CAR PARK MANAGEMENT MEETING

Parish Hall at 10.30 am Thurs 26 Sept 2019

DRAFT MINUTES

Roger Cashmore, Jim Enright, Roger Wilkins (Chairman)

. Apologies Chris Barlow

. Welcome The Chairman welcomed Roger Cashmore to the Meeting.

Minutes of meeting held on 2 Aug 18 Agreed

Matters arising

4.1 Item 4.1 Parking opposite Hall Double yellow lines had been installed and the
‘Polite Notices’ removed. The double yellows had initially been very successful,
but they are now partly obscured by overhanging vegetation (mainly brambles)
and are being ignored on bingo nights. The PC has already raised this issue with
the land owner and will chase for a response. The meeting was concerned to get
an early resolution, as it may be difficult to get the lines respected again if there
is a major delay..

4.2 Other items later in agenda

Report on car park Roger W reported::

5.1 The problem of longish-term car parking by neighbouring residents has not got
any worse. He was not aware of complaints by users of the Hall about shortage
of parking spaces, although there is overflow for some larger events and for
bingo. It was agreed that we should leave as is, rather than, for instance,
initiating a permit scheme.

5.2 The car park had been closed for 24 h during the Christmas/New Year period. It
was recommended that we do this again this year.

5.3 The lights adjacent to the car park have been working reasonably reliably,

5.4 The Hall has been notified that MDCC is reviewing their procedures/criteria in
relation to business rate relief, although we will continue to get this relief (and
pay nothing) for the next two years. No action is required at present, but in due
course we will be having to make a re-submission and may need funds to pay for
this discretionary element.

5.5 Chris Barlow was thanked for looking after the car park.



6. Electric car charging point A parishioner had asked the PC to consider the
installation of charging points in the Hall Car Park. This had been discussed by the
Hall Committee and advice had been provided by MDDC. They had installed charging
points at the Leisure Centres in Tiverton, Cullompton and Crediton by the company
Instavolt at no capital charge and with Instavolt paying a rent to MDDC. We thought
that it would be very difficult to negotiate a similar arrangement for our small village.
Also, the technology is in a state of development and flux, so it might not be a good
time to install now anyway. It was agreed not to pursue this further.

7. Car Park inspection. The following points came up:

7.1 White lines. These are ok at present. It was agreed that the broken lines at the
exit to the car park should be done at the same time as those marking parking
places.

7.2 Vegetation along boundary on Shuttern Close side. Some, but not all, of this
boundary appeared to have been treated with herbicide. It was agreed that we
should treat with herbicide next year.

7.3 Boundary on Woodlands side. Some of the neighbours had placed items there to
protect their fences from damage by cars. This included a number of old white
painted tyres and a heavy-weight table. This made for a rather scruffy
appearance of the car park. Neighbours have argued that these items are still on
their land and disputed the exact location of the boundary. Roger C agreed to see
whether boundary maps/images held by MDDC or Land Registry helped. Roger W
will see whether documents at the transfer of ownership give clarification.

It we agreed that it was not unreasonable for neighbours to seek to protect their
fences. The white tyre option tended to be preferred. Roger W to exchange with
neighbours when we have got more clarification on location of the boundaries.

7.4 Sweep up It was agreed that a sweep up should be done, particularly t the far
end of the car park after acorns and most leaves have fallen

7.5 Risk Assessment Roger W to look at this again and if he thinks any changes are
needed,circulate for comment to group members. [/ do not think any changes
are needed. The risk assessment is given as Annex 1, RW].

8. Other business. Roger C noted that although vandalism had not been a problem, he
thought consideration could be given to installing CCTV on the Hall to cover the car
park. The costs have been much reduced. The meeting was doubtful whether this
would be worthwhile, but Roger C will look further into costs and practicalities and
this will be an Agenda item for the next meeting.



ANNEX 1: Car Park Risk Assessment 2019: Safety Aspects

There were no required additional measures identified

HAZARD

IMPACT

LEVEL OF
RISK

MEASURES ALREADY
PERTAINING

ADDITIONAL
MEASURES AGREED

Injury by car to
pedestrians

Severe

Moderate

Parking places clearly marked,
with hatching to prevent
parking at access points to back
of Hall and to side path; some
street lighting; contingency plan
if street lighting fails; fenced
pathway at side of car park;
warning notice put up when
conditions are icy

Injury to
pedestrians
through tripping,
slipping etc

Moderate

Low

Good surface to car park;
absence of obstructions and
protrusions; warning notice put
up when conditions are icy;
chain-link fence adjacent to
stream re-located to reduce
impact of possible erosion

Damage to cars by
other vehicles

Moderate

Low

Well marked and easily
accessed parking spaces;
warning notice put up when
conditions are icy; warning lines
at exit from car park

Vandalism to cars

Severe

Low

Low crime record in area; action
to remove apparently
abandoned vehicles; Hall
Committee Members live next
to car park; good liaison with
police

Injury or damage
through falling
branches

Moderate

Low

Inspection of tree by Group and
by a tree expert

Increased flood
risk caused by
dumping in stream

Severe

Low

Boundary to stream is double
fenced; ‘no dumping’ notice;
stream adjacent to our
boundary periodically cleared of
rubbish




