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Introduction

This is a report formulated by the following members of The King George V (KGV) Working Party: Mr Nick Farey, Mr Chris Garman, Mrs Alison Hughes, Mrs Olivia Izzard, Mr Barry Ransom and Mr Rupert Van der Werff, with additional assistance from Mr Mark Fisher.

This Working Group was brought together following the public Parish Council meeting in January 2009.  The group has looked into the origins of KGV Fields Foundation, & consulted with local groups & individuals to determine their views in respect of the use of the King George V Playing Field, Partridge Green. The West Grinstead Parish Council supplied The Working Party with a remit ,which is enclosed (see Page 3).

Each member of The Working Party has brought his/her expertise and experience to bear in the compilation of this report. It has been a team effort with the joint aim of  raising awareness of the wonderful resource of King George V Playing Field and recommending ways in which it can be utilised more effectively for future generations.

Recommendations/Summary of the KGV Working Group:

· The Trust Deed for KGV should be adhered to by The Trustees, as closely as possible.   ‘This is an open space for the pursuit of outdoor games, sports & activities for the benefit of the whole community.’ A plaque, which promotes the benefits and history of KGV, displayed on the entrance, would clarify its role and purpose.

· There is a need for greater communication between the Trustees & the community at large so that there is a shared vision for the present & future of this fantastic amenity.  The formation of a ‘Friends’ of KGV’ group, drawn from volunteers, would help this process.  Such a group could monitor the general condition of the playfield on a regular basis, thus forming an effective means of communication between the community and the Trustees.

· The views expressed by the majority of parishioners who have contributed to the debate regarding KGV should form the basis for any future decision-making by The Trustees.  An extensive survey of the community by The Working Party regarding parishioners’ expectations for provision of leisure amenities within the village including the KGV has taken place.  It has included discussion on a one-to-one basis, distribution of leaflets & advertising in the parish magazine. The views of local sports clubs as well as individuals have also been received. ( File of responses available)

·  A short mid and long- term maintenance schedule should be devised then actioned to ensure the long- term legacy of KGV for the community. Currently there are limitations to its use due to the general condition with unsatisfactory drainage and noise pollution. In planning thought should be given to the current use and location of the skate board ramp and to the future provision of an all-weather walkway which would improve accessibility to all areas of KGV for a greater proportion of the public. (File of designs available).
· Controversy regarding the location of The Scout Hut within KGV needs to be ‘laid to rest’. It should either be replaced on the original site or on an alternative site in the parish outside of KGV. An interim report was generated by The Working Party in July 2009, at the request of the Parish Council, due to an impending planning application to erect a replacement scout hut in KGV. The full text of this report is included. (See Appendix 1)
· Consideration should also be given to providing greater support for those sports organisations using KGV. This would encourage a higher percentage of the youth of our village to become more active in sport and outdoor pursuits. (See Appendix 2)
Remit of the Working Group, as directed by West Grinstead Parish Council

1. Research the origins of the King George V Memorial and the reasons it was established. 

2.  Clarify the roles of both FIT and WGPC in relation to KGV Playing Fields,      Partridge Green and the requirements of the Charity Commission in   respect of how both Trustees fulfil their obligations. 

3. Investigate the operation & use of other KGV Playing Fields throughout the UK to gain an understanding of how they are run, the current activities that take place within them & the process by which new activities are introduced.

4. Provide an insight into current views on provision of new facilities within Partridge Green & gain an understanding of the why criticism & opposition has arisen in the past

Responses to the remit

Remit 1

Research the origins of the King George V Memorial and the reasons it was established. 

  The King George’s Foundation (KGFF) was established as a memorial to the Late King George V by Trust Deed dated 3 November, 1936. The objects of the Trust were: ‘to promote and to assist in the establishment throughout the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland of Playing Fields for the use and enjoyment of the people, every such Playing Field to be styled ‘King George’s Field" , and ‘to be distinguished by heraldic panels  or other appropriate tablet medallion or inscription commemorative of the King.’

It is important to note that the Trust Deed defined a playing field as "any open space used for the purpose of outdoor games, sports and pastimes. “

Remit 2

  Clarify the roles of both FIT and WGPC in relation to KGV Playing Fields, Partridge Green and the requirements of the Charity Commission in respect of how both Trustees fulfil their obligations. 

FIT (Fields in Trust) took over from the NPFA (National Playing Fields Association) who were originally responsible for the promotion and preservation of the original foundation (KGFF). 

The roll of FIT is to ensure that every King George’s Field is to be used for open-air recreational purposes only, for the benefit of the public at large in particular children and young people. 

 The Deed of Dedication requires that each field be "preserved in perpetuity".

FIT, as Trustee of the KGFF must have satisfactory assurances that those managing and controlling each field ("The Trustees" WGPC) as to the maintenance and upkeep of the Fields using any monies derived from the field for this purpose only.

 FIT must be kept informed and its approval sought on any proposals affecting a King George Field. This means that the Fields shall be held in perpetuity as a public playing field for recreational purposes, providing in particular for children and young people local spaces for formal sport and informal play. Responsibilities of Local Trustees:  

If you are one of the people responsible for controlling the management of a Charity under its constitution, rules or Trust Deed (as are those within WGPC) then you are a Charity Trustee. This means you have certain duties and responsibilities IN LAW. 

Where a local authority is the Trustee they are Trustee as a body corporate and must make decisions with regard to the Charity in dependant of all other influences. 

The Trustees must, in respect of the KGV field at Partridge Green, act in accordance with the rules set out in the governing document; in this case, it is the Deed of Dedication. 

The KGGF was established not only as a living memory to the late King George V but as a charity whose remit was to provide and assist in the provision of recreational facilities. These facilities providing as they did an improvement for children and people of all ages and this memorial became a charity. 

It is therefore the responsibility of The Charities Commission to oversee all charities incorporated in the UK. They hold power over those charities and trustees outside that of the normal courts of law and may choose if so desirous, to take action directly against those who act outside their authority with regard to their responsibilities.

Remit 3

 Investigate the operation & use of other KGV Playing Fields throughout the UK to gain an understanding of how they are run, the current activities that take place within them & the process by which new activities are introduced.
Usage of KGV, Partridge Green and other KGV’s in the area
KGV, Partridge Green, was observed for a period of time during summer 2009.During a typical week numbers varied on a daily basis and were depndant on activities taking place. Most days that were observed, there were always a few dog walkers and people in the play area, also a handful of youths in and around the skate ramp.

The table below gives a summary of the usage during a typical week in July 2009:

56 Tennis players

167 Players and spectators for Cricket matches

55 Players and spectators for stoolball matches

22 Football players in training

32 In the play area

22 Walkers ( some with dogs)

20 Youths In and around the skateboard ramp

E-mail survey results from Tennis Club members on the scout hut location suggests that there are no objections to it being located on its original site and 100% against it being located near the main gate. Also some are happy to look at other sites outside KGV.

It is appropriate at this stage of the report to detail various issues relating to KGV, Partridge Green, when considering future action.

Drainage of KGV, Partridge Green

The field is relatively low lying and typical of the surrounding area, being a thin layer of heavy topsoil straight onto clay. For an area that receives relatively heavy usage this causes several well known issues, namely compaction of the soil leading to bad drainage and resulting difficulty for grass to grow.

The field is not flat and has a ridge that runs roughly from the entrance to the opposite diagonal corner as drainage is largely a case of surface run off as the soil quickly becomes waterlogged this has lead to problems with the properties on the Western edge of the field receiving the run off and consequent flooding issues. The north eastern run off is towards the balancing pond, the natural low point for the surrounding area.

The football club has clearly tried to improve the drainage on the area they use. There is a cutting on the Southern edge of the field, the success of this is not obvious as the water has nowhere to go and the passage of water through clay is very slow. Land drains and soil improvement are the only real options both of which are probably prohibitively expensive.

On the Western edge of the field it would be possible to dig a ditch carrying water southwards and linking into the ditches further south of the field that run towards the water treatment plant.

The balancing pond was dug to help carry water away from the field, properties on Shermanbury road and the road run off from approximately 50 metres East of the mini roundabaout. The pond has a piped exit to Cowfold Stream, which lies one field East of KGV. It’s functioning correctly is an issue which clearly affects more than the playing field and its efficiency is crucial to the drainage of the area. 

The pond has contracted significantly since it was dug and struggles to cope with heavy rainfall, the immediately surrounding area and the road becoming flooded on a regular basis. 

Cleaning out the pond, remodelling the banks and maintaining it should be a priority. Not only would it improve the usability of the field but it could become an additional feature. In Billingshurst on the new playing fields a pond has been created with pegs for fishing. The extra capacity would also help with the more severe downpours which seem to be a feature of our recent weather. A larger and better maintained pond would also benefit local wildlife and make it harder for the area to be a focus of antisocial behaviour.  Further to the upkeep of KGV consideration could be given to using the inclusive expertise of students from Brinsbury College, which may reduce the overall cost of maintenance.

Scouting in Partridge Green

There has been a history of Scouts in the village, although they have not met here since the previous hut was condemned. A small group has met in Ashurst, as they felt no other suitable facility was available more locally.

There are a number of thriving groups in nearby villages including Henfield, Cowfold and Shipley. We spoke to parents of children that commuted from Partridge Green to these groups. Most of them felt that they like the idea of Scouts in their village, but as long as their children were happy where they were, they probably wouldn’t change groups (unless close friends did, too).

Beavers have started up again in November, These meetings are held in the church hall, which seems suitable for the moment. There are plans to start a Scout group when there is enough interest, and as leaders come forward. Cubs are starting up again in February/March.

We have invited representatives from the Scouts to attend KGV a number of working party meetings, but unfortunately, none have attended. 

Other locations for leisure and recreation

In addition to KGV playing fields, there are number of other facilities and open spaces in the village area.

Jolesfield Common 

Currently used for football, with improved road access and a temporary changing rooms. This needs updating soon, and could possibly warrant a larger building, although space is limited.
Village Hall

The hall is in need of some major repairs in the near future. One option may be to replace or extend the current building, providing a more useful space. This could include a facility for Scouts,  

Methodist Hall

An excellent local facility but with little or no external grounds.  Certain restrictions apply.

St Michaels Church Hall

As above, but with better grounds. Currently used for Beavers, Rainbows and Brownies.

Fields in the locality

Fields in the vicinity of Jolesfield School could be well suited, with the agreement of local landowners.
Other KGV’s

There are over 400 KGV playfields throughout the UK.  The focus of The Working Party was on more local KGV’s and further investigation is needed of KGV Playing Fields nationally.

Visits were made to Newick & Plumpton along with calls to Crawley Down.  It transpires that each field provides very similar opportunities for villagers as Partridge Green.  

At Plumpton, the Trustees were in the process of deciding where to site a basketball facility with in the playing field.  It is believed that the funds were in place & consultation with the villagers was the next stage.  The Trustees had experienced some concerns from residents whose properties around the edge of the playfield regarding the noise levels from the skateboard ramp.  The local council officers were checking the noise levels and advising the Trustees on how to proceed.  The facilities are well used by a cross section of the village.   The maintenance being carried out by the sports clubs that use the facilities whilst hedging was carried out by a local contractor.

At Newick, the information was gathered through an informal conversation with two long- standing members of the Sports club and a walk round the facilities.  Once again local contractors are paid to carry out the maintenance of the grounds.  A recent application to the lottery funds had paid for a large enclosed under 10 play area.  At another part of the field there is a basket -ball shooting area, which is also lottery - funded.  Each year a summer fayre which coincides with a fun run is a major fund raiser.  It was not possible to find out if there have been any concerns or complaints from local residents regarding any of the equipment within the playing field.

At Crawley Down the field’s facilities are managed on a local level by a manager.  The overall running of the field is in the hands of Mid Sussex Council. 

Each field although similar in provision, it became apparent that the day to day running is different.    The major factor for success is the consultation & involvement of local residents to ensure maximum usage & minimum vandalism.

Recommended improvements in the light of these findings:

· Outside agencies and volunteers, including students from Brinsbury College, are consulted regarding the drainage, maintenance and upkeep of KGV;
· A ‘Friends of KGV Group’ is set up to  monitor the general condition of the playfield, reporting back their findings to The Parish Councillors on a regular basis;
· The Scout Hut is either located on its original site within KGV or in one of the other locations identified in this report;
· Consideration is given to the future replacement and location of a skateboard ramp which can be used by a  wider age range of our young people ;
· The construction of an all-weather  walkway around KGV  to make the areas more accessible for all parishioners, whatever their needs
 Remit 4

Provide an insight into current views on provision of new facilities within Partridge Green & gain an understanding of the why criticism & opposition has arisen in the past.

4a. Evidence gathering to provide an insight into current views of the provision of new youth facilities within Partridge Green has taken place via The King George V Playing Field Working Group. Views have been collected through: one-to-one discussions with parishioners, an advertisement in The Parish Magazine and leaflets distributed on doorsteps. General discussions with both young and older people in the parish suggest that there is unanimous support for further facilities for youth within the village including a new Scout Hut. (Response file available) 

Written responses to the leaflets (83 in total) also confirm this view. However, the siting of further facilities for the youth and that of a new scout hut remain a thorny issue.

Written suggestions for the siting of a Youth Facility include: Jolesfield School in the evening (1); the Village Hall (4); a small unit on Star Road (1); the building of a new all-purpose Village Community Centre on the current Village Hall site (1); and rebuilding the Sports Pavilion as an Outdoor Pursuits Centre (7)).

The results of a consideration of the siting of the Scout Hut are more clear cut. 94% of the responses suggested relocating the Scout Hut on its original site with increased security, access and lighting. There is genuine puzzlement by the majority of parishioners regarding the reason that this was not considered at the time of the original planning application when other proposed sites were put forward. Only 5 (6%) objections to the original site have been received, mainly on the grounds of inaccessibility and its locality as a target for vandalism. Other possible venues suggested are at Jolesfield Common, sharing the PGY Football Club facilities or a local church hall. 

In the light of these written views, it is recommended that the Parish Council clearly inform parishioners of reasons for not resiting the Scout Hut on its original site if they choose otherwise.
4b.There have been discussions regarding new facilities for the youth of the village  for over 10 years and during that time a lot of people put a great deal of time and effort into trying to action this. However, it would appear that there are several reasons that the facilities failed to materialise. The main ‘sticking points’ in the past have been the location, size, initial and running costs of such a venture. The village was divided on the use of KGV as a venue for a youth facility since it is not in keeping with the Trust Deed. Despite heated opposition at the time of the proposed youth facility, The Hopit Centre, being located in KGV plans appear to have gone ahead.                  
A brief history of ‘The Hopit Centre’

1936

King George’s Field Foundation came into being as a memorial to King George V with national trusteeship.

The Trust purposes of the King George V Fields Foundation were to establish playing fields for public use in perpetuity. The definition of ‘a playing field’ was described as ‘any open space for the pursuit of outdoor games, sports and activities.
Eleven King George V Playing Fields were set up in Sussex at the following locations : Bognor Regis; East Grinstead; Mayfield; Mountfield; Newick; Partridge Green; Plumpton; Rudgewick; Slinfold and Yapton. The majority of the playing fields are just over 10 acres in size and Partridge Green is approximately 9 acres.
1965

The King George’s Fields Foundation closed and national trusteeship was left in the hands of the National Playing Fields Association. In Partridge Green the local trustees are members of West Grinstead Parish Council, who are advised by the NPFA.

1987

At a public meeting it was agreed that the Youth Club should be restarted. A Management Committee for the Youth Club was formed.

1992

An open public meeting was held to discuss the state of the scout hut and a Scout Fund-Raising Committee was set up. Discussion was held regarding joining with other youth organisations in the village. Concerns were raised over cost and siting of any future building.

Another extra-ordinary meeting was held to discuss possible ‘Youth Facilities’ in the village and land adjacent to the village hall was suggested, at a cost of £60,000. No decision was made.

1993

An extra-ordinary meeting of the Parish Council acknowledged the lack of facilities for the youth and felt that the King George V Playing Field would be a good location for youth facilities. A ‘Youth Facilities Working Party ‘was set up. A suggestion was made to replace the old scout hut with a dual-purpose one.

The estimated cost was £100-110,000.

1994

Concern was raised over possible running costs. A Parish Councillor estimated the outgoings at £5050 p.a. and incoming revenue from lettings at £6030. Horsham District Council were approached for funding but declined.

The Scouts decided they would not support the project
1995 Three separate quotes were received for the building. Costs had risen to £250-350,000 

A village census was undertaken to gauge public opinion regarding a youth facility. 1067 questionnaires were distributed (one to each household) and there wer 108 returns-just over 10%. 47% of those wanted a Youth Centre. A Hopit Action Group (HAG) was set up.

1996

An extra-ordinary meeting of the Parish Council was held and it was agreed to support a combined community centre to be sited in the King George V Playing Field. Concerns were raised at the location and escalating costs. The cost had escalated to £897,000! This was partly because a 2-storey building was planned at this time. Letters of opposition were sent to the local press.

1997

The NPFA advised the Parish Council ‘that the proposals for the Hopit Centre are outside of the Trust purposes at King George V Playing Field and furthermore that they are of a nature and scale that is inappropriate'.

A bid to the Millennium Commission for £40,000 was turned down

1998

The Women’s Institute, who used the Village Hall regularly for meetings raised concerns regarding the possible corporation of the Village Hall into The Hopit Centre without proper consultation having taken place.

A letter from the Deputy Director of NPFA stated that ’The particular difficulty of a King George’ s Playing Field site is its Trust purposes’.

The suggestion was made that the old burial ground could be considered as a more suitable site but this caused an out -cry in the village.

The Sports and Social Club decided to withdraw support for the project.

1999

A proposal was made to sell the Village Hall and incorporate it into The Hopit Centre.

Charges of ‘maladministration’ were levelled at the Parish Council. These were subsequently dropped along with any further action on ‘The Hopit Centre’. Monies raised for the project are currently held ‘in trust’.

                                                                                                                                                                                                     In the light of previous criticism and opposition to the location, size and cost of youth facilities it is recommended that a full consultation takes place with all organisedgroups within the village before any future action regarding youth facilities is undertaken.  

APPENDICES

Appendix 1

1. WGPC    INTERIM REPORT FROM THE KGV WORKING GROUP  20 JULY 2009   

Mr Chairman 

To enable you to put the recommendations of the KGV working group in a timely fashion to the forthcoming meeting of HDC planners and our District Councillors, we have given serious consideration to the relocation of the Scout hut ahead of other considerations. The KGV working group will continue to meet and research other possibilities for the use of the field, for the benefit of the community as a whole. 

We feel that we should remind WGPC, but more particularly, for the public record, of how the KGV working group was established. 

A Planning application for a replacement Scout Hut within KGV was applied for by WGPC late last year and became DC/08/2665. 

As news of this application by WGPC, on behalf of the Scouts, spread throughout the village a high degree of anger and dismay became evident. Concerns were raised at the WGPC AGM, Later culminating in an extraordinary Parish meeting which filled the village hall. The published purpose of that meeting was to take a Poll on the relocation of the hut. 

It would be accurate to describe the views of the attendees at that public meeting were very much against the proposed new location, with just one or two supporting the application. A motion to vote on the subject was denied by the former Chairman of WGPC, as many attendees felt that it was wrong to consider the scout hut in isolation of the needs of the rest of the village. He therefore proposed that a working group be put together to look at KGV and report back to WGPC. This idea was well received by many, although some felt the working group should consider other locations in the village at the same time. 

The scope of the working group was to research how the KGV field came about, the interaction between the parishioners and the Trustees and suggestions on how they could take matters forward with support of the villagers as in the past many ideas and their implementation had failed. New ideas would also be very welcome too. The Trustees (WGPC) gave a commitment that the working group’s recommendations would be taken very seriously.  

Volunteers put their names forward that night and WGPC voted at a subsequent parish meeting that the seven people who had still expressed an interest should be co-opted onto the working group. 

The former Parish Chairman Marcus Staples briefed the group on its first meeting and David Green the current Chairman gave us his views at a subsequent meeting. 

This now bring us all up to date:

David Green discussed the possibility of the working group focusing on the scout hut relocation in the first instance, so that the group’s recommendation may possibly be ready and its views known in time for a meeting between HDC, District Councillors, Scouts and the Trustees. This was agreed and this report is the first of several. 

It is our view, that we have given serious thought, consultation and soul searching to the proposed relocation of the Scout hut. Consideration has been given to all the groups and individuals that use the KGV field. 

We recommend that with consultation between the Scouts, HDC Planning, The Charity Commission, FIT and the Trustees, the least problematic solution for the Scout’s would be to relocate back onto the original site. This, we believe, the Scouts will understand given the constraints of the various regulations and a strong mandate from the parishioners of the village (as evidenced by the opposing comments on the Planning web site) that this is the only possible outcome that can be considered within the confines of KGV. It would also be prudent to point out that in our view, to protect the original purpose of KGV, any new building, if approved for Scouting should be single use only. This must be a condition of the Lease agreement and in addition (as mentioned to us recently by FIT), that a clause for the demolition of the building at lease cessation by the Scouts at their cost be included.  

This decision is based on several factors we have discovered in our endeavours. 

The Trustees, who have the best interest of the field at heart, have many constraints placed upon them by the regulations which govern their stewardship. 

The original Conveyance of land to the Parish Council in 1940 had restrictive covenants preventing this kind of structure: 

Extract: That the council and persons deriving title under them will not use the said property herby conveyed for any purpose other than an open space or playing field and will not erect any building thereon other than buildings erected or to be hereafter erected in connection with the use of the property as a playing field or open space. 
Trustees must ensure that they comply with the requirements of the Charities Commission with regard to the rules set out in its governing Document and remain true to the charitable purpose and objectives that have been set. They must also act with integrity and avoid any conflicts of interest or misuse of charity assets and avoid undertaking activities that might place the charities property, funds, assets or reputation at risk. 

The Parish Council is the Trustee of the field and as such has total power and control over the field within the terms of its governing instrument. However all decisions must be based on what is in the best interest of the charity, as the council sits as TRUSTEE not as council to discuss this matter. 

Any development on the site must have no effect on the outdoor recreational use of the field, and the area must be surplus to the requirements of the charity. If the scouts are to use a building and not the charity a lease must be entered into under the terms of the 1993 and 2006 Charities Acts. Serious consideration must be given to 

Section 1.3 of OG 54 B3-07 February 2007, DISPOSAL OF CHARITY INTEREST IN PROPERTY this allows for public consultation prior to releasing Charity property. Trustees are obliged to take into consideration any comments received following this public announcement. 

We are aware that the Charity Commission would desire the Parish Council as Trustee to consider and resolve the following points should it wish to proceed with a replacement scout hut. Legal advice to the effect that the restrictive covenant in the conveyance of the land that no building shall be erected on the land (other than one in connection with use of the land as an open space or playing field) is no longer in force, has been obtained. And in addition whether the trustee has been able to determine that any land to be used for the new hut is surplus to requirements and that they have a power to dispose of the land to the scouts (there is no power in the governing document) and to grant a lease in accordance with the provisions of section 36 of the Charities act 1993. Independent valuation fees for the ground being disposed of, and Legal ‘s resulting from this exercise would have to be met, in our view, by the Scouting organization themselves.   

The following is a statement from FIT (Fields in Trust) regarding the surplus to requirements issue that would need, in our view to be re-addressed following any application to rebuild. This issue is also a charitable matter which you, The Trustees (WGPC) will need to inform the Charity Commission about as it has a bearing on any section 36 application for Land Disposals. 

As was suggested in WGPC minutes. 

We (FIT) did not decide that the land was surplus to requirements; the trustee told us it was surplus to requirements. You (WGPC) decided the area was not required for games, sports or pastimes and was surplus to requirements. 
HDC Planning sub-committee rejected both the original and amended applications because of their impact on the amenities of adjoining properties and the character of the area. The proposal is therefore contrary to planning regulations CP3, DC1, DC9 Also considered relevant were sections CP1, CP14, CP15 and CP16 They did however mention that they would find it difficult to resist, in principle, a re- build on the original site as Core Policy CP14 allows for facilities outside the built up area boundary where it is the only practicable option and where a suitable site has previously existed. In all, the total number of letters received by HDC from the general public was 71.   2 were in favour of the application, 25 were general objections and 44 further objections suggesting use of the original site.  

Although somewhat outside our terms of reference, as a group we felt we should look at other possible locations for a Scout hut within Partridge Green. 

We are aware of a possible location in Littleworth Lane and it is our understanding the WGPC are in receipt of a letter to this affect. 

Joles Field common was an idea suggested by several residents; perhaps a joint building with the junior soccer team might be possible as now good access has been provided to the football field and allotments?  

Our own village hall, because of it central location might be an alternative. As one letter supporting the application points out, many families do not enjoy the luxury of being able to drive their children to a hut because of work/life balance, what is needed is a hut in the village. The hall is available now and would enable the Scouts to get up and running very quickly. Equipment storage could be accommodated in a container located in the car park to the rear of the hall. This would allow an accurate judgment of need to be made. If the hall is rebuilt at a later date perhaps some youth facilities might be incorporated? 

We understand fully that uniformed organizations have a role to play and how important this is in the lives of village youngsters; The use of the village hall in our view is a good starting point, but there are several other various ways in which supporting the scouts might be accomplished in Partridge Green.

Appendix 2

Report from Sports & Social Club by John Bellamy

Sports & Social Club

Remit: To provide a focal point within the village for sporting and social activity. Family orientated approach with an emphasis on Social membership, accounting for approx 25% of estimated membership of 234 for the new membership year which runs from October 1st  (see table below). 
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Individual Memberships 2009-2010
Partridge Green Football Club (FC)

Partridge Green Football Club under 18 (FCJ)
Partridge Green Cricket Club (CC)

Partridge Green Cricket Club (CCVP)
Partridge Green Cricket Club (CCSTY)
Partridge Green Cricket Club (CCJ)

Partridge Green Stoolball Club (SC)
Partridge Green Tennis Club (TC)

Partridge Green S&SC Darts Team (DT)
Partridge Green S&SC Social Members (SOC)
Total fee paying members @ £3 for 2009/10

No. |Amount Due |AmountPaid | OIS
35 £105 £0 £105
6 NA NA £0
23 £69 £0 £69
7 £21 £0 £21
23 £69 £0
[ NA | NA | 0
17 £51 £0
W o s W
[ £0 £0
54 £162 £45
234 £684 £237 £447





PGS&SC is totally self funding. Funds are raised through 3 main channels, rents, memberships and the bar. The bar supplements the rents paid by the individual sports sections. The Bar provided 93% of the total income of the club last fiscal. Total running costs of the building, excluding the bar and its associated costs, was £2,600 in the last fiscal, of that cost £2,100 is paid for from the proceeds of the bar.

The S&SC is a focal point for social interaction in the village to those who wish to use it. Involvement in sport is not a prerequisite to membership.

Wish List : broadly speaking we need to expand the existing facility and bring it up to date in terms of facilities and equipment (in particular the kitchen), we are in the 

process of setting up a facilities committee comprising of rep’s from sporting and social membership. Options as to how positive change might be achieved are listed below:

·  A brand new purpose built social club incorporating changing and shower             facilities, bar and function room. Location KGV site up for discussion.

· A low level modest extension to the existing building onto the space between the back of the existing building. This could be either a permanent extension or temporary through the use of Porta cabins.

· Greater capacity would enable the club to change its operating model from a purely weekend only facility to a 7 day/night facility offering a wider range of activities/usage to the community.

· Closer ties with the Trustee’s. The club has never enjoyed any visible support from the Trustee’s or the PC at large. We would like to see ALL PC officers as paid members of the S&SC (Memberships are £3 per annum).

· Help with promotion of the clubs activities, PC endorsement.    

Partridge Green Football Club

Well over 100 years old and one of the oldest football clubs in Sussex. PGFC is an F.A. Charter Standard club, one of the few clubs in Sussex playing below county level to have accreditation. PGFC currently holds intermediate status, this places the club within the band eligible, subject to having the right facilities, to progress into county football. The club is well sponsored and has plans to improve standards both on and off the field of play. PGFC share the same Chairman and Treasurer as PGYFC who play there matches predominately at Jolesfield common and Jolesfield School. This season the U16 girls team are registered to use KGV as their home pitch thus over coming issues with facilities.

PGFC’s biggest burden is the pitch in KGV. It is only usable for around 3 months of the year. Once the wet weather arrives the pitch and in deed the park becomes a swamp. This results in the club decamping to Ashurst (relying on another parish for its playing facilities) to play its fixtures, facilities are boarder line for first team matches as they barely meet league rules. Also there is an additional cost to the club of £25 per match which Steyning Parish council benefit from – so money actually leaves this parish for another. This also applies to the older teams within the Youth section, they also decamp to Ashurst as the large pitch at Jolesfield common suffers from the same problems. There is also an adverse impact on the S&SC when matches are played at Ashurst as away teams do not use the bar and there is a loss of income. There is the possibility that should the clubs 1st team’s performance propel it towards county football that the football club would have to move outside the parish, the implications on the S&SC would be significant.

We need to have a pitch in KGV which can sustain more matches than it has traditionally done, even to the point where is could be used by the oldest of the junior club side. To achieve this there needs to be both capital and maintenance investment in the pitch. Capital investment would extend to improving the existing drainage, the maintenance investment would be annual and extend to verti- 

draining and sanding. Also the existing ditch needs to be cleared and refurbished. Quotes have been obtained for much of this work and are available as an addendum to this document, I have one more quote to obtain in w/c 19th October.

Wish list

· Put in place a maintenance schedule for the pitch and agree on funding.

· Verti drain – November cost £260 + vat from Active Grounds Maintenance

· Clear ditch – source locally asap.

· Plans for drainage works, short, medium and long term.

· Grass care – cutting, weeding, fertilizing, sanding, worming & Mole removal.

· Develop other areas of the park to support junior and youth football.

Partridge Green Cricket Club

The club, which is 127 years old is a member of the West Sussex Invitation Cricket League and won Division 4 of that league in 2009.

The club also has a Sunday side playing friendlies most weekends throughout the summer. We also used to have a flourishing colts side, from which our senior side has benefitted considerably. We would very much like to re-ignite interest in cricket for the local youngsters. The problem has been getting sufficient youngsters within a close enough age range that are interested in playing. This is one of the club’s key targets for 2010. Currently we know that a number of boys play for junior sides outside the village.

The cost of maintaining our excellent cricket square is one of the club’s main expenses. We need to treat the ground with loam annually. The prospect of having to replace our roller or pitch mower is a daunting one as the club would be stretched to be able to afford to do this. Among our frustrations is that, having made a lot of effort to get the square looking ‘perfect’, the outfield, which is cut by the PC’s grass-cutting contractor, is either not cut or not cut at the right time for us. We understand that the PC pays for 25 cuts of the park during the summer – this must mean a cut each week. However, cuts are not being carried out to this timetable. Consequently the club has invested in a small ride-on mower so that we can cut our cricket outfield. We would welcome the opportunity to discuss with the PC a revised strategy for cutting the grass in the park taking this into account.

Because we play during the (hopefully) warmer weather we would like to be able to attract more people to the park to watch matches throughout the summer. One of the drawbacks to this is the somewhat dated and a bit “tatty round the edges” condition of the sports pavilion. We would like to see money spent on improving facilities here, especially the toilets, the kitchen and the main lounge areas. 

Wish list:

· Better pavilion facilities to attract more spectators and encourage more people to be members of the Sports and Social Club and the Cricket Club

· Support for replacement equipment costs as and when these are needed (e.g. roller and mowers)

· More coordinated grass-cutting within the park

· Improvements to the drainage of the park (less of an issue for the cricket club than the football club but still can be a problem early in the season)

· Long-term strategy to provide coaching for potential young cricketers

All of the above cost money and the club is constantly looking at ways of raising money to enable the facilities at the park to be brought into the 21st century. There is a move to a more consolidated approach to fund-raising and improvements, via the Sports and Social Club and the involvement of the Parish Council and the villagers as a whole would have a huge impact on what is achievable.

Partridge Green Tennis Club

Currently run very successful senior and junior sections. Coaching sessions are held regularly which attracts many youngsters from within the village and beyond. PGTC adult members are members of the sports and social club, but make little or no use of the facilities or bar. The tennis clubs biggest worry is in its ability to meet the £20k of cost required every 10 years to maintain the playing surface of the three courts.

Wish list

· Financial support for court maintenance

Partridge Stoolball club

This is a thriving club with many years of successful competition in local leagues. KGV is used to host two or three major tournaments each summer, its one of only two grounds in the league which can stage simultaneous matches, these events raise funds for the club. 

· Improved kitchen facilities

· Improved toilet facilities

In conclusion

We, the members of The King George V Playing Field Working Party would like to thank the West Grinstead Parish Councillors for the opportunity to consider the future of KGV.

Furthermore we would like to express our gratitude to members of associations using KGV and other parishioners for taking the time to add to the debate through written messages, e-mail messages and by word-of-mouth.

We trust that Parish Councillors will consider our recommendations carefully and report back their subsequent actions in the light of these in due course.
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