Minutes of the Extraordinary Meeting of Kidlington Parish Council
Held at Exeter Hall, Oxford Road, Kidlington

On Thursday 21st February 2008

      Present:-

Cllr Chris Pack (Chair)






Cllr D Betts





Cllr S Bird






Cllr J Garlick

Cllr A Graham





Cllr D Holloway





Cllr A Hornsby-Smith

Cllr P Horsley






Cllr G Lawfull






Cllr Carole Pack






Cllr D Rae






Cllr C Robins





Cllr Tracey Wyse

Apologies for absence received from Cllr S Hepworth

Declaration of Interest: - none.

59.
Minutes
It was agreed to defer the signing of the Minutes of the Council meeting held on 10th January 2008 to the next ordinary meeting of the Parish Council.

60. 
Burial Ground
The Council had been circulated with information relating to the search for a new burial ground in Kidlington.  The report referred to the recommendation of the Community Committee to call a public meeting and to consider the option of putting both sites into the Local Development Framework programme (LDF).  
The Clerk reported that investigations had been undertaken over a number of years to find a new burial site, and consequent recommendations had been to pursue two sites only.  These had been subjected to investigations by Cotswold Geotech and reports on the observed ground conditions had been given.
The Clerk also reported that since the Community Committee it had become apparent that there may have been some misunderstandings in conversation with the Planning Officer, who had assumed that the Parish Council would have determined a site and be ready to submit a planning application by the end of March.  The Planning Officer had claimed that it was too late to submit additional sites for the strategy, and he had suggested that the LDF option was inappropriate in these circumstances.

The Council had now received a full report from the consultant looking into the options on behalf of the Parish Council, containing strong recommendations for discussions with the Environment Agency before proceeding.
The Clerk had been in contact with Malcolm Peters of the Environment Agency, who had confirmed that the report on the Council’s preferred option of land adjoining the current burial 
site, meant that it was likely to receive objections by the Environment Agency.

Mr Peters had advised that a one metre dry surface must be maintained beneath coffins, and that the Cotswold Geotech survey on the site had shown that water level observations had indicated that the ground was saturated from depths of around one metre below existing ground levels at 
this time of year.

The Environment Agency would not dismiss this site as an option, recognising that residents 
often prefer the option of burials within a similar location to what they are used to.  There were possibilities of eliminating the problems by concrete liners, but this would need to have very careful investigation, and the Council were unsure that this was an option to be recommended.

The alternative site, which was located in Gosford and Water Eaton parish, was shown to have water levels that indicated that the ground was saturated to within half a metre of ground surface, probably due to “perched” water contained within the slightly more permeable sandy superficial clays.
Mr Peters understood this description, which he said was not uncommon in burial sites.  He explained that the type of soil would mean that although the ground may be wet, it would be contained and when the grave was filled in, it would be isolated and would not leach into the surrounding water courses.  This reflected the comment by the Cotswold Geotech surveyors.

It was noted that this was the more acceptable site to the Environment Agency, but the Council was still minded that the public preference would be for them to continue with the site adjoining the burial ground as an option.

Members were concerned about taking a knee-jerk reaction, and thought that the LDF process was still available.  It was thought that the Planning Officer had assumed that the Parish Council was further ahead with its site search than in fact was the case, and although there had been a suggestion by the Planning Department that it was too late to submit a site, members of the Council with planning experience were of the opinion that a site could be submitted at any time prior to and even beyond the preferred option stage.

Members were concerned that investigation should continue and planning application be submitted when ready.  

It was also noted that the Gosford site was already an option site for development.

It was suggested that a planning application could be put in for just one site, and noted that although the Gosford site was a better option as far as the geological survey was concerned, it had not yet been ruled to be without any problems and required some further investigations.
The Council were concerned that there may be public objections to the alternative, and it was important to be completely certain that it was a possibility before taking it to the next stage.  It was also important that the public understood the strategy as to why burials may be transferred away from the vicinity of the existing burial ground.   There was concern that the public view should be considered.

The Council agreed to note the difficulties with the preferred site, but that the Council should see if these could be overcome.  If there were objections from the Environment Agency, that site would have to fall.

RESOLVED ‘in view of the confidential nature of the business about to be transacted
it is advisable in the public interest that the press and public be temporarily excluded
and they are instructed to withdraw’.
61. Exeter Close Pavilion Tenders

Councillor Rae introduced the subject and explained that tenders had been opened in her presence. Four had been received of the seven that had been despatched.  Two contractors had been unable to tender because there was insufficient time, and the third had withdrawn.
The Council had received a tabled report from the architect Nick Turner of Turner Designs.  The report indicated that there was a close match between two companies, but that additional information had been requested.  The time scale had been too tight between opening and the meeting to obtain that additional information, but it was important if there was to be an April start on the project that things were not delayed.
It was noted that the lowest tender was £60,000 above the budget, which would require additional borrowing later in the year.  However, the overall project, including the football pitches, was over budget by a lesser amount so that the Council’s contribution was unlikely to be increased be more than £45,000.  

RESOLVED to authorise the Clerk in consultation with the Chairman to appoint either of the two lowest tenderers following further detailed report from the architect, with the proviso that the final figure was not greater than £459,580.04 being the lowest received.
Chair
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