EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE 

EXECUTIVE

HELD ON 17 MAY 2004

EX.97/04
PROPOSED DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC OPEN SPACE - FUSEHILL STREET, CARLISLE (Non-Key Decision)

Portfolio
Economic Prosperity

Subject Matter

To consider a report from the Head of Property Services (PS.6/04) enclosing a petition from 152 local residents and other written representations objecting to the proposed building of a medical centre on the site of the Community Gardens at Fusehill Street/Grey Street which was currently owned by the City Council.

The Head of Property Services reported that this site was currently used as a community garden and play area.  A planning application had been approved by the Development Control Committee to develop part of the site as a new medical centre whilst retaining the remainder for an upgraded children's playground.

The City Council had advertised its intention to dispose of this land, which was surplus to requirements.  The Executive was requested to consider the written and verbal representations received and make a decision as to whether to retain the land in its entirety for recreational use or sell part of the site for development as a medical practice but retaining the remainder for recreational use.

Mr Berry was present at the meeting and spoke on behalf of the petitioners.  He told the Executive that he was a governor of Brook Street School and that there was nowhere for children to play in the area.  The land at Fusehill Street was the only open space in the area and the petitioners wished to see it retained.  He drew the Executive's attention to planning policy PPG17 which required the Council to undertake a robust assessment of the needs of the community before allowing developments on open space land.

Mr Berry drew attention to the fact that there were new housing developments in the vicinity of the Fusehill Street site and that the highways implications of this and the proposed doctors surgery should be investigated by the Highways Authority.

A sign had recently appeared on the wall of the nearby community centre advising "No ball games."

Children in the area had to play on the street which was not satisfactory.  Melbourne Park was nearby, but this involved crossing two busy roads and the park was full of dog excrement, was used by motorbikes and had a river running through it.  The petitioners were urging the Executive to retain the land in Fusehill Street as public open space.

A Ward Councillor was present at the meeting and informed the Executive that he had ascertained the views of local residents on this issue.  He drew attention to another petition which was in circulation which was in support of the proposed doctors surgery.   He considered that the City Council needed to consider all the issues carefully before reaching a decision.  He supported the residents' petition that the land should be retained as public open space.  The land had failed as a community garden and drug syringes had been found on the land.  Melbourne Park was an option for play but needed considerable investment to bring it back up to standard.  Should the decision be made to dispose of this land for a doctors surgery, then any profits made should be spent in the immediate community.  He reiterated his support for the land to be retained as public open space.

The Chairman reported that a further petition to retain the land as public open space signed by 28 persons had been received and circulated to Members of the Executive.  In addition, a separate letter had been received by each Executive Member from a local resident in support of retaining the land as public open space.

Summary of options rejected

None

DECISION

1.  That the Leader will arrange for a meeting between relevant Members of the Executive and Officers with representatives of the petitioners to discuss the issues involved in the future use of this land and a report be submitted to a future meeting of the Executive on the outcome of these discussions prior to a final decision being made.

2.  That the report be referred to the Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee for their input as to the preferred future use of the land.

Reasons for Decision

The Executive wish to meet with the petitioners and seek the views of the Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee prior to coming to a decision on the future of this land.

