Minutes of the Meeting of the Environmental and Amenities Committee
Held at Exeter Hall, Oxford, Kidlington

on Thursday October 20th 2005.


Present:

Cllr Carole Pack (Chair)





Cllr A Graham





Cllr S Laynes





Cllr A Moss (to 8pm)





Cllr C Robins


Apologies:

Apologies for absence received from Cllrs D Betts, J Garlick and J Ruiz.


Declaration of Interest:

None.

35. Minutes:

The minutes of the meeting held on Thursday August 25th 2005 were agreed and signed as a true record.

36. Matters Arising from the Minutes of the Meeting held on Thursday August 25th 2005  
 
i) Orchard Recreation Ground (Minute 26(i))


It was reported that Cllr Betts as Chair of the Committee and Cllr Chris Pack as Chair of 


the Council had met with representatives of the Football Club, residents and the 

Chairman of the Recreational Trusts to discuss usage of the Orchard Recreation Ground


and the nuisance which was being experienced by residents.


The Committee was circulated with a copy of a letter that had been sent to the Football


Club asking for their consideration. The letter had been copied to the complaining


residents.

ii) Car Park St Mary’s Fields (Minute 29)


It was anticipated that work to resurface the car park and access would commence


within the next two weeks.


The Clerk reported on insurance problems relating to the supervision of the contract


by Carl Smith who no longer had business cover. The insurance company had advised for 


Mr Smith to be employed by Kidlington Parish Council direct 
AGREED to accept the principle of direct employment and for a contract to be given. The matter to be referred to the forthcoming Policy Committee for approval.

37. Canal Bridge


The Chair welcomed Cllr Moss as liaison representative regarding the canal bridge


to update the committee. Cllr Moss reminded the Committee that there had been a


deputation from Kidlington to Cherwell District Council to persuade them to retain


the project to install a bridge across the canal between the Stratfield Brake wetland


site and the towpath on the Yarnton side of the canal.


This had originally been part of the District Council Capital programme and had been


under threat of deletion.


Subsequent to the meeting the Head of Leisure Services had phoned Cllr Moss and said


that it was not a high priority but that if Kidlington Parish Council took the lead the


project could go ahead.


With the authority of the Council, Cllr Moss had worked with Carl Smith to work up


a project which was now ready to go to tender. Letters had been sent by British


Waterways, which - with reserved judgement - was in favour of the project going ahead.

However, a query had recently been raised regarding ownership of the bridge and ongoing responsibility for maintenance.


A letter had been sent to the Head of Leisure Services with a meeting programmed


for the following Tuesday.


It appeared that the District Council was not prepared to take on responsibility and 


viewed the project as a Parish Council one for which grant support would be given. A


sum of £32,500 was in the District Council budget for a canal bridge in Kidlington.


Cllr Moss wished to alert the Committee to the possibility of the Parish Council


assuming responsibility and wanted to guide the feelings of the Council to be able to


negotiate further with the District Council. The Cherwell District Council Executive was


to meet shortly and a report would be presented by the Head of Leisure Services


suggesting that this proceeded as a grant funded exercise.


Although there was existing permission for a larger bridge across the canal the Planning


Officers had required a submitted application and had asked for two specific conditions,


the first being vertical instead of horizontal railings on Health and Safety Grounds and 


the other for disabled access. The latter required the test of reasonableness. Because  

there was no access on either side the request to include disabled access was being 


contended.  The project was to have a design that could be adapted if ever reasonable 


access from both sides could be made.


Cllr Robins thought that the Council had previously conceded ownership by agreeing

responsibility for the removal of the bridge if required by British Waterways. It was explained that this was an undertaking of a liability if necessary and the Committee had as an alternative agreed to look into the possibility of a committed sum. On this basis Cllr Robins felt that the Committee had moved towards agreeing ownership and felt that this was a reasonable condition.


There was also an issue relating to the rights of way and footpaths – an area to be looked


at regardless of the installation of the bridge. Oxfordshire County Council had realised 


that there was public use of the site both across the rugby field and on the Woodland 


Trust and wanted to ensure that no established rights of way was requested.  This was an


issue for the Stratfield Brake Management Committee.


RESOLVED – to authorize Cllr Moss to continue in discussion with Cherwell


District Council in the knowledge that a recommendation would be made to the


Parish Council to take ownership and responsibility for maintenance of the bridge.

38. Football Development Plan


The Committee was circulated with a copy of the tender received from Nortoft for


the undertaking of consultancy work on the development of a football development


plan for Kidlington.


The Committee had been reminded that it had agreed to the appointment of a 


consultant to identify the needs of the village and to assist with the preparation


of a bid to the football foundation and other grant supporting bodies.


It had previously been agreed that this would be a joint funded venture between


Cherwell District Council, Kidlington Parish Council and Kidlington Recreational


Trust.


Tenders had been received in accordance with the brief and interviews had taken


place during the previous week.


Following interviews of the two most suitable companies, it was thought that the bid


from Nortoft was the most appropriate.


The interviewing panel which had included Cllr Betts as Chair of the Environmental


and Amenities Committee had recommended commissioning of Nortoft to undertake


the work but to be appointed for stage 1 and 2 in the first instance being the element


to the production of a football development plan.  The consultancy would advise on the


likelihood of success with a funding bid before being appointed to take on the latter part


of the project to prepare bids.  The company had agreed to defer some of the work in 


stage 1 to stage 3 if required and the Committee was therefore requested to the first two


stages to a total value of £8,104.08.


The Recreational Trust had asked that in view of its role as a charity and that it had to

ensure funds were spend to the benefit of the grounds, to put in a figure of £1,000 for 


these initial stages with the remainder of its share introduced if and when stage 3


i.e. the bid was reached.


RESOLVED – that in view of the recommendation from the interviewing panel


about the superior experience and understanding of Nortoft to accept the Nortoft

quote under the terms as discussed and to commission a stage 1 and 2 survey with a

view to a stage 3 bid for grant support being achieved at a later stage. The Committee was circulated with a timetable and it was noted that the final stage 3 if commissioned should be completed by the end of January 2006.  It was hoped that if successful work to further the football development plan would be achieved for the 2006/7 football season.

39. Grounds/Maintenance Review


The Committee received a verbal report on a meeting that had taken place between



members of the Parish Council and the Bicester Town Council Scrutiny Groups with the


officers from Cherwell District Council. It had become apparent that Bicester Town


Council had similar concerns about the new contract and a meeting was to take place


with one representative only of the Scrutiny Panel together with the Clerks on the


forthcoming Tuesday when the final choice of tender would be given.


The local Council representatives had requested that figures be provided to ease

budgeting for the administrative costs of the contract. The total estimate for 2006/7


was £18,539 which included central support charges and departmental administrative


charges of £5,776.  The Committee was reminded that these charges had not been paid


previously and though there was a slight decrease  from the previous year based on


the fact that there was a reduction in hours of a member of the landscape services staff,


this would be an increase over the actual figures for 2005/6 of £4,825.  This was before


the contract costs which were likely to be in the region of 20% extra were included.


The Committee was still concerned at the high percentage of administration costs 


accompanying the contract.  They agreed that a further letter of protest should be sent.


The Committee asked about the opportunity for Kidlington to withdraw if dissatisfied


with performance and it was explained that this question had been asked of the officers


at the recent meeting.  The officers had explained that the new contract was written in


a much tighter form than the old one and provided that if a set number of default notices


were issued the District Council reserved the right to withdraw from that element of the


contract and to let it elsewhere. On questioning the officers had confirmed that had the 


Kidlington element of the contract fitted this category then the Parish Council could


request a break clause being used at this point.

40. Finance

i) St Mary’s Fields


The Committee considered a previously circulated Finance Report to August 2005

and expressed confusion over the element relating to St Mary’s Fields. A request


was made that a reminder of the earmarked reserve be given to the next Committee.

ii) Parish Rangers 3 Year Plan


The Committee had been submitted with a draft 3 year plan by the Rangers which


was well received. It needed to be put into the format required for the accounts but


the elements raised in it of capital projects such as Ron Groves Park and revamping


of the tennis court were areas for consideration.  The Committee was in agreement


with the inclusion of Ron Groves play area new facility, pavilion and associated


landscaping, skate park, fencing at the allotments, litter bins/dog bins, tree works as


budgetary items for the future together with an element for St Mary’s Fields for hiring


of capital equipment.

41. Parish Rangers’ Report


The Committee were circulated with a Parish Rangers’ report and was disappointed


to see that the skate park event was not going ahead for the Christmas holidays.


It appeared that Gosford Sports Centre could not host it over that period and it was now


to be deferred to February half term. The Committee was disappointed to learn this and 


hoped that it would not be deferred any further.  









Chair.
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