CHERRY BURTON SPORTS FIELD – DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS

MEETING WITH HWCC REPRESENTATIVES AND VILLAGE ORGANISATIONS 30/10/06

06.10.15 Introduction

· AL welcomed everyone to the meeting (attendance list attached) and introduced the representatives of the Humber and Wolds Community Council
· He stated that the purpose of the meeting was to hear the views of the HWCC about the proposals and the legal and grant situations before deciding on the next steps to achieve the proposals
· He referred to the previous meeting on 11 September after which 13 responses had been received from organisations that had proved very useful
· Four options were considered, do nothing; maintain both facilities to minimum standards; a single site facility or a new pavilion and a new village hall
06.10.16 Legal Issues

· GB circulated his paper on the legal situation regarding the two facilities – he had tried to “second guess” the preferred option of a single site

· He mentioned his concern about membership of the SFMC in relation to the Local Government Act 1972 but considered that the defining piece of legislation was the 1958 Recreation Act

· Did n’t see the scouts situation as a particular problem

· Nor did he consider that any money from the sale of the village hall would be prevented from being expended on recreational facilities – disposal would, of course, require the consent of the whole village and the Charity Commissioners

· The legal issues were not insurmountable but the key player was ERYC and its attitude the land question – it could if it wished give the land to the village from powers under the Local Government Act 1976 – without either a very long lease or a transfer of land any grant aid was unlikely – he recommended early discussions with local councillors and officers

· Remember that the ERYC could ask the village to remove its pavilion in 2020 anyway

06.10.17 Financial Assistance

· MK stated that if the two remained separate and sought grant aid both would be competing for the same money and both might fail – GB said that grant criteria were unique to each individual applicant – precedence was not involved

· Most grant schemes were over subscribed and it would be necessary to “excite” the grant assessors

· He circulated a list of grant schemes which would be examined by SFMC

· Local fundraising was also extremely important – similar schemes were often decided on the level of local committee dependent on the success or otherwise of local fundraising

· A full evaluation of the village hall would be essential to the overall project.

· MJW raised the question of funding for sports facilities – HWCC were not optimistic as so much funding was being devoted to the Olympics in 2012 – however there were various grant schemes that could be approached – GB provided list

06.10.18 Open Discussion – Points Raised

· CG asked if ERYC could be asked to provide land for a village hall – could overcome some problems

· The Pre-school children were losing out to commercial organisations in Beverley and surrounding villages – unlikely that current group could continue after three years

· AL described the village plan process which would take twelve months – GB emphasised the vital role that this would play in any grant application process

· Village plan and sports proposals must proceed in tandem 

· Need to approach local business people for assistance (gifts in kind)

· Business Plan will also be needed

· GB said consider alternative methods of construction rather than traditional means – could include modular approach

· Users to consider (or reconsider) what use and when

· Consider how money raised from sale of village hall might be used

· Early fund raising required but differences about timing and a coordinated approach – some felt that it should wait until proposals were more definite – remember what had happened previously

06.10.19 Conclusions

· On being asked by AL if anyone was opposed to a single site facility, support for it was unanimous

· Need to ensure that legal situation is clear

· Need for local fundraising schemes when proposals are more definite 

· Use monies already raised for schemes in the past

· Essential that all groups support the project and provide information when asked to do so

06.10.20 Next Steps

· Create working groups for village plan and the Sports field site – parish council
· Approach ERYC regarding land issue – parish council
· Village Hall trustees to look at amending constitution to include recreation users when outcome known – village hall committee
· Gather preliminary information about users – SFMC
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ATTENDANCE LIST

1. Village Organisations

John Bailey


Village Hall Committee

John Clint


Wine and Beer Circle/Cherry Players/Christmas Lights

Guy Crossley


Wine and Beer Circle

Joan Crossley

Kay Gamble


SFMC/Black Sheep Rounders Club

Danny Gosling


SFMC/CBPC/Table Tennis Club

Charles Griffiths


Badminton Group

Ian Hargreaves


St Michael’s Youth Work Project

Tony Jenkins


SFMC/Cherry Burton Football Club

Andy Lindsey


CBPC

Cherine Lindsey

John Papworth


Village Hall Committee

Martin Peirson


Cherry Burton Arts

Steve Peirson


CBPC/SFMC

Mike Ralph


Cherry Burton Tennis Club

Kim Rheinberg


Cherry Burton Pre-school

Caroline Scanlon


Cherry Burton Pre-school

Sue Smith


Village Produce Show/Baden Powell Organisation

Janet Wardale

Peter Wardale


SFMC

Frank Watts


Beverley Target Club

Malcolm Wells


SFMC/Cherry Burton Cricket Club

Phil Whitfield


SFMC/Cherry Burton Football Club

2. Humber and Wolds Community Council/Humber Playing Fields Association

Graham Betts

Ruth Garbutt

Margaret Kirk

Vicky Turner

3. Apologies

Graeme Brown


SFMC/Cherry Burton Tennis Club

Helen Lintern


Cherry Burton Badminton Club

Andrea/Phil Simpson

St Michael’s Youth Work Project

Chris Wells


Cherry Burton Cricket Club
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