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STAINDROP PARISH COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF ORDINARY MEETING 
 
Masonic Hall Thursday   Time:  7.15 p.m. 
Staindrop           21st April 2016 
 
 
Present:  D Chapman, E Chicken, D Devonport, S Devonport, R J Humphries, D 
Kinch, D Reed (in the Chair) and A Smith. 
 

Tom Bolton – Parish Clerk 
 
Miss Nadine Hirst 
 
Amanda Astrop and Emma Hignett Curran 
 
Representative from the Teesdale Mercury. 
 
175/15  APOLOGIES AND REASONS FOR ABSENCE 
 

There were no apologies. 
 
176/15  DISCLOSURES OF INTERESTS 
 

Councillor Reed declared an interest in relation Item 20(b) on the agenda (Footpaths 
on North Green). 
 
177/15 ANY APPLICATIONS FOR DISPENSATIONS 
 

There were no applications for Dispensations. 
 
178/15  MINUTES AND ACTION POINTS  
 

(a) The minutes of the meeting held on 17th March 2016 were confirmed as a correct 
record and signed by the Chairman. 

 

(b) A list outlining actions arising from issues determined at the March meeting was 
noted (for copy see file of minutes).  

 

In relation to the issue concerning dog fouling at Beckside/Queens Head Wynd, the 
Clerk advised that he had been contacted by the Neighbourhood Wardens and that 
this area, as well as the Black Path, would be inspected. However, without, specific 
evidence about times when offences had occurred and descriptions of owners and 
dogs, it was more difficult for the Wardens to catch and prosecute offenders. The 
Wardens would also check the position regarding stickers. As regards Wardens 
coming along to a future meeting, because of the shift pattern of the Wardens, this 
would have to be arranged as a session at say 6.30 p.m. prior to a future meeting of 
the Council. It was hoped a meeting could be arranged before the summer recess. 
 
With reference to the alleged obstruction of highway at 12/13 Broumley Court, the 
Clerk advised that he had checked this location twice since the last meeting and 
there had been no obstruction at those times. 

 

 RESOLVED: 
 

That the Action Points report be noted and arrangements be made for a discussion 
with the Neighbourhood Warden(s) about dog fouling on the basis set out above. 
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179/15  TO CONSIDER AN APPLICATION FOR CO-OPTION TO THE COUNCIL 
 
Members heard an application from Miss Nadine Hirst to become a co-opted member 
of the Council. Miss Hirst was thanked for her interest and advised that her 
application would be discussed and determined later, in the closed part of the 
meeting. 
 
180/15  QUESTIONS – TO DEAL WITH ANY ISSUES RAISED BY MEMBERS OF 
THE PUBLIC  
 

The Clerk referred to a previous telephone conversation with Mrs Moreton and 
correspondence received that day from Mr & Mrs Moreton of 2 Ladyclose Croft 
(circulated), outlining their concerns about a planning notification regarding the felling 
of nine trees at 50, North Green, Staindrop, which issue they had asked be brought 
to the attention of the Council. 
 

The Clerk advised that the application (DM/16/011771/TCA) for the consent of the 
County Council to fell trees in a conservation area was not one about which the 
Parish Council would ordinarily be consulted and there was no provision for 
objections to be lodged. The application and consent process required the County 
Council’s trees officer to inspect the application site to determine whether the trees 
should be felled for the reasons given (in this instance, for some of the trees, on the 
application plan). If the officer felt that any of the trees were of merit or undamaged 
and should not be felled, a Tree Preservation Order could be made, although the 
landowner would have a right of appeal against this. 
 

Reference was made during the ensuing discussion to the insufficient information on 
the application regarding the condition of all the existing trees and the impact that the 
felling of all the trees at the same time might have; perhaps a phased felling 
programme, if the Council’s officer was of the opinion that consent should be given, 
would be more advantageous. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That the attention of the County Council be drawn to the concerns of the adjoining 
residents, together with the views of the Parish Council, and that the trees officer be 
asked to pay particular care in assessing the condition and suitability of the trees for 
felling. 
 
181/15  POLICE AND NEIGHBOURHOOD WATCH REPORT 
 

There was nothing to report about crime issues locally.  
 
182/15  REPORTS FROM REPRESENTATIVES ON OUTSIDE BODIES OR FROM 
COUNTY COUNCILLORS 
 

(a) Travellers/Residents Working Group 
 

Councillor Reed reported that he had attended a recent meeting of the Teesdale 
Traveller and Residents Working Group. Arrangements were well in hand linked to 
the annual migration of Travellers in the locality. 
 

(b) Scarth Hall 
 

Councillor Chicken referred to the timescale for refurbishment works to Scarth Hall 
which was expected to be concluded by late summer and thanked adjoining 
neighbours for their forbearance during the works. 
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183/15  VILLAGE GREEN, ETC. 
 

(a) Gateway Issues 
 
The Clerk reported that a response had now been received from the County Council  
about the Parish Council’s request for road markings in the vicinity of the Gateway 
entrances at the east and western approaches to Staindrop. The reply indicated that 
no funding was available for road marking unless the County Council was to 
undertake any resurfacing in the vicinity, although, if the Parish Council was prepared 
to fund the works, they could be undertaken on a cost basis. The County Council had 
been asked for an indication of costs but these were dependent upon the types of 
road markings used – there were no specific signs for gateways. 
 
The Clerk also reported that, in further correspondence with the County Council, 
about the planting of flowers at the base of the gateway fencing, it had been 
indicated that no licence for planting would be necessary. However, an indemnity and 
evidence of insurance would be required, together with details of the planting scheme 
to be considered by the County Council, as highway authority, before it granted 
permission. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

1. That the correspondence in connection with road markings be forwarded to 
County Councillors Richardson and Rowlandson asking whether they could 
provide funding for some road surface signing at the Gateway entrances to 
Staindrop. 

2. The proposals for planting at the gateways be not proceeded with. 
 

(b) Defibrillator 
 

The Clerk advised that the application by the Parish Council to Teesdale Action 
Partnership for a grant of £1000 had been approved in full. The application was 
based on a total cost of £2250 for the kit and installation, but might be reduced 
proportionately if the final cost was lower. 
 
Information had now been received from the North East Ambulance Service about 
the suggested equipment. The cabinet was £590 plus VAT and the defibrillator itself 
was £841 plus VAT.  
  
RESOLVED: 
 

1. That TAP be thanked for their generosity in providing a grant. 
2. The Clerk liaise with Scarth Hall regarding the installation of the equipment. 
 
(c) Guidance for use of Staindrop Parish Council Community Notice Board 
 

The Clerk circulated a copy of the suggested guidance for use of the Staindrop 
Parish Council Community Notice Board (for copy see file of Minutes). 
 
RESOLVED: 
 

That the guidance be adopted  
 

(d) Litter Bins 
 

In response to a question about progress with the damaged litter bins in Staindrop, 
the Clerk reported that, in the last email from the County Council, an undertaking had 
been given to carry our repairs to the bins. 
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RESOLVED: 
 

That the Clerk write to the County Council asking about progress on this issue.. 
 
184/15  PLAYGROUND 
 

(a) Playground Inspection Training Course 
 

The Clerk referred to the previous decision of the Parish Council to fund the 
attendance of Councillor Chapman at a playground inspection training course. 
Following a subsequent discussion with Councillor Chapman and the Chairman, it 
had been agreed that it would be beneficial for the Council if Councillor Chapman 
also sat the RPII Playground Inspector’s Exam at the conclusion of the course at an 
additional cost of £195, which, if successful, would lead to a recognised qualification. 
Councillor Chapman had agreed to make a contribution towards the additional cost 
and to undertake a monthly inspection of the playground in addition to the existing 
monthly external inspection arrangements and, if qualified, would be in a position to 
advise the Council about playground safety issues. The Council had now been 
advised that Councillor Chapman had successfully completed the course and the 
examination. 
 
RESOLVED: 
 

1. That the actions of the Chairman in agreeing the additional cost (including travel) 
be confirmed. 

2. That Councillor Chapman be congratulated on successfully completing the 
Inspectors Exam. 

 
(b) Playground Equipment 
 
The Clerk referred to the recent safety inspections which were indicating that the 
foundations for the springers, and possibly the see-saw, in the playground were 
slightly loose and, although low risk, should be monitored. The matter had already 
been drawn to the attention of Kompan via Groundwork who had contacted the 
contractors at the end of last year. It was understood that the installation only had 
been covered under guarantee until January 2016.  
 
There was an expectation on the part of the Council’s insurers that, although low risk, 
the defects would be attended to at some point. By way of comparison, an estimate 
had been obtained from Park Lane Services to remedy the situation – the cost was 
£900. It was suggested that Kompan should be asked to inspect the equipment with 
a view to resolving any problems. With the proposals for Phase 2 of the playground 
being developed and Kompan as a possible supplier, it was important that the 
company was able to demonstrate the quality of the both its equipment and 
installation. Amanda Astrop from the Playground Committee advised that they were 
already in contact with the Kompan representative about Phase 2 and would pass on 
the contact details to the Clerk to allow this matter to be raised with the company. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That the issues be drawn to the attention of the contractors with a view to rectifying 
the matters identified in the safety inspections. 
 

(c) Playground Fencing 
 

With reference to the decision of the Council at the previous meeting to discuss 
fencing issues for the playground with the Playground Committee and the 
Scouts/Guides, the Clerk advised that he written to both parties. The Scouts had 
provided a contact for any discussions. Amanda Astrop and Emma Hignett Curran  
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advised that they too were prepared to attend a meeting with Councillor Chapman  
and possible contractors to discuss fencing proposals for Phase 2.  
 
RESOLVED: 
 

That the arrangements be made for a meeting. 
 

(d) Playground – Fundraising etc. 
 

Amanda Astrop and Emma Hignett Curran provided an update as follows: 
 

 The application to Tesco had been successful and £12,000 had been 
awarded, 75% of which would be provided upfront and the remainder on 
completion. Landowner consent was required and they would contact Raby 
about this. 

 An application for funding to Durham Community Foundation was proposed. 
The documents would need to be signed by the Parish Council. 

 An application for funding from Councillors Richardson and Rowlandson via 
Teesdale Action Partnership was to be made. Amanda would complete the 
necessary forms. 

 A possible further bid for National Lottery Funding was also being considered. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That the Playground Committee be thanked for their fundraising and authority be 
given for the necessary applications to be made. 
 
185/15  CORRESPONDENCE 
 

The following correspondence was considered: 
 

(a) Information from County Durham Association of Local Councils (for copy see file 
of Minutes). 

(b) Came & Company Spring Newsletter 
(c) Lord Barnard – letter of condolence sent by Parish Council to Mr Vane & Family 
(d) County of Durham School Benevolent Fund – request for donation. 
 

RESOLVED:  
 

I. That the Council note the CDALC report and Came & Company Newsletter; 
II. That Councillor Reed attend the memorial service for Lord Barnard when 

arranged;  
III. The request for funding from the County of Durham School Benevolent Fund 

be forwarded for consideration at a future meeting of the Finance Committee. 
 
186/15  STAINDROP SCOUTS AND GUIDES – NEW SCOUT HUT 
 

The Clerk reported that he had now received a request for funding from the Scouts 
and Guides in connection with the new Scout. The shortfall identified so far covered 
items such as a non-slip floor, kitchen equipment etc. and the Scouts/Guides were 
looking to raise £5,250 over the next few months. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That the Parish Council is minded to support the new development, but the details of 
any grant to be awarded be considered in detail at the meeting of the Finance 
Committee on 16th June and that any recommendations for grant be 
considered/approved by the Council meeting to follow immediately thereafter. 
 
 
 



6 
 

 
 
187/15  PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
 
(a) Update on Representations to Durham County Council about Pre-

application Planning Advice: 
 

The Clerk reported that, following the last meeting of the Council, attempts had been 
made to raise the Parish Council’s concerns with Durham County Council about the 
County Council’s policies and procedures concerning pre-application advice and 
planning applications. Councillor Kinch had sought to include an item for 
consideration at the joint forum between the County Durham Association of Local 
Councils and the County Council earlier in April, but the meeting had been cancelled 
and indications received that, as a similar matter had been considered previously by 
the forum, it might not be included for discussion in any event. The next meeting was 
not scheduled until June or July. 
 
In the circumstances and, following consultation with the Chairman/Vice-Chairman, it 
was considered that the Parish Council should raise its concerns directly with the 
County Council’s Corporate Director for Regeneration and Economic Development 
who had overall responsibility for planning. A copy of the note sent was circulated 
(for copy see file of Minutes). It was understood the Corporate Director was 
currently away on holiday. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That the actions and content of the note be confirmed. 
 
(b) Approved by Durham County Council 
 

The Clerk reported that the following applications, which the Parish Council had 
objected to, had now been formally approved: 
 

(i) Application No. DM/15/03923/FPA: Demolition of garage building and 
erection of dwelling with car port and garage at Nursery Garage, Stangarth 
Lane, Staindrop 

(ii) Application No. DM/16/00020/FPA: Demolition of existing buildings and 
erection of 2 no. detached dwellings with garages at Gorst Hall Gardens, 
Stangarth Lane, Staindrop. 

 
(c) Statement of Community Involvement 
 

The Clerk referred to a consultation by the County Council, which had only recently 
been published, about community involvement in planning issues, the consultation 
expiry date for which ended on 13th May. 
 
Councillor Humphries referred to the relevance of the document in relation to the 
Parish Council’s previously expressed concerns about pre-application advice and the 
lack of knowledge of both statutory consultees and the public of pre-application 
discussions between the County Council’s officers and applicants, and likewise, lack 
of any knowledge on the part of planning officers involved in giving such advice about 
potential community views on particular applications.  
 
Section 4 of the draft Statement of Community Involvement (Paras 4.5, 4.6, 4.7 and 
4.12) referred to the arrangements for statutory consultees and the public to respond 
to planning applications, when first received, but given that this might come after 
months of negotiation between planners and applicants (referred to as “customers” in 
the draft Statement), it was very little time and statutory consultees and the public 
under the existing arrangements were totally unaware of any pre-application 
discussions about potential development. This needed to be addressed along the  
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lines suggested in the Parish Council’s letter about pre-application advice to the 
County Council 
 
The pre-application advice protocol referred to in Para. 4.10 of the draft Statement 
was also considered to be deficient and needed to be improved along the lines 
suggested in the Parish Council’s letter, to at least include adherence to the Local  
Government Association and British Property Federation “10 Commitments for 
Effective Pre-Planning Engagement”. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 
1. That the representations made by the Parish Council to the County Council’s 

Corporate Director for Regeneration and Economic Development referred to at (a) 
above be confirmed. 

2. That the approvals at (b) above be noted. 
3. The Parish Council respond by letter to the County Council’s consultation on the 

draft Statement of Community Involvement on the basis set out in (c) above. 
 

188/15  ANNUAL AUDIT AND ACCOUNTS 2015-16 
 

The Clerk advised that details of the 2015-16 audit for Staindrop Parish Council had 
now been received.  
 

Copies of the following documents were submitted to the Council for consideration: 
 

(a) Schedules (draft) of income and expenditure for 2015-16. 
(b) Copy of Parts 1 and 2 of the Annual Return for 2015-16 
(c) Statement of Support. 

 

(for copies see file of minutes). 
 

The documents, once approved by Council, would then be submitted to the Internal 
Auditor for checking before any amendments and final approval by the Council at its 
May meeting and submission to the External Auditors. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

1. That the draft schedules of income and expenditure be noted.  
2. That part 1 of the Annual Return (Annual Governance Statement) be completed 

and the answers to questions 1-8 be “yes” and to question 9 be “NA” to indicate 
that the Council has fully complied with the governance requirements. 

3. That the draft Part 2 of the Annual Return be noted 
4. That the statement of support be approved. 
5. That the documents be submitted to the Internal Auditor for checking and 

certification before any amendments and final approval by Council at its May 
meeting prior to submission to the external auditors 

 
189/15  INCOME AND ACCOUNTS 
 

The following was reported to and authorised by the Council: 
 

Income 
 

DCC (Precept and LCTSS Grant £16,360    £16,593 
and Walks Leaflet Grant £233)     
 
Bank Interest (2015-16)      £5.67 
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Expenditure 
 

G Stockton (Litter picking – April 2016)    £54.17 
 
T Bolton (Salary, mileage, stamps etc. April 2016)   £416.78 
   

Tyne & Wear Play Ltd. (Playground Training)   £445.00 
     
Peter Wade (Notice Board flags, gate, fence palings, bollard) £191.00 
 

Lifestyle Printing (Walks Leaflets)      £233.00 
(includes £8.00 VAT on leaflet holders) 
 
190/15  QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS FOR THE CLERK OR CHAIRMAN 
 

(a) Speed of Heavy Goods Vehicles in Staindrop 
 

Reference was made to representations made to Councillors about the perceived 
speed of Teward’s vehicles driving through Staindrop. It was noted that it was difficult 
for local residents to accurately assess the speed of such vehicles, but that 
nevertheless, their concerns should be transmitted to the Company. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That the Parish Council write to Tewards, advising the Company of the concerns 
expressed to councillors. 
 

(b) Teesdale Action Partnership 
 

Councillor Kinch referred to the priorities for the coming year which had been agreed 
by the TAP. 
 

(c) Fly Tipping near Staindrop Primary School 
 

Councillors S and D Devonport referred to fly tipping inside a boundary fence 
adjacent to Staindrop Primary School. The Clerk advised that he would report the 
issue to the County Council. 
 

191/15  DATE OF NEXT MEETING 
 

The next meeting of the Parish Council (Annual) will be held on Thursday 19th May 
2016 in the Masonic Hall. 
 
192/15  EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC 
 

That the press and public be excluded from the meeting during consideration of the 
following items because of the need to consider (a) an application for co-option; (b) 
legal advice and actions about parking in Staindrop and (c) legal issues in relation to 
the footpaths on North Green. 
 

193/15  APPLICATION FOR CO-OPTION 
 

The Council considered the application from Miss Nadine Hirst for co-option to the 
Council.  
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That Miss Hirst be co-opted as a member of the Council, subject to the completion of 
the necessary documentation, including the acceptance of office, and register of 
interest forms and code of conduct requirements. 
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194/15  PARKING ON VILLAGE GREEN IN STAINDROP 
 

The Clerk reported the receipt of a letter from a local resident complaining about the 
parking of a vehicle on the registered village green in the vicinity of the Wheatsheaf  
Public House and asking for details of the law in relation to this issue and what 
actions the Parish Council proposed to take. The Chairman advised that he had 
previously been aware of this particular problem and had spoken to the person 
parking unlawfully, advising them of the protection afforded to the greens. 
 
The Clerk then outlined the law relevant to protection of statutory village greens; the 
Byelaws which also protected the greens from encroachment; and the processes for 
bringing actions to prevent parking on and damage to the greens, as well as the 
evidential requirements and benefits/risks in obtaining a successful prosecution. The 
Parish Council was not the only body which could bring an action.  
 
Previously the Council had achieved some success in leafleting particular groups of 
households when problems had occurred. Reference was made by members to the 
legal issues involved and to recourse to the law, which, it was felt, should be a last 
resort after other efforts to resolve any issues had failed. The Parish Council had 
consistently taken the view that unlawful encroachments on the greens should be 
resisted and had taken actions on many occasions. It was pointed out that an action 
(under the 1876 Act) could also be brought by any inhabitant of the Parish. Other 
agencies such as the County Council and the police also had a role to play. It was, 
however, recognised that there were demands upon parking in the village which, 
although the Parish Council had sought previously to address, were continuing. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

1. That the position be noted 
2. The Parish Council seek to involve the Police and County Council, including 

Neighbourhood Wardens, in tackling the encroachment on greens by vehicles 
3. The issue of parking and potential solutions be also discussed with Raby Estate. 
4. The complainant be advised accordingly 
 
Prior to consideration of the following item, Councillor Reed declared an interest and 
left the meeting. 
 

COUNCILLOR D CHAPMAN in the Chair 
 
195/15  FOOTPATHS ON NORTH GREEN 
 

The Clerk advised that a response had now been received from Raby Estate in 
relation to the emails and letter sent concerning arrangements for a meeting, asking, 
if prior to arranging a meeting, the Parish Council could provide details of any legal 
advice it had received regarding the footpaths. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

That Raby Estate be advised that, at the forthcoming meeting, the Parish Council 
representatives would be happy to outline the Council's view on the footpaths issue, 
based on the legal and historical research carried out on its behalf. 
 

 


