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  Chair’s initials: ………………. 

Minutes of Tunstall Parish Council Meeting 

Held on 19th August 2020 ~ 7.00pm 

Via Zoom Video Conference 

Present 
Cllr. Steve Smith (Chair)  Cllr. Katherine Barton  Cllr. Oliver Morgan 

Cllr. Philip Noakes  Cllr. Niels Petersen  Cllr. Kevin Ross 

Cllr. Andy Vince   Cllr. Sophy Yeoman (after 7.37pm) 

   

Judi Hallett (Clerk)  One member of the public was present 

1. To receive Apologies for absence:  

There were no apologies for absence.  

2. To receive any Declarations of Interest and any Applications for Dispensation on Agenda Items 

(either pecuniary or non-pecuniary): 

Cllr. Ross queried if he should declare in interest in item 10. c), this was felt unnecessary. 

3. Public Participation - To receive: 

a) Reports from County and District Councillors: 

• Cllr. Andrew Reid – Tri-weekly reports regarding Coronavirus were being circulated but no monthly 

report had been received as yet. 

• Cllr Ray Herring – No report had been received.  

b) Reports or comment from any member of the public – The following comments were made: 

• The Bulletin – It was agreed that the Editor of the Bulletin would be permitted to speak during 

item 11. b). 

4. To agree minutes of meetings dated 29th July 2020: 

Cllr. Petersen proposed these be adopted as a true record of the meeting. This was seconded by Cllr. 

Vince and all Councillors were in agreement. The Clerk agreed to post them on the Website. 

Action: Clerk 

5. Planning: 

a) To discuss and agree response to the following Applications received: 

i. DC/20/2782/FUL | Erection of new two storey dwelling Plunketts Farm, School Road, 

Tunstall. Councillors made the following comments: 

• The Clerk explained the phrase ‘Physical Limits Boundary’ 

• This application is remarkably similar to a previous one at this site earlier in the year 

and I see no reason to amend our original comments 
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• There have been attempts to build on this land for a long while [no history of 

applications on the Planning Portal] 

• There was suggestion a few years back that Enabling Development would be used to 

fund the River Defences, but the proposal was not well received among School Road 

residents 

• A development such as this may set a precedent for further development in that area 

• The application seems to rely on the Policy that suggests a ‘Cluster’ of houses is 

permitted outside the PLB 

• The main objections from the previous application still stand: Proposal is outside the 

PLB and therefore development in the Countryside (where it does not meet the 

‘Cluster’ requirements) and the height of the proposed development means it will 

have an ‘overbearing nature’ on surrounding properties. 

• Conclusion: Objection (on above the grounds). The Clerk agreed to write to ESC 

Planning with these comments. 

ii. DC/20/1486/FUL Erection of a conservatory/sunroom at rear of house with adjoining door 

(replacing the window) to the existing living room and double doors leading from the 

existing dining room. Sandlings Cottage, 5 The Common, Tunstall. Councillors made the 

following comments: 

• The development cannot be seen from the road 

• The development is in keeping with the property, I can see no issues 

• Conclusion: No Objection. The Clerk agreed to write to ESC Planning with these 

comments. 

iii. To discuss the Government’s Planning White Paper and two other recent consultations; 

and decide upon TPC’s preferred method to comment: 

• This and the other recent consultations are massive documents and too big to discuss 

at a meeting 

• There are words in the papers that claim areas such as the AONB and SSSI will be 

‘protected’ but how can we ensure this; how will Tunstall be classified? 

• The idea of speeding up the Planning Process is a good one but at what cost? 

• There is grave concern who will hold the Planning Authorities to account 

• If ‘Brown-Filed’ sites have a ‘green light’ for development this could lead to massive 

over development in some areas 

• Although this is a very large document, we need to consult residents and invite them 

to comment (both directly to Government and to TPC) 

• Agreed Actions: 

a. Clerk to place article in Bulletin and on Grapevine to send link to the White 

Paper to residents and invite comments by 30th September 

b. All Councillors to send comments to Clerk for collation and a draft reply to be 

constructed 

Action: Clerk and all Councillors 
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6. Alde and Ore Community Partnership – To receive and discuss the AOCP Draft Constitution: 

The draft constitution had been sent to all and the concept of the group, and how communications 

would be handled, was explained by Cllr. Petersen and the Clerk. Cllr. Petersen proposed the draft 

constitution be supported. This was seconded by Cllr. Barton and all Councillors were in agreement. 

The Clerk agreed to write to the AOCP to advise. 

Action: Clerk  

7. Village Appearance – To receive update from the Clerk: 

The Clerk advised that the Autumn Litter Pick would be advertised in the September Bulletin and 

again on the Grapevine nearer the event. 

It was felt that with the MUGA project in full swing other projects should perhaps be put on hold for 

the time being. 

Action: Clerk 

8. To discuss continuing holding meetings via Video/Audio Conferencing: 

The Clerk explained that the legislation permitted online meetings up until 8th May 2021 and that the 

current NALC guidance was that ‘on-line’ meetings should continue to be held at the present 

moment. She also advised that the Community Hall (main hall), where any meeting would need to 

be held to ensure social distancing, was presently only allowing one organisation to meet. It was 

therefore agreed to continue meetings via VC/AC for the meetings during 2020 and review the 

situation at the December 2020 meeting. 

Action: Clerk  

9. Recreation Ground/Community Centre: 

a) To receive update on the MUGA and to discuss holding a separate meeting to consider all 

options for the management of the facility: 

The Chair gave an update on the progress of the installation of the MUGA, stating that the 

fencing could be finished by the end of the week. Both Curles and an ETC Manager had recently 

been onsite and all was going to plan. The Clerk advised that the time had come to make some 

decisions around the more detailed MUGA Management processes such as booking and 

charging, etc. It was agreed that a document of possible options would be circulated, and a 

separate MUGA Committee meeting be held on Thursday 3rd September at 6.00pm (via Zoom) 

to try to agree processes. 

Cllr. Yeoman entered the meeting  

b) To discuss and agree MUGA Lighting switching principles: 

After discussion it was agreed that: 

I. The MUGA Lighting should be switched via a large button (or two buttons) from inside 

the court 

II. The switch should be on a time to operate only between 4.00pm and 9.15pm 

III. The lights should automatically go off after an hour (but easily be switched on again) 

and 
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IV. A sensor should be in the court to detect movement, if no movement were detected 

the lights would go off. 

V. The Path lighting should also be on both a timer and motion sensor 

These principles were proposed by Cllr. Smith, seconded by Cllr. Vince and all Councillors were in 

agreement. 

c) To discuss purchase of a new Notice Board: 

After discussing various options, it was agreed that Cllr. Smith should purchase an A3 board 

through ‘Notice-Me-Boards-And-Displays’ at a price of £55.00 + £10 delivery. A location for this 

board (either on posts or fixed to a fence) would be agreed at a later date. 

d) Additional Item – Emergency repairs to Play Park Wooden Fence: 

The Clerk reported that the wooden fence at the Play Park (between the Park and the Bowls 

Green) had fallen further and was now dangerous to those using the Park.  A quote had been 

received from Mr Pollock to repair/replace the panels and posts, either with Post Mix or a metal 

Anchor (prices between £610 and £633). Cllr. Ross suggested a ‘Concrete Spur’ at the foot of 

each post would be a longer-term option. It was agreed that, given the nature of the state of 

the fence, the Clerk would ask Mr Pollock to price for the concrete spurs and could authorise 

expenditure up to a limit of £800; this was formally proposed by Cllr. Yeoman, seconded by Cllr. 

Ross and all Councillors were in agreement. 

e) Additional Item - Replacement of the front fence at the Play Park : 

The Clerk had circulated 2 quotes for the front fence of the Play Park to be replaced with a 

‘metal’ fence. She was currently awaiting 2 further quotes and would also explore grants (or 

possibly using the S106 funds in the Play Pot) before the item was discussed at the September 

meeting. 

Action: Clerk  

10. Tunstall Forest and Common: 

a) To receive update letter to Forestry England Chair: 

The letter from Forestry England was acknowledged by all. Cllr. Ross agreed to monitor the 

situation and report back if he had any concerns. 

b) To discuss proposed Information Boards or Information Notice Boards for Tunstall Common:  

It was acknowledged that this matter had been discussed for some months and there had been 

little progress. It was agreed that the board should be a formal ‘Information Board’, i.e. pre-

printed and set at an angle and height for almost everyone to be able to see. It was 

acknowledged that there were ample funds to resource one or two boards and that the 

information on them should be of a static nature with a QR code to link people to the TPC 

website for changeable information.  

In conclusion, Cllr. Yeoman agreed to work with Cllrs Ross and Noakes on the design of a board 

and present a draft to Council for review.  
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Cllr. Ross confirmed that the ‘No Fires No Barbeques’ signs had been put up at both car parks. 

c) To discuss and approve expenditure on Asulox (Spray for Bracken) – total of £1,289.55 (+ VAT) - 

as exceeds budget for 2020/21:  

Cllr. Ross explained why the Asulox was required and how it worked. It was made clear that any 

expenditure of this volume must be pre-approved by Council (as per the Financial Regulations).  

Cllr. Noakes proposed approval of this expenditure. This was seconded by Cllr. Smith and all 

were in agreement. Cllr. Ross indicated that there would be a further invoice for the application 

of the Asulox and that he would put this to the Council as soon as it was received by him. 

Action: Cllrs. Ross, Yeoman and Noakes 

11. Finance Matters: 

a) To review Accounts for July 2020: 

The accounts had been distributed to all. It was felt the MUGA income and expenditure was 

making analysis of the accounts exceedingly difficult. The Clerk agreed to separate the income 

and expenditure for the MUGA but leaving the totals as they were. The paper copy of the 

accounts and review of the bank statements and building society books, would be carried out 

by a cheque signatory outside the meeting.  

b) To discuss Tunstall Bulletin and printing costs: 

Firstly, it was agreed that the new style ‘A3 folded’ Bulletin was much preferred to the old ‘A4 

double sided’ version and that, if possible, this style should be adopted going forward. 

The Clerk explained the original budget (for the older style) had been set at £300 for the year 

but that the first ‘new style’ costs amounted to £120 per month and were therefore 

unsustainable. However, the Editor had investigated some alternative printers and 

recommended using RM Phoenix who would charge £59 (inc. delivery) per month. The Clerk 

explained that this new annual charge (£708) could be met by using the original budget of £300 

and the reduction agreed by the Hall Committee on the cost of the PC Office in the Hall, an 

amount of £400. There was also scope to ask businesses or individuals to ‘sponsor’ an edition of 

the Bulletin for a set amount (£20 per edition for example), which would also help with the 

costs. It was agreed that the printing should revert to RM Phoenix at a monthly cost of £59 and 

that the Editor should seek sponsors. 

c) To receive Conclusion of Audit and Section 3 of Part 3 of the 2019-20 AGAR from PKF Littlejohn 

LLP: 

The Clerk explained that the Conclusion of Audit and Section 3 of Part 3 of the 2019-20 AGAR 

had been received from PKF and there were no actions noted. Both documents had been 

posted on the website and the notice was also on the notice board. 

d) To remind Councillors of Section 4 of the Financial Regulations (Budgetary Control and 

Authority to Spend) and the process that must be followed for all expenditure: 

The Clerk reminded the Councillors of the need for all expenditure to be authorised, as per the 

Financial Regulations. 
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e) To authorise the following Invoices for Payment: 

i. R W Curle (50% MUGA Lighting) £12,090.00 

ii. T Pollock (Pens for Trail) £61.14 

iii. T Pollock (Prizes for Scarecrow Competition) £29.98 

The above payments were proposed by Cllr. Smith, seconded by Cllr. Yeoman and all Councillors 

were in agreement they be paid. The Clerk agreed to take the cheques to Cllrs. Smith and Morgan 

for signing. 

f) To note Payments made since last meeting: 

i. Handsome Prints Company (Bulletin Printing) £240.00 

ii. PKF Littlejohn LLP (External Audit) £240.00 

iii. ETC Sports Surfaces Ltd (MUGA) £26,107.69 

iv. Transfer to Current Account from IBS Account £5,000.00 

g) To note Payments received since last meeting: 

i. Transfer from IBS Account £5,000.00 

h) To note Bank Balances as at 31st July 2020: 

i. Barclays Bank (Current Account) £27,090.79 

ii. IBS (Tunstall Parish Council) £6,445.13 

iii. IBS (Tunstall Common Fund) £53,513.73 

Action: Clerk 

12. Documentation – To review, discuss and potentially accept the following documents: 

a. TPC Bring Your Own Device Policy - August 2020 

b. Non-Financial Risk Assessment - August 2020 

It was agreed to defer the Non-Financial Risk Assessment until the September meeting as further 

amendments were required. 

The BOYD policy was taken as read and Cllr. Petersen proposed it be adopted. This was seconded by 

Cllr. Yeoman and all Councillors were in agreement.  

Action: Clerk 

13. To receive agenda items for next meeting and agree date of Next Meeting: 

Items to add to the next agenda: 

• None at the time of the meeting 

The date of the next meeting was agreed for Wednesday 9th September 7.00pm, via Video/Audio 

Conference. The meeting closed at 9.03pm. 

 

Signed: ……………………………………………………………….  Date: ………………………………………….. 

Cllr. Steve Smith, Chair 

Judi Hallett 
Clerk to Tunstall Parish Council 


