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‘Don’t  put  your  national  trust  in  Barclays’  climate
protestors urge.
On Saturday, 3rd August, visitors to Box Hill from Epsom, Ewell, and surrounding areas held a peaceful demonstration, urging
The National Trust to cease banking with Barclays.

The group organised a picnic protest at the iconic Box Hill viewpoint, displaying banners and placards to appeal to the charity to
drop Barclays, which is Europe’s largest financier of fossil fuels.

Box Hill, renowned for its stunning views across Surrey, is one of the hundreds of sites owned by the National Trust. The
organisation is a guardian of nature reserves, national parks, coastlines, historic buildings, and estates across the country.

The demonstrators carried banners and placards with messages such as ‘Love National Trust, Not Barclays’. They engaged with
families, distributing leaflets and collecting signatures for a petition that calls on the charity to switch to a bank that does not
fund fossil fuels.

Kristine, an NHS doctor from Epsom and mother of four, expressed her concerns: “I have been visiting Box Hill and other
National Trust sites with my four boys since they were babies. Exploring nature as a family is invaluable, and I am very
disappointed that an organisation like the National Trust does not prioritise the natural world we are leaving for our children in
its banking choices.

“Barclays is destroying nature with its horrific lending and investments in unethical industries. Knowing that I am indirectly
supporting Barclays spoils my visits to National Trust sites. Since realising the impact our choice of bank can have on the climate,
I switched to an ethical bank last year. I see no reason why the National Trust cannot do the same.”

The demonstration was part of a week of vibrant actions by campaigners across the country, aimed at urging the National Trust to
cut ties with Barclays, which has invested $235.2 billion in fossil fuels over the past seven years.

Despite publishing a new energy policy earlier this year, which it hailed as a step towards a “science-based” approach to
“financing the transition”, Barclays continues to finance notorious fossil fuel companies such as ExxonMobil and Royal Dutch
Shell. In 2023 alone, Barclays provided $24.221 billion in financing to fossil fuel companies.

The bank’s new energy policy has faced widespread criticism for loopholes that allow it to continue supporting carbon-intensive
industries such as fracking. Meanwhile, investigative journalists have revealed that Barclays’ “sustainable finance” is being used
to fund pipelines and oil expansion projects.

Recently, other institutions have announced their intentions to sever ties with Barclays for ethical reasons. Christian Aid and
Oxfam have already withdrawn their funds from Barclays.

Cambridge University is also in the process of withdrawing its support for Barclays and is leading a group of universities and
colleges that are investigating more sustainable financial products. Despite its commitment to natural conservation, the National
Trust is lagging behind other charities and thought leaders within its sector.

Alice, a mother of one from Sutton, who participated in the demonstration, said: “I have been donating to the National Trust for
years and even used to work in the tea shop at another local property.

“But I never realised that all  this time my money was going directly to Barclays Bank, a bank that funds fossil  fuels and
arms—both of which I am completely opposed to. I don’t want my money to support such a horrific business, and I wish the
National Trust would make much more of an effort to cut ties with Barclays.

“They have been aware of their members’ ethical concerns for years now, yet they seem to be doing very little about it.”

Euronews reported in February: “Addressing climate change is a critical and complex challenge,” said Laura Barlow, group head
of sustainability at Barclays. “We continue to work with our energy clients as they decarbonise and support their efforts to
transition in a manner that is just, orderly and addresses energy security.”

Barclays announced that it will no longer provide direct financing for new oil and gas projects, starting in 2024. This policy
change is part of a broader strategy where the bank has committed to mobilizing $1 trillion in sustainable and transition finance
by 2030 to help facilitate the energy transition. Additionally, Barclays has introduced a Transition Finance Framework and placed
restrictions on financing for companies heavily involved in oil and gas expansion.

Barclays’ representatives have defended their approach by stating that the bank’s role is to support an energy sector in transition,
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focusing on companies that are actively investing in low-carbon technologies. They argue that their large-scale operations enable
them to be instrumental in financing the global shift towards more sustainable energy sources. The bank has also set stringent
expectations for its energy clients, requiring them to have decarbonization plans in place by 2025, along with specific emission
reduction targets.

This approach has been described by Barclays as a balanced effort to meet the dual challenges of addressing climate change
while ensuring energy security and affordability. However, this stance has received mixed reactions, with some campaigners
arguing that the bank’s policies do not go far enough in curbing support for the fossil fuel industry.

A question of Chalk Pit noise and dust
Noise and dust pollution from the Chalk Pit waste recycling centre in Epsom continues to exacerbate the Council as residents’
complaints continue unabated.

On 26th March 2024 Epsom and Ewell  Council  decided to allocate funds to address the issue.  £40,000 was reserved for
independent noise investigation, and £100,000 was allocated for potential enforcement and litigation work. The Environment
Committee was directed to identify equivalent savings or income to replenish the reserve by the end of the financial year
2025-2026.

Questions were raised at the Full Council 30th July on progress.

Cllr Steve McCormick (RA Woodcote and Langley) asked his fellow RA ward Councillor Liz Frost (Chair of the Environment
Committee) “The Chalk Pit site is still causing many of our residents noise and dust nuisance with several complaints being
logged daily to this council, Surrey County Council and the Environment Agency. There are planning applications in process with
Surrey County Council but in the meantime, residents are experiencing regular disturbance to the unencumbered enjoyment of
their homes and gardens. What actions are this council taking to address these statutory issues that this council is responsible
for?”

Cllr Frost responded: “The Council has proceeded in line with its statutory duties to take such steps as are reasonably practicable
to investigate complaints of nuisance. This has included an early morning visit to characterise and witness the noise at that time.
Further, and as a consequence of a temporary diversion of resource away from a separate statutory service, the council intends to
deploy a dedicated officer for Chalk Pit work alone for a limited number of hours per week over the summer period.”

Cllr McCormick pressed the matter: “Can Councillor Frost confirm details for the dedicated officer mentioned, specifically how
many hours per week, confirmation on the role of the officer resource, i.e., additional monitoring, for example? And why is the
summer period only in scope? Why not a longer period until statutory nuisance is resolved?”

Cllr Frost replied: “The number of hours is not yet known. We are working with somebody who we are hoping to engage, who has
a lot of experience in this type of work. So we will be having an expert who is used to investigating noise nuisance and knows
what they’re looking for. We’re hoping that the work will start in August. I can’t really tell you how long it will go on for or exactly
how many hours; it depends on how much is needed, and the contract has yet to be signed, so it’s difficult to answer that.”

Cllr James Lawrence (LibDem College) pursued the matter further: “It’s very useful to hear that we’ve got some form of plan for
a dedicated officer time and resource to focus on the Chalk Pit. Would the Chair agree that it is unacceptable for residents to be
woken up at 5:40 a.m. due to the repeated banging and experience repeated disruption throughout the day? Has this experience
influenced your decision to give this dedicated officer resource?”

Councillor Frost responded: “I do agree this is not a good situation with people being woken up at this time. I think we would all
agree with that.  The difficulty comes with finding the actual  evidence and identifying exactly  who is  responsible.  That is
something we are hoping to get more information on, but yes, it is not a good situation.”

Meanwhile local residents complain they are suffering and the Council and other agencies are not doing enough quickly enough.

Related reports:

Chalk Pit action – a tale of two committees

“Heat and Dust” epic in Epsom
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Chalk Pit debate deferred by late abatement

Will the dust ever settle on Chalk Pit conflict?

East Street development not off the Hook
On Tuesday, 16th of July, the Environment Committee at Epsom and Ewell Council sat down to discuss the possibility that there
might be considerable environmental issues at the Hook Road Multi-Story Car Park.

It was decided in principle to release the Hook Road Car Park to facilitate wider redevelopment of the gas holder site. Hesitation
is largely due to the lack of information on the severity of the level of contamination in the area.

In the report provided by council officer Mark Shepard, it was stressed that the issues of contamination are based on what is
underneath the car park, that there is no present risk to people’s health, and it is safe to use for its intended purpose.

The Hook Road Car Park sits on top of a water aquifer and operates directly adjacent to a former gas works that has been in
operation since circa 1870 (which can be seen on the historical land use map). Given the lack of environmental research into the
soil and water of the gas holder site, it’s not known to what extent the Hook Road Car Park is dealing with a ticking time bomb of
contaminants. Gas sites are generally considered some of the most contaminated sites across the United Kingdom, especially ones
that have been in operation from the 19th to 20th century, when there were next to no regulations for the disposal of industrial
waste.

The byproducts of coal gasification include tar and pitch, which contain toxic and potentially carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons (PAHs). Ammonia, another byproduct, can contaminate soil and groundwater. Other harmful substances, such as
toxic phenolic compounds, spent oxides, and sulphur compounds, also pose contamination risks to soil and water. Additionally,
the process involves toxic chemicals that contribute to heavy metal pollution, including lead, arsenic, mercury, and chromium.
These byproducts pose significant environmental and health risks due to their persistence and toxicity. As for the gas holder site
at Hook Road, council officer Mark Shepard stated in the committee meeting that “we don’t yet know the level of contamination.”

There is the additional factor of Thames Water’s Epsom Water Works, located a short distance away. The East Street drinking
water boreholes are in close proximity (less than 200m) to the former gas works site. This means that if there are any attempts for
a clean-up at the former gas works site, it would necessitate thorough monitoring by the Environment Agency on account of its
potential  risk  for  contamination.  In  the meantime,  the council’s  decision remains provisional  as  they await  more detailed
environmental assessments to determine the appropriate course of action.

Image: Hook Road Car Park and gasworks – Google

Paving the way to better regulation?
The Epsom and Ewell Borough Council has voted to dispense its current pavement licence policy, rather than it being updated to
copy the .GOV guidance. This change comes as part of a broader review conducted during an Environment Committee Meeting
held on July 16th. Instead, Officers of the council will continue to determine applications under delegated authority, with the
Council’s website linking to the .GOV guidance. 

[This post corrects an earlier post that incorrectly inferred that applications would no longer be processed by EEBC.]

The original pavement licence policy, introduced under the Government’s Business and Planning Act of 2020, was a temporary
measure designed to assist the hospitality sector amid the economic turmoil caused by the Covid-19 pandemic. It allowed cafes
and similar businesses to place removable tables and chairs on adjacent council-owned highways for a capped fee of £100, a
significant reduction compared to the more cumbersome procedures under the 1980’s Highways Act.

As part of the 2024 Levelling Up agenda, this temporary policy was transformed into a permanent measure. However, the cost
cap was raised, allowing councils to charge up to £500 for new licences and £350 for renewals. This shift aimed to provide local
authorities with greater financial flexibility.  

The decision has sparked a range of reactions. Some view the licence fee as an additional financial burden on small, independent
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cafes striving to thrive in a challenging economic environment. However, proponents argue that the policy plays a crucial role in
ensuring pedestrian safety and accessibility, preventing removable furniture from obstructing pathways and ensuring compliance
with accessibility standards.

During the committee meeting, concerns over the cost of the licence fees were voiced. Councillor Robert Leach criticised the high
fees,  particularly the notion of paying £555 to process a form and issue a licence, suggesting it  seemed “ridiculous” and
speculating that the figure was derived using a “different unit of currency.” However, it was clarified that the actual cost of
processing a new application exceeded the fees charged, necessitating the higher rate to break even, though this remains capped
by the government.

However, doubts were also raised regarding the renewal fee of £350, with some committee members questioning the justification
for this amount, given that most of the necessary work is completed during the initial application process

Image: Cafe tables outside Zig Zag Epsom High Street – Google

Green  Flag  Awards  Honour  Epsom  and  Ashtead
Commons
Local communities are celebrating as both Epsom Common and Ashtead Common have been awarded the prestigious Green Flag
Award, recognizing them as two of the best-managed green spaces in the UK. This esteemed award, administered by the
environmental charity Keep Britain Tidy, sets the benchmark for the management of recreational outdoor spaces across the UK
and internationally.

Epsom Common Local Nature Reserve (LNR) has achieved this accolade for the 18th consecutive year, underscoring its continued
excellence in environmental stewardship. The site, managed by Epsom & Ewell Borough Council, is a haven for biodiversity,
featuring oak woods, pasture woodlands, and wetlands that are home to rare species like cotton spotted orchids and purple
emperor butterflies. It is also designated as a Site of Specific Scientific Interest (SSSI) due to its significance as a breeding bird
habitat.

Councillor Liz Frost, (RA Woodcote and Langley) Chair of the Environment Committee, expressed pride in the achievement,
attributing the success to the hard work of volunteers and partners, including the Epsom Common Association, the Lower Mole
Partnership, and Natural England. “This award is a testament to the dedication of our volunteers and staff who work tirelessly to
maintain this beautiful and biodiverse space,” she said.

In Ashtead, the Ashtead Common has also been honored with the Green Flag Award, further enhanced by receiving Green
Heritage Site Accreditation. This recognition highlights the site’s exceptional conservation efforts and its status as a National
Nature Reserve since 1995. Managed by the City of London Corporation, Ashtead Common is renowned for its ancient oak
pollards and diverse habitats, including those supporting rare invertebrates and breeding birds.

Ben Murphy, Chairman of the City Corporation’s Epping Forest and Commons Committee, noted the significance of the award,
stating, “These awards demonstrate the effectiveness of our management plans in preserving open spaces like Ashtead Common
for future generations. It also reflects the positive impact of the City of London Corporation’s investments in local communities.”

Both sites were evaluated on several criteria, including accessibility, safety, cleanliness, community engagement, and efforts to
combat climate change. The awards celebrate the commitment of the staff and volunteers who ensure these spaces remain
welcoming and well-maintained for the public. The Green Flag Award scheme highlights the importance of well-managed green
spaces in fostering community well-being and promoting sustainable living.

The achievements of Epsom and Ashtead Commons underscore the value of preserving natural habitats and providing safe,
accessible green spaces for all. As community members and nature enthusiasts enjoy these areas, the Green Flag Award serves as
a reminder of the critical role that well-maintained parks and reserves play in our social and environmental health.

Image: Great Pasture at Epsom Common. EEBC
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Surrey’s LibDem MP majority take on Thames Water
Buoyed by having the majority of Surrey County’s 11 Parliamentary Constituencies returning Liberal Democrat Party Members of
Parliament, the six new law-makers, including Epsom and Ewell‘s Helen Maguire MP, have joined forces to tackle Thames
Water‘s shortcomings. A spokesman said “This is all part of the campaign by the Liberal Democrat Party to get our streams,
rivers and coastline, cleaned up and to stop the often illegal dumping of sewage into our water.”

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/surreys-libdem-mp-majority-take-on-thames-water
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Surrey Political Map: Offa29 – Own work. CC BY 4.0

Poor road conditions a real test for learners
A driving instructor said he’s on a “one man crusade” to fix the roads around Redhill Aerodrome Driving Test Centre.  Martin
Pitchley, 57, said he was “shocked” at the road conditions in Redhill, Surrey.

Unreadable road markings, overgrown hedges blocking speed signs and poor road conditions were some of the issues raised by
the driving instructor.

“It’s not very fair for students taking their test with all these problems with the road which is caused by poor road management
by the [county] council,” Martin said.

Emailing Surrey County Council (SCC) on June 3, Martin said nothing has been done to fix the issue.

A SCC highways maintenance officer said the vegetation covering road signs will be removed as part of the rural cut back of
Earlswood and Reigate South on July 19 . Fixing chevrons and replacing speed signs have also been requested on a list of works
to be done.

Students who are just about to take their driving test come out of the centre not knowing what the speed limit is on that road,
according to Martin. He claims a speed sign had been knocked over and lying down in a hedge for over six months.

Outside the driving test centre is the 40mph Kings Mill Lane, but Martin says there is no signage until a good few hundred yards
up the road.

He said: “It’s not fair to be giving students tuition and telling them there should be a speed limit here but there’s not one, or it’s
knocked down.

“It’s an unsafe speed for that road” he added, “It’s got so many sharp bends, and big lorries yet students are expected to drive 40
mph up there.

“It’s like a one-man crusade really. It’s not really fair for the students going up to the test centre and taking their test with all
these problems with the road.”

Not only worried for his driving students, Martin said he was concerned for the general public including pedestrians, cyclists and
vehicles.

“They are very severe and dangerous [roads] for any motorists, either for a learner or a full-time experienced driver,” he said.
“They have to drive up these roads and find there’s a big steep dip in the roads or uneven roads that will make them steer
awkwardly or crash their car.”

According to Crash Map data, seven ‘slight’ accidents and two ‘serious’ incidents with vehicles have occurred on Kings Mill Lane
between 2018-2022.

Martin said the county council has had enough time to fix the issues with the road and wants to see change. He said: “I just want
this issue to be resolved so students can go up to their driving test, get a fair test, and members of the public are not going to get
hit by a speeding car.”

A SCC spokesperson said: “We appreciate the concerns raised and our Highways officers have been in communication with the
individual to talk through the issues.

“The grass verges in question will be cut as part of our twice per annum rural cuts – information on where and when these take
place are available on our website.

“Requests to replace speed signs in the area have been raised, however these need to be prioritised against other requests across
the county and officers will review this as soon as they can.”

Image: Driving instructor Martin Pitchley, Credit: Road Rules Driving.
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Tree falls on van in Ewell Village
On Saturday a tree close to the bus stop, opposite the entrance to Bourne Hall in Ewell Village fell across the road onto a passing
red Mercedes van shattering its windscreen.

Surrey Police were quickly in attendance and a female police officer used a broom to sweep debris from the road to make the
road as safe as possible for passing traffic.

After approximately 30 minutes, contractors arrived on site to remove the fallen tree. No one is believed to have been injured by
the tree falling across the pavement.

A few months ago, a similar incident occurred when a large tree inside the entrance gates to Bourne Hall fell causing major
damage to walling which has had to undergo major restoration.

Whilst Saturday’s incident required Surrey Police’s involvement, it is not believed that any of the other emergency services were
called upon. Two trees falling within only a few metres of each other within such a short space of time in a busy village suggests
that people were lucky to escape serious injury. Does more need to be done in the Borough to ensure trees overhanging public
spaces do not pose a danger to anyone?

Ivy can choke a tree if allowed to climb it and dead branches will then fall to the ground below. Ivy can, however be easily dealt
with by removing a section of it from the base of a tree so that the ivy above dies and loosens its grip on the tree.

The tree that fell across the pavement and road onto the top of a red Mercedes van on Saturday was visibly covered in ivy.

Justice Stops Oil
A Surrey campaigner is “over the moon” after a landmark legal decision found that planning permission given to drill for oil at
Horse Hill is unlawful. 

The Supreme Court has found that the environmental impact of burning fossil fuels must be taken into account when granting
planning permission.

Sarah Finch has been fighting Surrey County Council’s decision to approve UK Oil and Gas’s oil drilling site in Horse Hill, south of
Reigate, for years – having first brought the case to the High Court in 2019.

On Thursday (June 20) the Supreme Court ruled, by three judges to two,  that planning permission for fossil fuel production
should not be granted unless the climate impact of the project –  specifically downstream greenhouse gas emissions from the
combustion of the fuel – have been fully assessed.

It means Surrey County Council’s decision to grant planning permission for oil production was unlawful, her lawyers said at the
end of the five-year battle.

Mrs Finch said: “I am absolutely over the moon to have won this important case. The Weald Action Group always believed it was
wrong to allow oil production without assessing its full climate impacts, and the Supreme Court has shown we were right.

“This is a welcome step towards a safer, fairer future. The oil and gas companies may act like business-as-usual is still an option,
but it will be very hard for planning authorities to permit new fossil fuel developments – in the Weald, the North Sea or anywhere
else – when their true climate impact is clear for all to see. 

“I thank the Weald Action Group, Friends of the Earth and everyone who has been part of our long journey through the courts.
And I thank my lawyers for their commitment and hard work.” 

The Court found the council’s reasons for refusing to assess the impact of burning the fuel was inadequate, her lawyers said,
adding that it made the “common sense point” that combustion emissions were unavoidable and no other controls could be relied
upon to reduce their impact.

They added that for similar reasons, the court also dismissed an argument that refining the oil somehow excused a failure to
assess its impact at the earliest possible stage.

The decision means planning authorities in England and Wales must now assess the total climate impact of any proposed fossil
fuel developments. 

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/tree-falls-on-van-in-ewell-village
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Stephen Sanderson UKOG’s chief executive said: “The court’s rather perplexing retrospective ruling, which is counter to all prior
judgements, further underscores why the company’s focus over the past few years has shifted away from oil and gas and firmly
towards creating and delivering strategic underground hydrogen storage, an essential element of the UK’s future low carbon
energy system.

“These projects have the potential to create far greater sustainable value for the company and the UK than any small onshore
field such as Horse Hill. They also have the added benefit of making a positive contribution to Net Zero.

“However, although Horse Hill is a small part of our portfolio, it still has a role to play in both the company’s and UK’s future
transitional energy mix and thus we look forward to working closely with the local planning authority to rectify this retrospective
change to EIA requirements.”

The proposed expansion at Horse Hill Developments would have created five drilling cellars, four hydrocarbon production wells,
four gas-to-power generators, a process, storage and tanker loading area, seven 1,300-barrel oil tanks, and a 37-metre drill rig to
allow large-scale production of up to 3.3 million tonnes of crude oil for sale and use as transport fuel for 20 years, Mrs Finch’s
lawyers Leigh Day said.

UKCOG has said it plans to work closely with Surrey County Council to “promptly rectify the situation”, either via an amendment
to the original 2018 planning applications or a new retrospective planning submission, for which there is recent planning
precedent within Surrey.

A spokesperson for Surrey County Council said: “The long awaited judgement of the Supreme Court in the case of R (on the
application of Finch on behalf of the Weald Action Group) v Surrey County Council and others has found that the Environmental
Impact Assessment undertaken for the planning application at Horse Hill to extract petroleum did not assess the effect on climate
of the combustion of the oil to be produced. 

“Council officers at the time of the planning application assessment believed that they acted in compliance with the law. The
judgement  makes  it  clear  that  local  planning  authorities  must  have  regard  to  downstream  emissions.  The  council  was
unsuccessful in defending its decision.

“The planning permission remains to be determined in due course.”
Image: Redhill climate campaigner Sarah Finch at Horse Hill rally 5 Nov 2021. Credit Denise Laura Baker

Epsom and Ewell braces for M25 closure traffic
Greater chaos has been avoided by the Epsom and Ewell Times correcting the Highway Authority‘s belief you could turn off
the northbound A3 to go south at the Hook Junction. “Thank you for your email of 19 April 2024 in relation to the M25 junction
10/A3 Wisley interchange improvement project and specifically regarding the error in the M25 weekend closure diversion route
published on our webpage. I’d like to apologise for this error and to also thank you for bringing it to our attention. This has now
been corrected….” wrote Chris Davis, the Project Support Officer.

The Highways Authority has announced the closure of a section of the M25 motorway between junctions 9 (A243 Leatherhead)
and 10 (A3 Wisley) from 9pm Friday, May 10, to 6am Monday, May 13, 2024. This closure is necessary for the installation of a
new bridge.

Travellers are advised to avoid unnecessary journeys during this period, with the authority expressing gratitude to drivers who
complied with similar closures in the past. A 19-mile diversion route has been planned, utilizing the A3 and the A240. Drivers are
urged to follow this diversion and not rely on their SatNav systems.

For clockwise diversion, except for over-height vehicles, drivers are advised to leave the M25 at junction 8 onto the A217
(Reigate), then follow signs for London, Sutton, and Kingston on the A217 and A240. At the Esso roundabout, they should turn
right onto the A24 (A240) towards Kingston, then left onto the A3 towards Portsmouth and Guildford. After 9½ miles, they can
rejoin the M25 at junction 10.

Fortunately, the works at the Tolworth roundabout have all but completed for traffic. The northbound A240 has four lanes to filter
at the junction approach.

For anticlockwise diversion, except for over-height vehicles, drivers should leave the M25 at junction 10 and join the A3 towards
London. After 9½ miles, they should turn right onto the A240 towards Epsom and Reigate, then follow signs for Reigate and the
M25 on the A240 and A217. After 3½ miles, they can rejoin the M25 at junction 8.

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/epsom-and-ewell-braces-for-m25-closure-traffic
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Drivers using the signed diversion route will not incur any Ultra Low Emission Zone (ULEZ) charges that may usually apply in
London. However, over-height vehicles must follow a different diversion route to avoid a low bridge.

The Highways Authority also announced plans for three more weekend closures of the M25 this year, with no closures scheduled
for June. The remaining closures will occur between July and the end of 2024, with dates to be announced following the May
closure.

Plan your local Epsom and Ewell lunch dates with relatives accordingly…

Related reports:

M25 diversion cost me £12.50 ULEZ charge

Going South this weekend?

https://epsomandewelltimes.com/m25-diversion-cost-me-12-50-ulez-charge
https://epsomandewelltimes.com/going-south-this-weekend

