
 
You are hereby summoned to attend a MEETING of BRIMPSFIELD PARISH COUNCIL at 8.30pm on Tuesday 
16th JUNE 2026 at Brimpsfield Village Hall for transacting the business shown on the following agenda: 
 

 

Signed (Clerk to the Council) H Ward 
16th June 2026 

 

________________________________________________________________ 
Attendee are reminded that the proceedings of this meeting may be filmed, photographed, or recorded. 

 

 

Welcome and introductions – by the Chairman 
To RECEIVE any questions, statements or submissions from members of the public in 

attendance 
(Public Participation will be invited (for a period of 5 minutes or as determined by Chair of 

meeting) 
 

J Oakey 16.06.26 
------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

1. Attendance recorded J Oakey Chair, H Saunders, M Mandrigin, R Lock, K Engelke, L Goldstone and 11 
members of the public. 

 

2. Apologies received to be recorded 

Cllr Usmani arrived at 8.30 

Cllr Goldstone left the meeting at 9pm  

 

3. Declaration of interest for matters on the agenda invited 

Cllr Usmani has declared an interest in item 8 on the agenda and left the meeting 8.32 

 

4. Minutes of the previous Parish Council meeting on 28th May 2026 were not approved, amendments 
needed. Revised minutes from 20th January 2026 and March 2026 were approved by councillors.  

Amendments for 28th May Meeting Minutes are as follows: 

Item 11 - Needs to be amended to “Cllr Oakey”  

Item 15 - Mention of various dates of review of policies – This was agreed as an agenda item for our next 
full meeting in August  

Alan Partridge – Amend spelling to “Allen” 

Amend “Oakley” to “Oakey” 



Item 21 – Publication Requirement & the Exercise of Public Rights – Should refer to the Parish Council 
meeting not Parish Assembly meeting. 

Item 22 – Should read “This matter will be discussed at the Parish Council meeting in June” not Parish 
Assembly. 

Item 24 - Planning issue with “Long Arches” should read “Long Acre” 

AOB – Tom Wilson to be amended to Tom Wilson-Copp  

Item 22 – Remove sentence which refers to the decision made to share Issy’s plans in the meeting”  

Item 23 – Amend reference to two tenders, this should be two quotes not two tenders 

 

Richard Tyson – Paragraph (below) was added to January’s meeting minutes. January and March 
minutes were approved by the councillors  

 

“The meeting was opened by the chairman and members of the public were welcomed.  The chairman 
introduced Richard Tyson who had attended a site visit at Caudle Green recently and had relevant 
background and legal knowledge having worked on Cranham Common Trust issues for a considerable 
time to assist with resident questions. Mr Tyson explained that the various pieces of legislation 
applicable to common land were complex and required legal interpretation. There is no legal right to 
park on common land without the landowner’s permission, although there is an exemption making it not 
a crime if within 15 yards of the highway in order to access a legal parking location outside the area of 
common land. Access is also allowed for emergency and maintenance purposes. Residents raised 
questions regarding parking and common land rights and reassurances were given that all options were 
being reviewed and considered appropriately.” 

 

5. Council approved its AGAR completion and delegated to the Chair of Council to sign the appropriate 
forms 

Cllr Oakey and Parish Clerk signed off the AGAR forms 

  

6. Publication Requirement & the Exercise of Public Rights 

Notice was completed by Clerk ready to be posted on noticeboards and uploaded on to the parish 
council website  

 

7. Council approved the financial reports and payment list (as per Clerks report attached). To consider 
setting up a standing order for Clerks salary to be approved to be paid on the 25th of each month. 

 APPROVED   

 Clerk has reconciled the bank accounts  

Clerk has circulated all residents’ responses to councillors and added redacted responses to the clerk’s 
report. Clerk will contact each resident to obtain permission to include their comments in the clerk’s 
report which will be uploaded to the parish council website.   

Councillors voted on payments to be made in clerks report – All councillors voted in favour. 

 



8. Council considered plans provided for stables access track in Caudle Green and agreed response. 

Cllr Engelke – As a council we do not want another winter where further damage is done to the common 
land. 

Cllr Oakey – Our duty of care is to keep the common land in good condition. Earlier this year it was 
observed that there was damage to the tracks and we responded accordingly having accepted the legal 
position presented by Richard Tyson regarding driving and parking on common land in January this year. 
All options for repairing the track so it is fit for purpose year-round remain open to the dominant owner 
of the prescriptive right. This agenda item is aimed solely at providing a considered response to the plans 
provided by the dominant owner for the improvement of the tracks; other options are not being 
considered under this item. The response will be a combination of the views of the Council (the 
landowner/servient owner) and the findings from the consultation held with Caudle Green residents. The 
Council will provide a considered response to all Caudle Green residents who took the time to assist the 
Council in this consultation. 

The resident owning the prescriptive right for the tracks (the dominant owner) was present at the 
meeting and was asked to summarise her proposed plans for the improvement of the track – We would 
like the track to be practical and usable. I have come forward with two options and have provided plans 
for the council and residents to review. The original proposal was to put in crushed Cotswold stone but 
the council came back and suggested that the use of grass-Crete would have less visual impact and be 
more durable. I am open to suggestions, we want to have a useable track.  

Cllr Mandrigin added that grass-Crete is a good long-term option. It is embedded in the surface of the 
ground, has holes in it for grass to grow through. It will last a long time as it is a product which is 
designed for longevity. The middle of the track would remain as grass. At present there is no guidance on 
driving a horse box on this surface.  

Cllrs Engelke – In response to a question from a member of the public, if this option were taken forward 
and planning approval obtained on it, as landowner, the Council would make a relevant councillor 
available to meet with the contractors later in the process. The dominant owner confirmed that it was 
her intention to find a solution so that there will no more parking of these vehicles on the common land.  

The dominant owner responded to Cllr Saunders that it was not known whether part of the wall might 
need to be removed to access the front gates to the stable compound. The wall is understood to be 
grade two listed and so planning permission would be needed if part of the wall was to be removed.  

Cllr Mandrigin – Planning approval will be needed from Cotswold District Council for any of this work to 
be done. The planning decision will not be made by the Parish Council and it will follow Cotswold District 
Council’s normal planning process.  

Cllrs Engelke – In respect of the proposed improvement plans for the track at Caudle Green, I have now 
held two consultation meetings with residents and the general feeling from the meetings was, if any plan 
was successful in obtaining planning approval, plan one was the preferred option. At the time of the 
consultation, we were talking about crushed stone. Cllr Engelke went through the responses received. A 
member of public added that it may be that change of use from an agricultural building to stables was 
required. 

Member of the public – In 2020 there was a conversation with the dominant owner regarding her 
interest in developing the site. Cllr Saunders responded stating that the Parish Council can only take the 
current situation into account; legally we cannot take any private conversation or speculation on future 
use into account.  

Member of the public – There is an option to repair what is there. I do not understand the urgency of 
this. Cllr Saunders responded saying that the issue has been on-going since November 2024. The 
member of the public added that the track could be repaired and made good. Cllr Oakey added that 
while repairing the track remains an option for the dominant owner of the prescriptive right to consider, 



the Council was advised by Richard Tyson that an improvement would be preferable rather than a repair 
to provide a long term solution, rather than simple addition of stone that will get washed away.  

Cllr Engelke – This has been going on for two years and we need to find a solution to this problem. The 
council has other matters to address, and this has dominated Council business for a long time now. We 
did not have any duty to consult residents on this matter at this point. A short response time has meant 
that people have actually responded, for which we are grateful. Otherwise, the matter would not have 
been on our agenda for discussion until our next meeting in around two months’ time. Repairing the 
track remains a viable option. 

Regarding a potential planning application to improve the track: 

Cllr Lock – It is not for the Parish Council to make a decision on this (a planning application). You can put 
your objections to CDC if a planning application is taken forward; the council has put in a lot of time on 
this. When the planning application is submitted you will have your opportunity to have your say.  

Cllr Engelke – A submission (to CDC) can be made with or without the Council’s support. There are 
limitations on our part as a Parish Council. Cllr Engelke went through the other responses from the 
residents.  

Cllr Saunders - Something needs to be done to make the track useable through the year and the Council 
has been working on the options so everyone can continue to enjoy this area of the village. We have had 
several residents commenting that they would like to get back to a happy hamlet and to stop the discord 
that this issue is causing. We have been working hard to find a solution. 

Member of the public – Please can the council confirm that it does not have any pecuniary interest is 
improving the track. All Councillors responded – No, it does not  

Member of public – Clearly one of the options is to do nothing. It feels like I’ve walked into a fait 
accompli. Cllr Oakey responded explaining that the Council had been presented with two improvement 
options from the dominant owner. From all the responses from councillors and residents received there 
is a consensus that plan 1 would be preferable in minimising impact on the common land and on 
residents and visitors.  This is not a fait accompli. Doing nothing or carrying out repairs to the track 
remain options open to the dominant owner. The Council is open to any option which maintains the 
common land in good condition for the benefit of all. 

Council agreed that it would maintain a neutral position regarding the track improvement options and 
would not be supporting or rejecting either of the plans provided for review. 

Cllr Oakey – We should also discuss the current condition of the common land as we have also received 
comments about this.  

Cllrs Engelke – Regarding grass cutting in Caudle Green, we have been advertising for a contractor for 18 
months without success; this is partly because of the need for specific insurance. Allen Partridge, the 
previous contractor has now given us a quote of £980 per year for strimming the footpaths, the triangle 
under the central tree and verges in line with biodiversity scheme agreed with Caudle Green residents. A 
longer length cut has been agreed with the houseowner for around one of the dwellings as last year it was 
mowed very close. Tom Overbury is going to cut (top) the rest of the green twice a year; the first cut is 
scheduled for this weekend. This brings Caudle Green in line with Brimpsfield. We have very limited 
resources and we have potentially a lot more to spend on trees. We do have a duty to replant trees and 
rewild where we can. 

Member of the public – Will a dog waste bin be located on the common land? 

Cllrs Engelke – I am in communication with the council about this at present. 

 



9. To consider .gov email addresses for councillors and agree actions 

 

i. Parish Online - Email service for town, community and parish councils using GOV.UK domains 

ii. No cost (included in website annual subscription) 

iii. Issues and concerns to be raised  

Clerk to speak to Parsh Online and resolve email issues 

 

10. Councillors reported back on Kier visit re A417 development  

 

Report is available on the Brimpsfield Village website  

 

11. Council considered planning applications, Land Registry matters, appeals and decisions and agreed 
any actions 

 

Nothing to report on applications  

Tom Wilson Copp of The Old Forge, Birdlip will be seeking to amend or deregister the garden  

of his parents’ house.  He was required to contact his parish council as part of that process – no further 
action needed at the moment.  

 

12. Any other business (for information only) 

None 

A closing remark from the dominant owner of the track discussed under item 8 was that she will proceed 
with a planning application. 

 

13. Date of next meeting – 11th or 18th August has been proposed, Cllrs will email clerk their 
preference. 

 

14. Meeting ended 22.25 

 

 

 


