
 

Agenda item No.5 

Otley Town Council 

Environment & Sustainability Committee 

Date: 17 June 2013 

Subject: Report on Gallows Hill project funding and maintenance 

work. 

Report by: Chair of committee 

1. Purpose of report 

1.1 To raise further issues with members concerning the lack of support 

from ward councillors for the application for Gallows Hill funding made by 

Groundwork Leeds to the Area Committee and to bring members up to 

date with recent and planned maintenance work on the site. 

2.Background 

2.1 Members may recall that at the last E&S Committee meeting on 11 

March Cllr Campbell said that although the ward cllrs supported the 

Gallows Hill project the Well Being Fund monies had been allocated to 

other projects and there was insufficient money left for the Gallows 

Hill project. 

2.2 That was the third different reason given by ward cllrs for not 

supporting the funding application. From information supplied by the Area 

Cttee Support team that wasn’t accurate on 11 March 2013 when £32986 

was recorded as available and it certainly wasn’t accurate when the 

original decision was taken on 10 September 2012 when the sum 

available to ward cllrs was £78527. The sum requested by Groundwork 

was £11999.  

2.3 Again using the information supplied by the Support Team the reason 

recorded on the application form when it was turned down by the 3 ward 

cllrs ( it didn’t go to the Area Cttee itself) on 10 September 2012 was 

’that the project did not meet the current priorities of the Area 

Committee’. That wasn’t an accurate statement either as both at that 

time and subsequently the notes for guidance for Well Being Fund 

applications showed clearly that Area Committee priorities included  



 

environmental projects and specifically, to quote directly from the 

guidance, ’green spaces:  we want to improve green spaces, 

making them cleaner and more accessible’.  The Area Support Team 

confirmed to me that Area Cttee priorities had not changed. And how 

many other applications were turned down by the 3 ward cllrs in 

2012/13? NONE.  

2.4 And the third different reason given for refusal was given by Cllr 

Campbell to Chair of Cttee in an email on 13 February 2013 which I 

report in full ’As you are aware all budgets are under pressure and the 

Area Well Being Fund is no exception . As a result officers and members 

have to look closely at the requests they receive for funding assistance. In 

the case of Gallows Hill it was felt that the project could not be supported 

particularly as the owner had access to other funds.’ No mention of 

this in the paperwork when the application for funding was turned down. 

And no evidence that this ‘policy’ was agreed in the Area Committee or 

applied by any of the other wards cllrs in North West Outer Area. 

2.5 I have at all times reported the facts about Gallows Hill funding fully 

and in writing to committee members but at no time have the ward 

councillors attempted to reciprocate. Their approach to this issue appears 

to me to be completely inconsistent and unfair. Given that no good reason 

to reject the application has been given I ask them to re-consider their 

position and commit themselves to allowing a fresh application for funding 

to have their support. 

2.6 On maintenance issues I am happy to report that the new grass 

cutting contractor has started work and is doing a good job including 

ringing in to Town Council a range of tasks he has observed as needing to 

be dealt with. 

2.7 On 22nd April a team of Waitrose and FOGH volunteers, members of 

the town Council and councillors spent the day clearing litter, removing 

wire fencing no longer doing a useful job around the site and generally 

tidying up the area. CDO and Chair of Committee are shortly to meet with 

Open Country a group supporting disabled people on environmental 

projects with a view to agreeing work they can do at Gallows Hill in the 

near future. And finally the FOGH annual general meeting will take place 

on Friday 12 July at 6pm at the Core. 

 



3. Legal and Financial implications. 

3.1 There are no legal or financial implications arising from this report. 

4. Sustainability. 

4.1 future works are compliant with Aalborg in to the promotion and 

increase of bio-diversity and caring for nature areas and green spaces. 

5. Recommendations 

5.1 Members are asked to note the contents of the report. 

5.2 Members are asked to support Chair of Committee’s call for ward 

councillors to re-consider their position and to support a fresh application 

for funding to the Area Cttee Well Being Fund. 


