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    Reported to: Planning Contract & Works Meeting, January 2017 ― Agenda Item 4  
Report of Meeting    
Meeting held at the Spetchells Centre, on Thursday 4 January 2017 at 10.00am 
Present: Cllr A Gill (Chair), Cllr A Piper, Cllr Mrs J McGee, Cllr Mrs E Burt (part of meeting); R Whinney (Clerk) 
 
1. Apologies for absence—none received 
 
2. Reports from previous meetings 

 The fees / charges document had been sent to the funeral directors in the area; 

 The new regulations and the notice regarding the removal of existing kerbstones, ornaments, 
plantings etc, had been sent to the funeral directors in the area. They had been requested to ensure 
that all customers going forward were provided with these, and the Clerk noted that the office would 
be following this up with the regular funeral director / mason contacts; 

 Notices regarding the removal of existing kerbstones, ornaments, plantings etc, should be posted in 
the Cemeteries to alert visitors to the changes. Separately, efforts should made as soon as possible to 
persuade the Hexham Courant to report on this matter, to assist in publicising the enforcement of the 
Council’s long-standing prohibition of these, within the timescale previously agreed (ie, by 1 April 
2017); 

 It was reported that while it did not appear that much had happened regarding the hedging in the 
New Cemetery within the last two weeks, the overall appearance of both sites was tidy, with 
memorial flowers and wreaths making the place look bright, and with the grass looking green. 

 
3. Cemetery Contractor 

 Landline to former chapel building: Cllr Gill requested that BT be contacted by telephone to chase up 
the works to the telegraph pole conveying the landline to the former cemetery chapel building. The 
Clerk noted that the works had been agreed by the Council in September 2016, and this agreement 
had been conveyed to BT at that time: he had recently chased the engineer by email for an update; 

 Right of deed-holder to act: the Clerk reported an issue regarding a recent interment, where a family 
member had written to advise the Council that they would object to any application regarding the 
memorial at the grave, which might be submitted by the acknowledged deed-holder, who was stated 
to be “a non-blood distant relation.” The Clerk advised that the Council, along with funeral directors / 
memorial masons, would expect to acknowledge and follow the requests / instructions of the person 
acknowledged and shown to be the deed-holder. However, he also noted that the family member had 
informed the Council that “the matter is being dealt with by solicitors.” It was agreed to receive this 
report; 

 Hedge boundary to north of former chapel: It was agreed to investigate the possibility of plantings 
between existing trees / bushes at the hedge boundary below the former cemetery chapel building in 
the near future: this might help fill in gaps in the boundary; 

 Cemetery contract for services: The Clerk advised that this contract, which was supplied to members, 
had been drafted some five to six years previously. It had been designed to reflect (i) the services 
provided by the Cemetery Contractor to date (ii) the Council’s requirements going forward, and (iii) by 
requiring the provision of services rather than staff, to minimise the likelihood of TUPE obligations 
being found to subsist. The contract did not state that a member of the NCC team should always be 
on site during working hours from Monday to Friday. The council could request this, but the provision 
of such a level of service would in all likelihood increase the cost of the contract. On the other hand 
the Clerk noted that NCC were requested to advise the Council when no staff member was present. In 
response to a question, the Clerk said that he could not advise that no TUPE obligation would be 
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found to bind the Council, if it was to decide to change the way the service was provided: it was not 
advisable to speculate on this matter, but the Council would need to have regard to the possibility. 
 
Councillors agreed that they were not seeking to change the basis on which the service was provided 
by the Cemetery Contractor. Cllr Gill noted that a previous NCC Area Neighbourhood Services 
Manager had supplied a draft contract indicating the number of hours to be worked each week by a 
cemetery staff member, but the Clerk suggested that this had been connected with a proposal for the 
staff member to be available to work to the Council’s directions outside the cemeteries as well, and 
the Council had declined to take up this offer.  
 
Cllr Gill stated that the Council did not control the work carried out by the staff member present on 
site, that he did not think the Council was requiring the staff member to be there all the time, and 
that if the work, including burials, was being carried out to the Council’s satisfaction, then matters 
were in order.   
 
It was suggested that NCC should be urged to commence the grass cutting as soon as possible in 2017, 
and that the concerns expressed by the Council and members of the public regarding grass arisings 
collecting and drying on headstones should be addressed by the contractor. 
 
It was agreed that the cemetery contract specification would be placed on the agenda for the 
February meeting of the Sub-Committee, to allow for further consideration if this was desired. 

 
4. Work record sheets— these were received.  

 
5. Proposed Works 

 Fencing at the north-east boundary of the New Cemetery: the two quotations that had been obtained 
from the four requested, were received and considered, and it was agreed to make a recommendation to 
the Ordinary Meeting. [As this matter falls to be considered in camera at that meeting, the 
recommendation (proposed, seconded and unanimously agreed) is not reported here]; 

 Works to the roadways in the New Cemetery:   the Clerk reported that two contractors had responded to 
the invitation to express an interest in the works. Both contractors had attended on site, and indicated 
that the existing roadways were of good construction but would benefit from re-surfacing; both had 
noted that the installation of kerbs should be expected to increase the duration and cost of the works 
considerably. The contractors had been requested to indicate the cost of the kerbs separately from the 
cost of re-surfacing.  

 
Cllr Mrs E Burt arrived at this point. 
 

In relation to costs of the works stated above, which it was noted could amount to in the region of 
£15,000, Cllr Mrs Burt noted that the Council needed firm figures in respect of the cost of these works as 
soon as possible, to assist in the setting of the Council’s budget for 2017-18, and this was agreed. In 
respect of future costs, it appeared that members were agreed that, save for potential expense in respect 
of memorial stability works, significant investment was not anticipated to be required at this point in 
time. However, following a question from Cllr Mrs Burt regarding the expected life / capacity of the 
Cemeteries, the Clerk stated that the current rate of new plot usage in the New Cemetery should be 
measured against the number of plots remaining in the cemetery, and reported to the Council: this 
exercise had been performed in the past and should be regularly carried out. Cllr Mrs Burt stated that the 
council should be aware of the need to provide additional land for interments at some point in the future. 
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6. War Memorial / Lych Gate―The Clerk reported that, following the gaining of the support of the Diocesan 
Advisory Committee for the application to the Chancellor of the Diocese of Newcastle for the Faculty for the 
addition of the missing names to the war memorial at the Lych Gate, the Architect, Mr Ashworth, had 
continued work on the design and procurement of the additional panels. He had indicated that (i) the work of 
producing the panels for the additional names could be carried out for less than £10,000 (ii) that the ancillary 
works, including the installation of the panels and some other maintenance works, might take up another 
£10,000. Mr Ashworth had also written to the War Memorials Trust seeking their view as to whether their 
formal approval was also required for the works, as they had funded around 50% of the costs of the 
refurbishment works carried out some years previously. The Clerk noted that he had previously advised that 
he did not consider that the Trust’s formal approval for the works would be necessary, because the term of 
the Trust’s binding grant conditions had expired at the beginning of 2016. 
 
It was AGREED that Mr Ashworth be requested to invoice the Council for his work on the project to date 
Proposed: Cllr Mrs E Burt Seconded: Cllr A Gill 

 
Cllr Mrs McGee stated that, while additional monies might need to be allocated to meet the full anticipated 
cost of carrying out the works to the war memorial in 2017, discussed above, she said she hoped that, noting 
other unavoidable cost increases such as the office rental charge, she stated that the Council would be “doing 
well” if the precept was increased by around 5% for 2017-18, including the doubling of the proposed 
allocation of funds for the war memorial to meet the full cost of the project in the coming financial year. 
 
Cllr Mrs E Burt stated that the council was beginning to look inept because of the lack of progress on this 
project, and that it was important to be seen to be acting. The Clerk stated that the matter would be placed 
on the agenda for the Cemetery group’s monthly meetings as a standing item. 
 
It was AGREED that the Sub-Committee should recommend that the project should be progressed during the 
financial year 2017-18, and that the full budget allocation for the work should be made in the Council’s 
budget accordingly. 
Proposed: Cllr Mrs J McGee Seconded: Cllr Mrs E Burt  
  

7.  Date of next meeting — Thursday 2 February 2017, starting at 10.00am.  
 
 
RW 6/01/2017 




