SHOTTESWELL VILLAGE HALL MEETING HELD ON 24™ APRIL, 2021 (035). By Zoom.
PRESENT. BZ, HW, TC, LC, AO, JC, CJ. GN.

APOLOGIES.  HJ

USE OF HALL FOR PUBLIC MEETINGS IN LINE WITH COVID REGULATIONS.

The meeting had been called because the Parish Council wanted to book the village hall for a meeting next Thursday
evening and Ben wanted to apprise the committee of the advice he had sought in relation to the use of the hall for
public meetings in line with Covid regulations.

The advice from Kim Slater of WRCC is attached.
Also, Darryle Nicholds-Trainor from S.D.C. Environmental Health gave advice (attached).

In order to be Covid-secure the hall can only have 15 people inside which would include the Parish Councillors.
Darryle Nicholds-Trainor said in his email, “If you are concerned that the meeting is likely to exceed 15, you are
entitled to say no. You have to do what is reasonable practicable to protect your customers from health and safety
risks, COVID-19 being one of these risks.” Some members believed that the number of people could exceed 15.

It was the opinion of the majority that it would be better to offer a meeting outdoors.
Ben refrained from any further part in the meeting and Hilary took the chair.
Hilary conducted a vote on the proposal:

Given the hall can only accommodate fifteen people (including parish councillors) at a time to be Covid-secure and
we have a belief as a committee that the number could be exceeded and that we want to facilitate a meeting of the
Parish Council, we can offer them an outdoor meeting venue with tables and chairs and use of toilets. If the Parish
Council can provide information to guarantee fewer than fifteen people attending then they should let the
committee know in writing.

It was a unanimous vote that we offered the Parish Council a meeting outside and a letter would be sent to that
effect signed by HW (vice chair).

A.O.B.

1. HEATING. Ben explained that he had called Baxters when the heating did not work properly and he showed them
the installation remotely so there was no call out fee. They described the installation by Retherm as poor and said it
should have included a buffer cylinder. George had suggested we commission an audit and a list of
recommendations. It was agreed that we should go with just the one quotation as Baxters held the service contract.
Ben thought that the new tank would fit under the store cupboard shelf but he needed to check the dimensions.
Hilary thought there was a possibility of going to the small claims court to recoup costs from Retherm once we had
an audit and list of recommendations from Baxters. All agreed that the sooner we fixed the problems the sooner we
would start saving electricity costs.

George expressed concern that moss falling from the roof onto the outside of the ASHP unit guard could affect the
workings.

2. CADENT FOUNDATION. A committee member had suggested buying an awning to go across the entrance doors
area from the new windows. A retractable fabric awning with built-in LED lights and infra-red heating would cost just
under £7000 and we could get a grant from Cadent Foundation for £5000. There were no planning implications as it
was a temporary structure. Some additional costs would be incurred installing a new LED light above the door, a light
over the defibrillator, renewing guttering and downpipe amounting to approx. £500. There was a unanimous vote to
use the £5000 grant for the awning.

3. KITCHEN. The first stage for the kitchen grant was going through.

Approved by committee 11.05.2021
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