
TUTBURY PARISH COUNCIL 

 

A meeting of the Parish Council was held in the Charity Office, Duke Street, Tutbury 
on Monday 17 September 2012. 
 
Those present were Cllrs P Steadman (Chairman), , Mrs S Adams, Ms M Guest, W 
Crossley, , Mrs J Taylor, T Spencer-Smith, F Crossley, G Wright.  In attendance S 
Powell (Clerk). 
 
78/1.0  APOLOGIES 

 

1.1 Apologies were received from, A Allen and Borough Cllr Ms E Staples 
 
79/2.0  MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 20 AUGUST 2012   

  

2.1 The minutes were approved subject to minor amendment, as a true record and 
signed by the Chairman. 

 
80/3.0  MATTERS ARISING 
 
3.1 Register of interest forms were collected from members.  The clerk was to 

contact those members who had not yet returned their completed forms. 
 
3.2 As the licences for the planters adjoining the High Street bus shelter could not 

be transferred to the Parish Council, Borough Councillor Ms Staples had 
suggested and it was agreed, that the planters would remain in the ownership 
of the Borough Council with the Parish Council looking after planting and 
watering.  Cllr Ms Staples had also emailed to say that Tutbury had been 
awarded silver gilt in the Heart of England in Bloom awards.  It was agreed to 
send congratulations to those involved in attaining the award. 

 
81/4.0  BOROUGH AND COUNTY COUNCILLORS REPORT 

 

4.1 There was no report from County Cllr Fraser or Borough Cllr Smith. Borough 
Cllr Ms Staples report was covered in minute 80/3.2 above. 

 
82/5.0 ACCOUNTS FOR PAYMENT 
 
5.1 The following accounts were passed for payment: 
            £ 
 Audit Commission Audit fee     342.00 
 Staffs Playing fields Assoc’ Subscription      15.00 
 S Powell Certificate frames & Printing              22.62 
 James Hollis Clearance of footpaths   170.00 
 James Hollis Bus shelter/street cleaning/caretaker 
  contracts     465.00 
 J L Powell Secretarial services     45.00 
 Aucuba Landscapes Churchyard contract             190.00 
 S Powell Salary & Expenses           2077.25 
 HMRC Tax and NI payment   581.21 



 S Powell Printing         8.40 
 
83/6.0  PLANNING MATTERS 
 
6.1  The following applications were considered: 
 

P/2012/01058 – Erection of front, side and rear single storey extensions at 92 
Ferrers Avenue. 

 
Comment: - No objection 

 
P/2012/01042 – Felling of one Acer Negundo Flamingo, height reduction of a 
hedge consisting of one Yew tree and two Holly trees to 7.5 metres, removal 
of side branches from one Ash tree and removal of a branch from one Conifer 
tree at 61 Monk Street. 

 
Comment: - No objection  

 
P/2012/01082 – Installation of a staircase at Croft House 11 Duke Street 

 
Comment: - No objection 

 
P/2012/01132 – 20% reduction from one Ash tree at Croft House 11 Duke 
Street 

 
Comment: - No objection. 
 

84/7.0 MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION FOLLOWING THE EXPLANATION OF 

THE 106 AGREEMENT FOR THE BURTON ROAD DEVELOPMENT AND 

THE PROPOSED MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 

DEVELOPERS 

 
7.1 The Chairman invited comments from members.  Cllr W Crossley stated that it 

had been reported that central government might allow appeals against 
provisions contained in section 106 agreements and this could impact on the 
agreement for the Burton Road site.  He went on to say that the costs of the 
agreement would fall on house purchasers; this would amount to 
approximately £8,000 per dwelling.  Cllr W Crossley felt that the approach in 
terms of the education element of the agreement represented a transfer of 
costs from the public purse to individual householders. 

 
7.2 The details of the proposed sports facilities, community building and 

allotments were discussed.  Who might ultimately own them, how they were 
designed and what they could be used for, was also debated.  These matters 
were to be considered further after the forthcoming meeting with the 
developer. 

 
7.3 The chairman invited comments on subjects for discussion with the developer 

of the Burton Road site.  Cllr W Crossley suggested that traffic calming 
measures might be necessary on roads adjacent to the development due to 



increased traffic flows.  Cllr Ms Guest was concerned that visitors should not 
be deterred from visiting Tutbury by intrusive speed bumps; she also 
questioned the need for the industrial units on the site which were not needed 
and could be replaced with houses.  Another suggestion for the area was to 
leave it as a landscaped space with other houses scattered around the village. 

 
7.4 The chairman declared an interest as he was involved with the local scout 

group who could see the potential for a new scout hut and outside space 
rather than the proposed sports pitch and changing rooms.  Members 
discussed various ownership options which would need to be raised with the 
Borough Council.  Other matters to be put to the developers included 
management of the site itself and control of site traffic.  Cllr Ms Guest felt that 
the allotments required some shelter against prevailing winds at the exposed 
edge of the site which be catered for by additional landscaping. 

 
85/8.0 EAST STAFFORDSHIRE LOCAL PLAN AND NEIGHBOURHOOD 

PLANNING 
 
8.1 Cllr W Crossley presented to members a revised draft paper on ESBC’s Local 

plan (preferred option).  Members were informed that he had attended a Parish 
Council meeting in Barton where public endorsement was being sought for a 
response to the draft local plan.  Concerns about future development were 
raised at the meeting including those relating to a proposed project involving 
5,000 houses on the boundary with Lichfield City Council.  If approved, this 
would have a significant effect on the revised local plan requirement of 8,935 
which was felt to be too high, relying as it did on a strong economic recovery. It 
was also difficult to correlate individual area allocations making up the 8,935 
housing figure in preferred option 2d as some 897 houses appeared not to 
have been alloted. 

 
8.2   There had been a ‘high level’ appraisal of infrastructure needed for the 

proposed housing with no ‘show stoppers’ apparent.  No detailed work had 
been carried out however and questions remained as to whether or not the 
highway network could continue to operate effectively and safely.  The plan 
indicated that it could ‘deliver’ economic benefits and the required infrastructure 
improvements, but did not show how this would be achieved as the commercial 
and industrial elements of the plan had not been included.  

 
8.3 The Parish Council’s response had been updated in light of an review of further 

supporting documents referred to in the Local Plan, these included a housing 
topic paper and an analysis of housing requirements in the borough undertaken 
by GVA consultants.  The latter indicated that the proposed housing numbers 
were based on an economic growth trend above that anticipated nationally.  
The analysis went on to state that there was a growing need for homes for 
singles, young couples and the elderly in Burton.  This appeared to be at odds 
with the local plan aspiration to build houses ‘to meet the aspirations of 
managers, senior officials and professionals’ as the analysis showed that there 
were already more houses of this type than any other in the borough.  The 
development of such houses on Greenfield sites without an accompanying 



increase in local economic activity would only lead to unsustainable 
commuting. 

 
8.4 Members endorsed the draft response that was to be amended in light of the 

information gleaned from the supporting documents and it was agreed that it be 
submitted as the Parish Council’s formal response to ESBC’s draft local plan 
preferred option.  

 
86/9.0 RENEWAL OF LEASE FOR THE FERRERS AVENUE PLAYING FIELD 
 
9.1 Following a request from the Parish Council, Savills, agents for the Duchy of 

Lancaster had written offering a new three year lease for the Ferrers Avenue 
playing field at an annual rent of £600.  It was agreed to accept the terms 
offered and inform Savills accordingly. 

 
87/10.0 GRANTS TO LOCAL ORGANISATIONS 
 
10.1 The following requests for financial assistance had been received: 
  

1. Town Twinning Committee, £1015.00 to assist with the costs involved in 
the recent hosting of visitors from Ollainville. Cllrs W Crossley, T 
Spencer Smith and Ms M Guest declared an interest in this item and 
took no part in the decision to award the requested sum. 

2. Further information was required from the Parish Charities in order to 
consider their request for help to pay for repairs to the drains serving the 
Charity Office. 

  
88/11.0 SIGNING OF DOCUMENTS FOR THE TRANSFER OF LAND – PART OF 

THE PARK PALE ANCIENT MONUMENT 
 
11.1 The relevant documents were signed by the Chairman and Vice Chairman and 

witnessed by the Clerk 
 
89/12.0  OUTCOME OF THE MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF 

FOOTBALL TEAMS USING THE CORNMILL LANE FACILITIES 
 
12.1 At the meeting with the football teams the Tutbury Tigers representative 

apologised on behalf of the club for leaving out of the container, equipment that 
had probably been used by vandals to remove from the changing room roof, 
the flue pipes serving the gas boilers.  Cllrs were also informed that the ‘Tigers 
would not be playing at Cornmill lane in the coming season as they were to use 
the new FA facilities at Rangemoor instead; they did however wish to continue 
to train there. Both teams felt that the pitches were in need of maintenance and 
that the grass cutting was very poor. 

 
12.2  The potential for a grounds man was discussed together with the tasks he/she 

could carry out i.e. taking bookings, being a key holder, cleaning and minor 
maintenance of the changing rooms, monitoring the frequency and quality of 
the grass/hedge cutting, legionella checks on the water systems, point of 
contact for additional grass cuts and reading of utilities meters. His/her 



employment status would need to be considered either as a contractor or a 
PAYE employee.  When the next mowing contract was considered, the 
requirement to use a gang mower could be removed opening up the tender to 
smaller contractors and the frequency of cuts reduced to from 14 to10 days or 
thereabouts.  Mowing contractors could also be asked to provide a schedule of 
cuts with allowances for early and late starts to the grass cutting season and 
inclement weather. 

 
12.3 Cllr Ms Guest commented that any additional employment and mowing contract 

costs would be excessive for one football team and suggested as an alternative 
that the changing rooms be closed or used for something else.  It was agreed 
to place the matter on the next agenda. 

 
90/13.0 ESTABLISHEMENT OF A TUTBURY WAR MEMORIAL COMMITTEE 

 
13.1 A request had been received from Mr Nuth a local resident, for the Parish 

Council’s views on the establishment of Tutbury War Memorial Committee 
involving members of the Parish Council, the Parochial Church Council and the 
Civic society to oversee the restoration of the memorial.  It was agreed to 
advise Mr Nuth that if he wished to set up a committee to investigate restoration 
work, the Parish Council would consider a report of his committee’s findings. 
The committee’s terms of reference and project parameters would need to be 
clearly established at the outset.   

 
91/14.0  CORRESPONDENCE 
 
14.1 The contents of the following were noted: 
 
 Advance notification from ESBC that the Neighbourhood forum was to meet in 

November to discuss project priorities. 
 A letter from the County Council on their street lighting energy conservation 

initiative. 
 A copy of the agenda and minutes of a recent meeting of Rolleston Parish 

Council. 
Notification that Grant Thornton had been appointed as the council’s auditors of 
the annual return for a period of five years 
Notification of the AGM’s of the Staffordshire Parish Council’s Association, the 
Community Council of Staffordshire and the Staffordshire Playing Fields 
Association  

   
92/15.0  ITEMS FOR THE NEXT AGENDA 

 
15.1 None, other than those recorded elsewhere. 
 
93/16.0  DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

 
16.1 Monday 15 October 2012 at 7.30pm. 
 
 The meeting closed at 10.10 pm. 


