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BRIEFING NOTE 
 
Cemetery Wall Repairs  - progress 
 
1.  This Note provides an update on the progress of agreeing permanent repairs to the Wall on the eastern 
boundary.   
 
2.  Actions to date:  
 

a) Part of the wall collapsed 24 January 2018;  part remains leaning into the adjoining property (a private 
garden), and part is undamaged.  

 
b) Council’s insurers advised of damage.   

 
c) Incident reported to Finance + General Purposes Committee 8 February 2018  (F17/076.4) 

 
d) Council’s insurers advised that they would  not support a claim for repairs.  (8 February 2018) 

 
e) Progress reported to Finance + General Purposes Committee 8 March  2018  (F17/081.5).  Agreed that 

specialist adviser is appointed to assess position.   
 

f) Progress reported to Finance + General Purposes Committee 12 April  2018  (F17/089.5).  Agreed to 
appoint David Jenkins Architects.  (REF:  Brief for architect  15 February 2018)   

 
g) Progress reported to Finance + General Purposes Committee 7 June  2018  (F18/011.4).  David Jenkins 

report (May 2018) received.  Advice was that like-for-like repair would cost in the range £40 - £70,000.  
Committee agreed that this was not a good use of public funds and that other options would be explored.   

 
h) Options explored of replacing with Yew hedge and/or fence.  Some concerns about the cost of removing 

the old brickwork, but some suggestion that the reclamation cost would be covered by the value of the 
bricks.  A series of brief discussions had taken place with the adjoining landowner (a private residence) 
regarding options.   

 
i) Progress reported to Finance + General Purposes Committee 12 July  2018  (F18/019.4).  Reported that 

MSDC Planners had been consulted on options for repairs.  Conservation officer advised that a boundary 
over 2.0m in height would require planning permission, but the wall is understood to be only 1.8m.   

 
j) 14 August 2018:  Meeting with Mr Shepherd, adjoining landowner.  Suggestions of retaining existing wall 

as far as possible, by introducing buttresses at intervals along standing, and leaning wall section.  The 
length of fallen  wall (about 20m) could be replaced with close-boarded fence.  Agreed that Yew hedge 
would not thrive under the tree canopy and would require regular maintenance.   

 
k) Subsequent meeting with Council’s retained contractor (Ferguson) on site.  Agreed that buttresses on Mr 

Shepherd’s land would work.  Also possibly rebuild  fallen section, or infill with close-boarded fence.  A 
detailed quotation is being prepared and is awaited.   

 
 
3.  Proposed repair:   
 
The wall comprises an undamaged section, a ‘leaning’ section, and a collapsed section.  The objective is to 
undertake a reasonable repair, sensitive in design, requiring minimum maintenance, and acceptable to the 
adjoining landowner.   
 
It has been agreed that a comprehensive rebuild would be an unacceptable demand on public funds, and 
potentially disruptive to the adjacent graves.  A less costly and less disruptive solution is required.   
 
The proposal under current consideration is to build about 8 or 9 concrete buttresses at intervals along the 
undamaged and leaning wall.  The buttresses would be on the adjoining landowner side, occupying space owned 
by Mr Shepherd.  He agrees to this, but it would require a legal agreement (a licence) to formally permit the use of 
the space.  The buttresses would be brick faced to ensure an appropriate appearance.  The collapsed section 
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could be rebuilt and buttressed, or replaced with a close-boarded fence.  (A quotation for all this work is awaited 
from contractor Ferguson.) 
 
The matter of risk of future failure must be considered.  The length between buttresses would be typically 5m  and 
the likelihood of a failure of less than this length is judged to be small.  The wall immediately around the buttress 
would not fail.   If a short section were to fail  and fall into  the adjoining land, then the consequences would be 
small.  The land is heavily vegetated by shrubs and trees, generally wild growing, and there is no adjacent 
footway.  In any event, the wall should in future be routinely (say  annually) monitored for signs of cracking and 
movement, so giving some notice of failure.   
 
It is therefore suggested that the repair by buttresses is accepted, subject to reasonable cost and to the granting 
of a land use licence by the adjoining landowner.   
 
 
 
Stephen Hoyles 
CLERK TO THE COUNCIL              
30 August 2018 
 
 


