

Mr Dexter – If documents etc. are emailed to councillors, please can all councillors respond to the email to show they have received them and respond with any comments they have.  This ensures we have a paper trail for all items.
Mrs Stubbs – After discussions with a Barkham Resident, who was an aid to the Liberal Democrats Candidate, he has expressed an interest in becoming a councillor and will contact the Clerk to find out more information on the role, and whether there are any vacancies.

Mrs Stubbs – Enquired whether the Arborfield Green Community Centre was open to groups and users yet.  The Clerk is only aware of it being open to office users and the Crest team.
19/319 Date of next meeting
The next meeting of the council will be held on Tuesday 13th October.  The venue and time will be confirmed nearer to the meeting date, when more will be known surrounding the guidance around the ongoing Covid-19 pandemic.
There being no further business the meeting closed at 1.38 pm
These minutes are in DRAFT form and are subject to change

until signed as an accurate record at the next meeting


