Biddenden Parish Council

Amendments to the minutes of the Council meeting held on November 13" 2007 as
agreed at the Council meeting on December 11" 2007

Min.3 Note - Ms Clark did not query the disabled ramp but the pathway through the
hedge. Add “Cllr Whapham gave an assurance that no such pathway would be
established at present although he stated it was in future plans. Clir Conway queried who
had decided on this as it had not been discussed or approved as far as he was aware.”
(Amendment from Clir Conway)

Min. 6 (MF & JM) Note educational access money had not been received but “was
expected soon.”

Min. 6.1 Delete reference to rejuvenating the hedge.

Min. 6.1 Delete reference to “hard cut” as October mins. refer to “tidied”

Min. 6.1 Delete second paragraph and replace by “Cllr Richards assured the meeting that
contrary to the Chairman’s and ClIr Daly’s accusations he had not advised the contractor
to revise his price for work carried out to the hedge. However he confirmed he had
spoken directly to the contractor to ascertain who had authorised the hedge to be cut
down to within a foot of ground level. Clir Richards then apologised to Cllr Daly for
getting involved in the responsibilities of another councillor without reference. Clir Daly
accepted his apology.”

(All 6 and 6.1 above from Cllr Richards.)

Min.9 Last paragraph. Delete and replace with “After some discussion Cllr Whapham
proposed that it should be established whether there were any restrictive covenants in
place over the Gordon Jones Field which would prevent it being used as a potential site
for a doctor’s surgery. This was agreed (6 for, 2 against, 2 abstaining). The Clerk was
requested to check on this.”

(Amendment from Cllr Lupton)

Item 10 Correspondence

Add “Cllr Richards asked if all correspondence received by the council had been
circulated to all councillors as it had taken since August for Mr Churton’s letter to be
circulated. The Chair and the Clerk confirmed that it had. You asked me if | knew of any
other correspondence. | answered no and you again confirmed we had seen all
correspondence sent to the Council.”

(Amendment from ClIr Richards)



