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DANBURY PARISH COUNCIL 
A Quality Council 

 
Minutes of the Annual Parish Meeting  

held on Monday 23rdth April 2018 at 8pm  
at the Sports & Social Centre, Danbury 

 
Present: Parish Cllrs:  S Berlyn (Chairman), Mrs A Chapman (Vice Chairman),   
 C Baker, D Carlin, G Chapman, Mrs M Hessing, Mrs B Hallett, A Keeler, J Steele, P 
Sutton, J Thombs. 
 
City Cllrs:  Ian Wright 
Essex County Councillor John Spence 
 
Approximately 86 members of the public including representatives of the Danbury 
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group. 
 
In attendance: Mrs M Saunders (Parish Clerk), Mrs L Mitchelmore (Neighbourhood 
Plan Co-ordinator/Assistant Clerk), Mrs H Mayes (Assistant Clerk), Mrs Maria Dyer 
(Assistant Clerk) 
 
Apologies for absence: Apologies were received from City Cllr Ambor and City Cllr 
Shepherd.  Parish Cllr  Mrs. L Anstee and Cllr M Telling. David Adams from Danbury 
Library, Mel Wates NCT,  Royal British Legion, Girl Guides, Brian Adams, Danbury 
Bowling Club  and  Woodham Walter Parish Council. 
 
1.  Welcome and Introduction 
The Chairman of the Parish Council, Cllr Stuart Berlyn, welcomed all present to the 
meeting.  The Chairman explained that information sheets and last year’s minutes 
had been placed on each chair for residents to read about the work of the Parish 
Council in the last year.  There was also a financial report. 
 
The staff were introduced to the meeting. A special thank you was made to the 
Parish Clerk who was retiring after 13 years’ service and the Assistant Clerk who 
was leaving after 6 years’ service.  Both were wished good luck for the future. 
 
The Chairman also thanked residents for their support during recent planning 
appeals and, in particular, the Chairman of HOD.  
 
 
2.  Approval of Annual Parish Meeting Minutes of 18th April 2016  
Mark Scofield  proposed that the minutes be approved.  This was seconded by 
Norman Bartlett and agreed unanimously.   
RESOLVED:  that the minutes of the Annual Parish Meeting held on 24th April 2017 
be approved and signed as a correct record. 
 
3.  Public Consultation – Dawson Memorial Field 
The path between the Car park and Bowls/Tennis Clubs had been closed as it had 
sunk and become extremely dangerous over the previous 6 weeks.  The site had 
been monitored  over the past year and boreholes had been taken and assessed.  It 
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had been suggested that the cost to rectify it could be a minimum of £100,000.  A 
Public Works Loan may be required to pay for the works.  The interest rates would 
be competitive and Public Works Loans had been previously obtained to build the 
Sports and Social Centre and the tractor shed, resurfacing the car park and 
drainage.  Support could also be sought from Essex County Council. 
 
The Public Works Loan would be repayable over 25 years.  The alternative would be 
a one off exceptional precept increase.  To apply for a Public Works Loan, the Parish 
Council would have to consult with residents and had opened a Public Consultation 
until 7th May 2018.  The views and comments from residents would be welcomed 
and the consultation had been placed on the Council Website, Facebook Page and 
Notice Boards. 
 
4.  Questions for the Parish Council 
Questions were raised by the residents present regarding the Parish Council’s 
reserves. It was explained that six months running costs should be held in reserves 
as detailed by the Internal Auditor. 
(Subsequent to the meeting the Clerk had published an explicit version of the 
Council’s reserves.) 
 
Additional questions were raised regarding the options for the substantial works to 
the car park and the area where the path ran as an access to the Bowling and 
Tennis Clubs.  The Chairman did explain the options but these were not definitive at 
the present time as research was still being undergone. Civil engineers would be 
invited to site to discuss the options further. 
 
A resident suggested that more information would be required before the village 
residents could make a decision.  Once the actual cost and what was in reserves 
was known, funding for the project could be looked at i.e. a Public Works Loan or 
precept increase and then residents would be consulted as more information 
became available. 
 
Questions were raised regarding the increase in the precept, the Reserves Policy 
and administration costs.  The Chairman explained that the increase in the precept 
equated to £2,87 per year for a Band D property and that the Reserves Policy was 
set by Statute and the Auditor.  The Chairman of the Resources Committee 
explained  ‘administration costs’ included staffing and building costs. 
 
5. Guest Speaker: Lead Ranger for the National Trust – David Piper 
The Lead Ranger explained that there was a team consisting of himself and 4 
rangers to cover Essex and South Suffolk.   
 
He gave an interesting talk regarding  the following:  Eves Corner Pond -  if further 
dredging works were to be undertaken it would be costly due to the disposal of wet 
mud. There were Palmate newts in the pond. Nightingales had returned to Danbury. 
There had been installed 50 Dormouse boxes and they were now being used. 
Blakes Wood was very muddy – cyclists had been using this area. Signs had gone 
up and the area was being monitored.  People were carrying out lots of fitness 
regimes through the every step counts.  Management of Lingwood Common was 
being carried out and archaeologists had found a certain type of flint for making 
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tools. Recovering heather was occurring during the last 8 months.   Residents did 
not like to see trees being felled but the area had been opened up to allow for wild 
flowers to return. 
 
Reports were regularly submitted to the Parish Council and there was very good 
communication. 
 
Back Warden is owned by Essex Wildlife Trust.  The water trough had not been 
replaced as yet. 
 
The top of Danbury Common was used by mountain bikers damage was caused due 
to this recreational pressure but there was no manpower to police it.  There are other 
users of the site such as dog walkers and a bridleway for horses. This issue was 
flagged up in a Planning Appeal. 
 
6. Questions for Speaker  
 A dog walker complained that there had been large branches placed across the 
paths to stop the cyclists.  Often abuse is received from the cyclists. 
 
New A4 signs had been installed but these were felt to be too small. This had 
stopped cycling in other areas.  A resident had been pushed into the hedge.  It was 
suggested to speak with the Police is anything like this occurs.  Police use the words 
for search and rescue training.    
 
A resident raised the question about the area outside St Johns School and the 
United Reform Church regarding the degradation of the grass and hedging.  New 
posts were requested. Dialogue was already ongoing with the headmaster of the 
school and the church and all parties are actively working together. 
 
   
7. Danbury Neighbourhood Plan Update – Sue Dobson Chairperson of 
Danbury Neighbourhood Plan 
An update was given of the progress of the Neighbourhood Plan.  
 
What had happened so far, and what the next steps would be over the coming 
months. 
 
There had been a huge amount of work carried out by the Group over the last year, 
much of it gathering evidence and information which will be relevant to the Plan, but 
the key events that had taken place over the last year were as follows: 
Back in May last year following the launch of the NP at the last APM, a workshop 
was held over two days where residents could make comments on what they liked 
and disliked about Danbury, and those comments received enabled the Group to 
draw up their first questionnaire.  The idea of this initial questionnaire was to gauge 
residents’ views of their village and find out the things that were most important to 
them. 
 
The results of this enabled the Group to draw up a draft Vision and several 
Objectives for the Plan – this resulted in key items being obtained which will make up 
the final document.  
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In March of this year, an extremely successful exhibition was held, despite the snowy 
weather, with the draft Vision and Objectives being the main focus.  Many useful 
comments were received, and these were used to draw up the next questionnaire 
due out shortly. 
 
The Group also conducted a ‘Call for Sites’ – this is where land owners or promoters 
were given the opportunity to put forward their parcels of land for consideration 
under the NP to accommodate the 100 homes that the Plan has been allocated by 
Chelmsford City Council.  Members of the Group met with all the 
landowners/promoters and the resultant sites have now been sifted initially into those 
sites which conform to Chelmsford City Council’s policies and those that do not.  
 
Our next steps are: 
To send out the second questionnaire that will be out shortly. It will ask residents 
their views on both the draft Vision and Objectives and the sites that have come 
forward which conform to Chelmsford’s policies.  There will be questions relating to 
residents’ preference of site or sites to accommodate the required 100 homes, 
together with the type, size and tenure of homes that will make up the total. 
It is vitally important that as many residents as possible complete this – preferably 
online – and all members of a household should complete a response. Without the  
input of residents the Plan cannot be completed. 
 
If there was ever any doubt as to whether or not this Plan would make any difference 
to Danbury. It is interesting to note that the Planning Inspector, when dismissing one 
of the recent appeals, stated that although the emerging Chelmsford Local Plan 
envisages 100 homes for Danbury, the location of these dwellings would be the 
matter for the local community through the NP -.for a Planning Inspector to confirm 
how important the NP is to this village should be a huge incentive for its residents to 
have their say on where and what type of development is right for Danbury. 
  
My thanks go to our Steering Group members – the group is extremely lucky to have 
such a high calibre of people with a wide range of skills making up our team, who are 
prepared to give their time to make this NP a reality.  Special thanks go also to 
Lesley, our Co-ordinator, whose knowledge of the NP process is amazing, as is her 
ability to keep us all focussed and on the right track.  
 
8.  Questions for Speaker & Public Participation Session 
There were no questions for Mrs Dobson.  
 
Essex County Councillor John Spence made the following statement.  He thanked 
residents for being returned for the next 4 years. Highways continued to be one of 
the biggest items in his mailbox.  Also received were flooding issues.  He was now 
responsible or Health and Social Security and the Essex County Council were trying 
to put together a good service for the future.  He was the Chairman for the North 
Essex Garden Communities planning to build 3 Garden Communities for up to 
43,000 homes.  By doing this Government Grants could be attracted, infrastructure 
provided and the integrity of villages like Danbury protected.  15 to 20% of mail 
comes from the community of Danbury. 
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City Councillor Ian Wright gave apologies for City Councillor Bob Shepherd and 
Richard Ambor. He hadn’t expected to speak but stressed the importance to the 
meeting of the Neighbourhood Plan.  Danbury was one of the finest places to live. 
Danbury had carried out hard work in the recent Appeals including HODS.    
 
9. Chairman’s Concluding Remarks 
A question was asked whether double yellow lines were going to be reinstated where 
the old doctor’s surgery was.  This had already been brought up.  
 
Explanation of the earmarked reserves would be placed on the web site. There were 
items such as elections in case an election was called as currently this could cost the 
Parish Council in the region of £5,000. There was due to be an election next year for 
Parish Councillors.   
 
Please write in by email and let the Parish Council know your views on the land 
slippage.  
 
The Chairman of Council thanked everyone for coming. 
 
The meeting closed at 9.26 p.m.     
 
 
 
Signed………………………………….. 
 
 
Chairman of the Parish Council 


