
NAILSWORTH TOWN COUNCIL 
RECREATION & AMENITIES COMMITTEE 

Minutes of a meeting held on 6 August 2013 
 

Present: Cllr SE Thorpe (chair) 
  Cllr JL Duckworth 
  Cllr NI Kay 
  Cllr MP Robinson 
  Cllr S Robinson 
 
  Mr ID Crawley (item on MUGA review) 
 
Apologies: Cllr A Elliott 
  Cllr SM Reed 
 
KGV field – pavilion rental 
The Clerk confirmed that planning permission had been approved and a draft lease 
had been sent to Mrs Ellis for comment.  Apart from a minor paragraph reference 
amendment the Clerk recommended the lease be approved and this was agreed. 
 
KGV field – dog bins 
Two bins had been delivered and a contractor instructed to install them at locations 
in the field and along Wood Lane. 
 
Town gardening 
It was noted that the new tubs in Cossack Square were looking lovely and many 
people had commented favourably. Cllr Thorpe agreed to pass on congratulations to 
the Rotary Club.   
Trees in the stream by Hobbs Bakery were overgrown and the Clerk was asked to  
arrange for Mr Mansell to cut them back. 
 
Committee responsibilities 
Members approved the circulated list of responsibilities with the addition of Town 
Hall and Mortimer Room.  Revised list attached to these minutes. 
 
Review of recent developments with MUGA and recommendations for 
future action 
Members discussed the report circulated by Cllrs Thorpe, Kay and S Robinson 
(attached to these minutes as amended subsequently in discussion).  Since the 
Gloucester Diocese would not grant a lease or licence for the siting of a MUGA on its 
land and SDC had indicated that in the absence of such security it would be unable 
to release the Section 106 funding there appeared to be an insuperable barrier to 
providing a MUGA on the school site.  It was with deep regret therefore that 
members faced the fact that despite the dedicated efforts of many people over many 
years there was no future in pursuing the MUGA project further and the time had 
come to consider other ways of using the Section 106 funding to improve 
recreational facilities for the local community. 
 
Mr Crawley, who acted for NTC as an unpaid facilitator in the MUGA project was 
invited to speak.  Mr Crawley prefaced his comments by stating that he also 
represented Nailsworth Primary School Governing Body and Nailsworth Community 
Partnership Ltd.  Mr Crawley did not believe that the MUGA project should be 



abandoned and could see no reason for the Council to change its policy.  Such a 
facility would be of invaluable benefit and support to the School and an important 
income generator for NCP Ltd to secure the future operation of the Recreation 
Centre.  Mr Crawley considered that the possible construction of a MUGA on the 
School site had not been exhausted as the previous willingness expressed by the 
Diocese and GCC to explore a land swop to enable the MUGA to be built on GCC land 
had not as far as he was aware been dismissed by either party.  He suggested also 
that NTC should obtain an SDC Member decision on the conditions of release of the 
Section 106 funding and not rely on the opinion of an SDC officer.  The Chair 
thanked Mr Crawley for his comments and general discussion ensued.  Members 
remained convinced that there was no future in dealing with the Diocese and 
unconvinced there was any will on the part of GCC or the Diocese to pursue a land 
swop although it was acknowledged that a slim chance might exist. It was agreed to 
amend the recommendation to full council to read as follows: 
 
“ As it has been confirmed that the Gloucester Diocese will not grant a lease or 
licence for a MUGA on the Nailsworth Primary School site and as a consequence a 
Stroud District Council officer has confirmed that it would be difficult to release the 
Section 106 funding, this Council no longer supports the provision of a MUGA on the 
school site controlled by the Diocese.”  
 
Put to the vote the recommendation was carried by 4-1 in favour with I abstention.  
If the recommendation was adopted the next step would be to instigate public 
consultation to ascertain what facilities the local community would like provided.  
 
Update on possible provision of allotments at KGV field 
The Chair referred to the report (attached to these minutes as amended in 
discussion) she had circulated about the background to the proposal and the steps to 
be taken to move the project forward.  Go Grow was committed and was confident 
that there was substantial interest from which to find a core of people to form a 
committee.  SDC had confirmed that “allotments” came within its understanding of 
the Section 106 interpretation of “recreational”.  Next steps would be as follows: 

• Establish whether planning applications for change of use and Certificate of 
Lawful Use were required. 

• Establish if a contaminated land report was required.  The Environment 
Agency had prepared a report at the time of the original planning application 
for the extension field which might cover issues of concern.  The Clerk would 
research information held by NTC. 

• NPFA – the latest response had implied that it objected to any lease or 
agreement being entered into which required further clarification. 

• The agreement of Mr Smith would need to be obtained for the proposed 
change of use prior to a planning application being submitted. 

 
It was noted that there might be a potential future issue of damage to the pitch 
surface from allotment holders walking over the pitch with wheelbarrows etc.    
 
Members agreed to adopt the recommendation to full council with the substitution of 
“may” for “should” in the second sentence to read: 
 
“That subject to available staff time, the Council continues to work on this project by 
clarifying the planning and land contamination issues outlined above.  The Council 



may consider, when the costs are known, whether it a can pay for surveys and 
permissions required.” 
 
Children’s play areas – ROSPA report 
The annual inspection report had been received and no urgent items had been 
identified.  The Clerk would consider and recommend remedial action. 
 
The Clerk reported that a broken spring in one of the spring chickens had been 
replaced. 
 
Upgrade KGV field children’s play area 
The Chair reported on the progress to date.  In consultation with Cllr S Robinson and 
assisted by local resident Sarah Urquhart a broad scheme had been worked up and   
quotations obtained from three play equipment providers.  The cost was around £35 
– 40000 but this did not include replacement fencing, part of which was in a poor 
condition.  At present the quotations were being reviewed in detail with the intention 
of consulting with the Primary School as the area was aimed at the younger age 
group.  Cllr Thorpe anticipated a clearer picture would be available by the next 
meeting in October. 
 
Re-surfacing/additional skate board surface at KGV field 
The Clerk reported that she had sought 3 quotations and despite several reminders 
only two had responded.  Members reviewed the quotations provided by Abbey 
Surfacing and Cheltenham Surfacing.  The quotes for re-surfacing the existing 
surface were comparable but there was a wide divergence in the cost of installing 
the additional surface to accommodate the grind bar.  After considerable discussion it 
was agreed that the more expensive quotation would provide a superior job and the 
contract was awarded to Cheltenham Surfacing for a total cost of £5,889 + vat.  It 
was hoped the work could be undertaken in September/October. 
 
Copse at Shortwood Green – removal of sycamore 
Cllr S Robinson reported that a local resident had expressed concern about the 
condition of a sycamore which loomed over his property and accompanied by the 
Clerk he had visited the property and inspected the tree.  The tree was very spindly 
and not in good condition and the resident had offered to remove it at no cost to the 
Council.  After brief discussion members agreed that the tree could be felled and 
gratefully accepted the resident’s offer to remove it. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
………………………………………………    ………………………………………………………………. 
Date                                             Chairman 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Recreation and Amenities Committee report on proposal for allotments on 
KGV extension field site 
 
6 August 2013 
 
Background 
In December 2012 the Committee agreed to back this project in principle, and  with 
the help of Go Grow various applications and enquiries have been made. 
1. SDC have confirmed that they would not have any objections to allotments being 
classed as "recreational" as far as they can comment as monitors of Section 106 
agreements. 
2. They advised we would need to contact the Development Control Service at SDC 
to ascertain whether planning permission for "change of use" needs to be obtained. 
3. We may need ask Development Control to issue a formal "Certificate of Lawful 
Use".  There may be a charge for this. 
4. Further work may be needed by the Contaminated Land Officers to check the 
safety of the site. 
5. The NPFA has been contacted and further discussions are necessary to reassure 
them about the change of use. 
6.Cllrs  Sally Thorpe and Steve Robinson and the Town Clerk met with Liz Child and 
Katherine Kearns of Go Grow on 23 July to advise them of the above and seek to 
check their continued commitment to the project.  They have gathered a substantial 
number of expressions of interest in the allotments and will continue to try a recruit 
a "project committee".  There is concern that the  Town needs to have allotments 
and that this new site is needed to ensure this. Go Grow are aware that they could 
apply for grants to help pay for the start up and development of allotments on this 
site. 
 Recommendation 
That subject to available staff time, the Council continues to work on this project by 
clarifying the planning and land contamination issues outlined above. The Council 
should consider, when the costs are known, whether it can pay for surveys and 
permissions as required. 
 
Sally Thorpe 
Committee Chair   
 
Recommendation as amended by discussion at meeting on 6 August 2013 
 
“That subject to available staff time, the Council continues to work on this project by 
clarifying the planning and land contamination issues outlined above.  The Council 
may consider, when the costs are known, whether it can pay for surveys and 
permissions required.” 
 


