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MINUTES of Morcott Parish Council meeting held on Tuesday 8
th

 December 2015 in Morcott 

Village Hall. 

Prior to the meeting at 7.p.m. a presentation on Neighbourhood Plans was given by Gary 

Kirk of ‘Your Locale’. Many residents of Morcott were in attendance including Wing Parish 

Councillors. 

 

Cllr Neil Harding (deputy chair) opened the meeting 

        

64/15   The resignation from Maureen Allan: regretfully received by Council. A letter of

 thanks had been sent by the clerk on behalf of the Council and residents of  

 Morcott. Democratic Services at Rutland County Council will be informed of the  

 vacancy on Morcott Parish Council who in turn will publish the vacancy notice. 

 

65/15   Election of chair the deputy chair had advised members that he did not want to  

 take over the chairmanship. Cllr Harding nominated Cllr Johnson as, seconded by Cllr  

 Williams. There being no other nominations, Cllr Johnson was duly elected.  

 

Cllr Johnson took the chair and thanked members for electing him. 

 

66/15 Attendance register: Cllrs, Neil Harding, Andrew Johnson, David Joyce, Nick  

Traylen, Jane Williams & Martin Whitfield 

 

Eight members of the public 

County Councillor Edward Baines 

 

Apologies for absence:  

 

67/15 Declarations of interests and requests for dispensation: None 

 

68/15   Minutes of the meeting held on Tuesday 22
nd

 September 2015: Members  

 agreed this was a true record of the meeting. 

 

69/15 Clerk’s Report and actions since the last meeting: 

 

Footpaths/Stile/Cemetery; Strutt and Parker have informed MPC that Mrs. Rowley will 

be coming to Morcott on 18
th

 December 2015. Tom Bagge will speak to her about the 

ongoing issues. 

Village grass verges/maintenance contract: Suzi Pollard, Street Scene Officer RCC was 

taken on a guided tour of Morcott by Martin accompanied by the clerk. After which all 

areas were discussed to enable Suzi to prepare the specification for the grounds 

maintenance contract renewal due next year. We have asked for a copy.  
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There was particular concern about the sides of the Tin Bridge, that in Suzi’s opinion are 

unsafe. If a vehicle accidentally went through the wooden fencing it would go straight 

down the embankment as there is no safety fencing behind it. Suzi is reporting this to the 

Highways Agency. A request had been made regarding the ownership of the bridge. This 

will become part of the investigation by the Highways Agency.  It was also suggested that 

some of the foliage be removed. 

A letter has been received from the previous owner of the land adjoining 41 High Street 

which involves the ownership of the wooden fence; the clerk will respond. 

Openness and Transparency fund: Morcott has received £544 (nett amount) to enable 

the purchase of a laptop and all in one printer, software and set up costs. A Toshiba laptop 

and HP all in one printer plus Microsoft Office software has been purchased at a net cost 

of £452. The rest of the money was for time spent on setting up website etc. But we should 

have a virus checker and maybe consider a domain name. 

Additional bin for Back Lane: We have been advised that the cost will be around £150, 

this plus a grit bin to replace the broken in Station Road has been added to the precept. 

Further discussions will take place about the positioning of the bin will take place when 

funds are available. 

70/15 Democratic 10 minutes. An opportunity for the electorate to speak on any subject 

relating to the village. 

 

 Marilyn Clayton raised concerns about the advertising clutter on the forecourt of the 

garage on the A47 as during high winds banners could blow into the road and cause an 

accident and visibility issues 

 

 Eric Hazelwood again requested the removal of the Civic Amenity sign pointing down the 

High Street. On behalf of Mrs Rowley he felt the tree in the upper cemetery had not been 

trimmed back enough from the Rowley grave. 

 

 Robert Teasdale asked about village lighting. 

 

71/15 Schedule of accounts since last meeting (copy attached): Received by members 

 

72/15  Reports and recommendations for consideration by council 

 

a. Street Scene: Speed limits, Grass Cutting, Dog Fouling:  

i. Report attached. 

 

b. The White Horse Working Party: 

 

i) Dialogue should continue between WHWP, Burghley Estates and Pub is the Hub 

towards developing a proposal which allows The White Horse to continue to be a 

social amenity for the village. 
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ii.  The WHWP commences dialogue with RCC in conjunction with Burghley Estates to: 

 a. Understand current planning guidelines and restrictions affecting the core site 

and the paddock; 

 b. Understand the issues which would need to be overcome in the event of an 

application for planning consent for the core site & the paddock. 

 c. Understand how these affect the potential for redevelopment and reopening of 

The White Horse. 

 

ii) iii. Subsequent to b. above, WHWP will engage with Burghley Estates on a joint 

proposal to put to MPC and possibly the village, for consultations and approval. 

 

 Proposed by Cllr Williams, seconded by Cllr Harding, that the above  

        recommendations are approved. 5 in favour, Cllr Joyce requested his vote against  

        to be recorded, 

 

73/15 Neighbourhood Plan: Within the presentation regarding Neighbourhood Plans outline  

guidance was given for the initial stage of preparation to undertake the work involved in 

putting together a Neighbourhood Plan; 

 

The plan can be as broad or as narrow as required to achieve success. 

Based on the scope of the plan local people with differing levels of experience can give 

their input.  

There is a benefit to having professional support to comply with statutory obligations. 

Funding will need to be in place before work commences.  Any professional support will 

need to work within the budget  

To start the process Council agreed to investigate options for professional support and 

costs, funding requirements and the way forward reporting back to the March 2016 

meeting. A sub-committee of the council, reporting to council will need to be convened 

and expressions of interest from the residents of Morcott to join the sub-committee will be 

considered and selected at the March meeting. 

 

74/15 Local Plan Review/Call for sites: A response on the Local Plan Review was  

required by 16
th

 January 2016. Proposed by Cllr Williams, seconded by Cllr Harding, that 

through the clerk, Cllr’s Johnson and Harding and taking into account other members 

views, be given delegated power to respond to the review. It was also agreed that Cllr 

Johnson takes over the reporting role of Development planning & strategy. 

Unanimously agreed. 

 

A question was asked about the Call for Sites; this will be published by RCC in due 

course.  

 

75/15 Budget/precept 2016 – 2017: Proposed by Cllr Harding, seconded by Cllr Whitefield,  
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that the precept requirement for 2016 – 2017 be set at £5321.00. Carried with 5 in favour,  

 1 abstention. 

 

76/15 Speed limit A6121: Council would have preferred the speed limit to be reduced to 30  

mph but agreed to support 40 mph as suggested by Rutland County Council Highways 

department to cabinet meeting in January 2016. 

 

77/15 Changes to the integrated transport capital programme: Members agreed, that an  

 application for the maintenance of the roundels be requested. 

 

78/ 15 Audit requirements 2017. Stay in or opt out: Clarification on the cost involved to  

 take up the offer of an external auditor was requested before a decision is made. 

 

79/15 Applications for planning permission: None received, 

 

80/15 Consideration of issues raised by the public during the democratic 10 minutes 

Advertising clutter on the forecourt of the garage. The clerk will again raise concerns with 

the Highways Department at Rutland County Council. 

 

A request had been made to RCC Highways department for the relocation of the Civic 

Amenity sign pointing down the High Street the following is their response: 

“RCC is looking into the costs, but as it is non-essential and will involve changing signs and posts on the 

A47, the Parish will need to contribute to the costs.  This will also add to sign clutter along the 

A47.  Vehicles will also still have to travel along part of High Street”. 

Tree in the cemetery: this has been trimmed and the Rowley family grave is now clear. The 

original request to Grounds Maintenance was to trim the lower branches to a height of 6 ft. This 

has not been carried out and the clerk has sent a photograph requesting the work be done as 

previously agreed. 

Street lighting: Cllr Baines advised council that RCC are considering a change in the way street 

lighting is currently paid for. Within these changes street lights will be upgraded. This is to be 

considered by cabinet shortly. MPC will then be in a position to consider the street lighting 

requirements for the village. 

A question was asked on behalf of John Williams who was concerned about access to sub-stations 

by Western Power through padlocked gates. Western Power has right of access and would be 

carrying bolt cutters.  

81/15 Correspondence 

 

     Growth programme rural business development grants 

     Rutland Community Agents  

 

82/15 Date of next meeting: 8
th

 March 2016 

 

 

Meeting closed at 9.p.m. 



Street Scene Report for PC Meeting 08/12/2015 

Speed Limits In Morcott    

20 mph limit in Village 

There has been no movement on this scheme since the last meeting for the reason stated in minute 

53/15a, namely that the cost has to be included in the precept before further consideration is given to it.  

Speed limit on A6121 

At the last PC meeting, a preference for a 30mph limit, rather than 40mph, was expressed by a number of 

councillors, but there was no resolution on the matter.   

On the morning of 09/11/15 Susan forwarded to the PC an email from Paul Slater, in which he quoted the 

response received from Paul Compton of Leicestershire Police to Highways’ proposal for a 40mph limit.  

That response stated that the police would raise no objections to a limit of 50mph but would object to a 

proposal for a lower limit.  

Susan’s email sent on the afternoon of the same day recorded that she had been advised by Paul Slater 

by telephone that the report prepared by Highways for Cabinet recommends 40mph. 

In this situation, we now all need to recognise that we are not going to persuade Highways to reduce that 

figure.  I would urge that we settle for 40mph and hope that the Cabinet will support Highways against 

the police. 

 

(Under Community Speed Watch schemes, members of the public are permitted to carry out speed 

checks in limits of 40mph or less.) 

 

Willoughby Road Drainage 

Support for the bank behind the new gulley grating has been provided since the last meeting, in the form 

of concrete paving slabs on edge.  The slabs have been roughly cut and look inappropriate but they 

should fulfil their purpose. 

Mowing of Verges 

A site visit to Morcott by the RCC Street Scene officer has been arranged for Tuesday 1st December.  It had 

been intended that we should, before her visit, obtain information defining the extent and quality of the 

work required to be carried out by the contractor. This was to enable us to judge whether seemingly 

unsatisfactory aspects of work to the verges, identified in our September report, were the result of poor 

workmanship or inappropriate specification.  The information we sought has not been forthcoming, 

possibly because of a misunderstanding as to what we were requesting.  I am hopeful that the problem 

can be resolved during the officer’s visit so that the report to the PC can subsequently be finalised. 



 

Dog Fouling   

On 7th November I sent an email to Susan, with copies to Councillors, summarising a telephone 

conversation I had had few days earlier with a member of the public who was anxious that the PC should 

take action to deal with this problem.  Susan replied with some comments and further suggestions.  One 

that I thought particularly promising was to hold a competition for children to produce “anti-fouling” 

posters and copies could then be displayed around the village. 

Dangerous Stiles 

The unsafe stile/bridge over a hedge/ditch on the South Luffenham footpath has been replaced by 

culverting a length of the ditch and installing a new kissing gate above.  I do not know how who was 

responsible for this satisfactory outcome but it prompted a discussion between Susan and me on how we 

should respond to Tom Bagge’s email to her of  21/10/15. This said:- 

“Susan,  Sorry, I overlooked letting you know that Mrs Rowley responded to my hat 

she wanted things put on hold (until her next visit? – in the Spring?) and so I have 

no instructions.  Kind regards   Tom” 

Susan and I agreed that we needed to demonstrate that MPC is doing its best to get the problem of the 

unsafe stile resolved, which I believe her email below does admirably:- 

“Dear Tom  
 

I realise it is difficult for you to make any decisions without the go ahead from Mrs Rowley but 
Morcott PC would like it put on record, that should an accident occur due to the state of the stile at 
the top of Mount Pleasant Road, liability will be with the landowner. 
 

Regards, Susan” 

Leaning  Cemetry Wall 

I want to withdraw the proposal that Neil and I should measure the lean of the wall to the road leading up 

to the Ferriers’ bungalow because I do not think it is the best way to address the problem.   

Without knowledge of the tensile stress, if any, that could be resisted in the joints between brick and 

mortar, it is not possible to predict what combination of lean of the wall and wind pressure would cause 

any particular section of wall to collapse.  All that can be said with certainty is that, to date, those 

conditions have yet to occur.  An engineer, if asked to justify by calculation a wall in such condition, would 

have to make suitably cautious assumptions and then establish whether there was an adequate safety 

factor against failure. 

I have yet to find the response that we received from RCC when we first expressed concern about the 

wall.  However I do recall a statement to the effect that their engineer had established that it complied 



with Codes of Practice.  If I (or anyone else) can find the correspondence, I am fairly confident that we 

could successfully challenge the engineer’s conclusions.  I don’t think we should just let the matter rest. 

 

 


