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LONGFIELD & NEW BARN PARISH COUNCIL 
www.longfieldandnewbarnpc.kentparishes.gov.uk 

 
 

Minutes of the  
LONGFIELD COMMUNITY PARK PROJECT COMMITTEE 

Meeting on Tuesday 1
st

 March 2011 in the  
Committee Room, Longfield Community Hall, Longfield 

At 7.30pm 
Present:  Cllr Kite   Chairman 
   Cllr Drake 
   Cllr Perfitt 
   Cllr MacDonald  New Barn Residents Association 
   Tony Butler  Long Valley Trust 
   A S Jordan  Longfield Community Hall Management Com 
   Ted Deacon  Resident 
   Sheila Elisak  Lanbara 
   Daren Barry  Long Valley Social Club 
   Ben Tillet  Long Valley Social Club 
   Roy Blair  Longfield Luncheon Club 
   Pauline Vosper  Longfield Tigers 
   Mike Vosper  Longfield Tigers 
    
 
In attendance: Roger Sedgley  Architect – Alexander Sedgley 
   Tina Russell  Parish Clerk 
    

  
1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Apologies were received from Cllr Hawes, Cllr Tamber, Cllr Grainger and Rev D Johnson 
 

2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
There were none. 

 
3. MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MINUTES NOT ELSWHERE ON THE AGENDA 

 
Minutes of the meeting had been previously circulated to members of the committee. 
 
Alex Jordan wished that item 6. The Way Forward be amended re the Long Valley Trust, to 
read “that the Long Valley Trusts role is uncertain with regard to its involvement with the new 
building” and that the word “ceased” be removed. This was agreed by those present. 

 
4. ROGER SEDGLEY, ALEXANDER SEDGLEY ARCHITECTS 

Roger Sedgley felt that it would be possible to erect the building in 2-3 phases, whilst 
considering all things that could go into the building. 
 
Originally there was an agreement that there is a need for a new building and that the original 
hall design was based around the size of a standard badminton court, with flexible spaces.  
Plus an area for performances with a stage and back stage dressing areas.  The current design 
is 7m high, compared to the existing hall being around 5 m and the overall new design being 
10-20% larger.  The current design height could be made lower, if necessary. 
 
The committee needs to consider that most of the high expenditure is in the foundations and 
roof. 
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Also included in the current design are 4 changing rooms to service the MUGA 
basketball/netball/5 aside area, badminton court and future 2 full size football pitches, , and 
cricket pitches.  Regulations stipulate that there has to be different changing areas to 
accommodate teams/players of differing sexes.  The committee needs to consider if there is a 
need for 4 large changing rooms big enough to accommodate 18 people in each.  It was 
important to ensure that the facilities promote youth football and this means keeping the 
existing football pitch marked out for 3 smaller pitches and not allowing it to be used as one full 
size pitch, as the grass will not tolerate the use.    
 
The core area of the current design includes a multi purpose resource area, which would have 
been available for either a library, internet café and after school activities area for young 
people. Roger sees that this area could now be reorganised and put where the changing rooms 
are currently sited. 
 
Considerations for the outside area included a need for better car parking, (current design 
increases from 30-90 spaces), the need to retain the use of the current building whilst the new 
build was being carried out and a desire to move the current entrance away from West Shaw 
and onto the Green St Green Road. A MUGA area configured for youth football, with banking 
and planting to screen it from West Shaw.  The new play area was designed so that parents 
can watch their children play whilst sitting on the terrace of the bar and that there would be a 
desire that the area be visible from both the club and near by homes, helping to reduce 
vandalism and anti social behaviour.  However Roger is well aware that this has been quite a 
contentious aspect during the planning application phase. 
 
After much discussion and feedback the following were noted as ideal considerations for the 
new build: 
 
Agreed need for replacement hall 
The bar area needs to be as large as detailed on current plan to accommodate current 
membership and additional users, complete with a public service kitchen.   
Multi function bar space with band and dance space (hard flooring) (dividers) 
A separate private hire kitchen for other room/hall users. 
Parish Meeting Room 
Parish Office with storage 
Additional meeting rooms 
Adequate car parking 
Storage for Tigers Football equipment 
Storage for regular hall users 
 
The Luncheon Club users would prefer a lower floor space, which was identified on current 
plan as one end of the flexible space in the large hall. 
 
Some considered it important to try to keep as large a footprint for the building and grow into it, 
as a small footprint is less likely to be extended at a later date. 
 
It was explained that the size of the changing rooms was considered as preferable for 
additional funding from the Football Foundation who most certainly will fund 50% of this 
element and have been know to fund more. 
 
It was pointed out that the original design catered for not only the current needs of the 
community but that of the future community over the next 25 years of growth in the parish. 
 
Alex Jordan commented that the Hall Committee will take on board all the new ideas and make 
a view on the situation as it develops, but sees that there needs to be a similar body in the new 
build to ensure provision is made for all current hall users, within the community, and that 
repairs are carried out on the building. 
 
Roger explained that there are two approaches that can be taken: 
 
1) Reducing the size of the building by a third and thus, also the cost.  
2) Build to existing size and leave some areas void until funds are available to furnish them. 
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Members of the committee then discussed the possibility of the bar having the flexibility to open 
onto the main hall, to cater for larger events ie weddings.  A comprise would be that the bar 
area would then not flow onto the terrace and over look the football pitches.  Roger explained 
that members would need to decide which the priority is. 
 

5. Roger requested a timetable for the use of the hall, which the clerk will provide. 
 

6. It was noted that the Terms of Reference of the Committee have still not been presented. 
 

7. Mr Butler asked if any funding had been identified by the committee and also the purchase of 
the land.  The Chairman explained that the committee had yet to agree a final plan for the build 
and once this was agreed then the sourcing of funding would follow and that the purchase of 
the land from DBC would hopefully not be too much of an obstacle as both KCC and DBC are 
positive about the plan, but currently do not have funds to invest in it. 

 
8. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

Would be in the next 6 weeks and before the Easter break. 
 
Meeting closed 9.00pm 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Signed…………………………………… 

 
Date…………………………………. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Distribution to Members of Longfield Community Park Committee for action 
Distribution to Council for information 


