
 
 

 

 

 
MINUTES of the 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING 
at North Oxford Community Centre on 

Tuesday 7 September 2021 at 7.30pm 

 

 

 

PRESENT:  Chris Church, Gillian Coates, Richard Dodd, Ian Green (Chair), Liz Grosvenor, 

Tony Joyce (AMJ), Penelope Lenon, Margaret Maden, Thelma Martin, Vernon Porter, Peter 

Thompson 

1. 
The Chairman was pleased to welcome members back to a live meeting after 18 

months on Zoom.  He hoped SH would soon be allowed to return from Australia, and 

sent good wishes to LT who has just tested positive for Covid. 

2. 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE: Gillian Argyle, Clive Booth, Jim Girling, Sarah 

Hendriks, Louise Thomas, Hilary Bradley 

3. MINUTES OF THE MEETING ON TUESDAY 6 July 2021 

The minutes were AGREED to be a correct record and signed by the Chairman. 

 

4. 

 

 

MATTERS ARISING  

 

Action 

by 

4.1 

4.2 

Membership numbers and policy 

IG noted from the Progress Report that individual memberships stand at 

474, representing 659 members. The recent subscription increase had 

caused less of a falling-off than expected, and the bottom line was 

unaffected.  Nevertheless, we needed to halt the decline.   

 

John Dolan of the Communications Group had produced a paper making 

suggestions for increasing both individual and corporate membership 

which the Group will discuss at its next meeting with a view to sharing 

conclusions at the October Exec meeting.  If anyone else has ideas, please 

submit them to IG, HB or LG.    

 

MM felt the problem lay with the public’s being insufficiently aware of what 

we do; more press coverage was needed. CC similarly thought a harder 

sell was needed.  IG agreed there was a problem with visibility, but it 

could not be solved by media alone.  PL noted that direct engagement 

with residents by the new Communities Group should also help raise 

awareness 
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5 PROGRESS REPORT 

5.1 OXIS submission 

Peter Headicar and Jonathan Scheele had put together an excellent 

response; IG asked that the Committee’s thanks be formally minuted. 

 

5.2 Programme 

IG urged attendance at the first “live” talk on 15 September, and 

engagement with other attendees with a view to their recruitment.  The 

sterling work done by GA and LG on such occasions was acknowledged 

with thanks.  LG will aim to get a leaflet or an A5 flyer onto each seat. 

The Programme Group is working to finalise a Covid protocol for open 

talks.  This will be publicised by e-bulletin ahead of 15/9 

 

 

 

ALL 

 

 

 

 

Prog 

Gp/PL 

6 EXECUTIVE BUSINESS 

6.0 Finance: half year results 

RD drew attention to the following: 

• Income in H1 was just over £13k, including £1,800 from Just Giving.  

Expenditure was just over £6k 

• The H1 surplus of £7k would be eroded during H2, since expenditure 

was back-end-loaded  

• A surplus of £3k is forecast for year-end if the Keith Holly legacy is not 

spent – or a deficit of £17k if it is [PT advised that the former was 

likely] 

• There was £58.5k at bank at end-June.  This would reduce to £34.7k 

by year-end excluding the legacy funds 

• £1.4k was still invested with CCLA, who had recently advised that their 

interest rates are likely to turn negative.  RD therefore proposes to 

move these funds to Lloyds.  This was AGREED 

There were a number of uncertainties in the forecast: 

• The estimates for talks and recruitment of corporate members may 

prove unrealistic 

• The Project budget is significantly underspent and should perhaps be 

modified 

• In the absence of any funding request from the group, OxClean had 

been allocated a budget of £500. This had been supplemented by 

£2,184 from Just Giving, not all of which had been spent on 

replacement litter-pickers.  There was therefore some £550 unspent 

GC recalled that OxClean had been allocated a further £500 after the theft 

and therefore believed it had a budget of £1k – none of which had been 

spent.  It was therefore confusing that their recent application to buy a 

sail banner had met with opposition.  After discussion it was AGREED that: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

1. The additional £500 had been an advance on the Just Giving monies, 

so the budget remained at the original £500 – this is to be confirmed 

with the OxClean Committee. 

2. The sail banner could be purchased out of that budget (although CC 

considered the £170 cost to be high and recommended an alternative 

supplier, if time permitted).  It must mention OCS 

3. The Just Giving monies must be ring-fenced for the purchase of 

equipment, in line with the donors’ intentions 

4. The OxClean group would submit a detailed application for funding in 

the next budget round, preparations for which would begin in 

October/November 

RD was thanked for his work, and his estimates accepted without 

modification 

 

 

GC 

 

6.1 Items concerning AIM 1: Influence the development of Oxford as a city 

where people enjoy living, working and visiting 

 

6.1.1 Broad Street 

“Broad Meadow” seems to be popular and successful (despite our 

reservations about the approach adopted) and looked likely to give a 

positive impetus for further change.  GC will circulate a full analysis of our 

survey results in due course, but noted that 84% of respondents 

supported pedestrianisation. 

The Committee recorded its thanks to the sub-group who had worked with 

the designers and the City Council to bring it about. This included Jon 

Rowland, an OCS member not otherwise involved in group work.  

 

 

 

 

 

GC 

6.1.2 County Council Liaison  

There have now been two meetings with Cllr Duncan Enright, County 

Council Cabinet Member for Travel & Development Strategy, who seems 

open and helpful, and keen to work with OCS 

 

 

6.1.3 

 

 

Transport Group priorities and issues 

The planned preliminary meetings have not yet taken place, so decisions 

are deferred. IG will report next month after discussions with Peter 

Headicar and Jonathan Scheele 

 

 

 

 

IG 

6.1.4 Waterways 

IG discussed OCS’s concerns with Tom Bridgman, who arranged a meeting 

with the new officer in charge, Chris Bell.  He is the Parks Supervisor, 

whose principal current waterway-linked priorities are to discourage wild 

swimming and to shore up damaged banks at bathing places.  More 

positively, there are some potential projects on biodiversity, and a 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

commitment to spending any extra money on the stretch between Botley 

and Wolvercote. 

OCS has been asked to help draw up a list of overall waterway priorities in 

association with Chris Bell and his team.  This is something which we 

should in principle take on – but only if we can identify the necessary 

human resource. 

AMJ reported that a planning application has been made by the Jericho 

Wharf Trust – unsatisfactorily little changed from the last one. There is 

disagreement between the Trust and the City Council over cost estimates; 

the Council has appointed a consultant to give an independent view. 

 

 

 

 

IG 

6.1.5 Major Consultations 

• Oxford Local Plan 2040 - no response submitted owing to IG’s illness 

• Oxfordshire 2050 – consultation closes 8 October 

• Arc - MHCLG consultation closes 12 October 

 

6.2 Items concerning Aim 2: Inform its members - and others - about Oxford; its key 

qualities, as well as its problems, with constructive and soundly-based proposals for its 

further improvement  

6.2.1 Delivery of talks post-COVID 

Nothing to report at this stage 

 

6.2.2 Proposal that OCS host Arc debate 

Mish Tullar, Head of Corporate Strategy at the City Council, had written 

enthusiastically about OCS to the MHCLG, who have now offered to send 

someone to speak at a public meeting about the Arc.  This is somewhat 

premature, since we have not committed to host such an event.  

Although there is time for us to organise a debate, and no doubt that the 

matter is both important and pertinent to OCS’s interests, members 

expressed reservations about the wisdom of our doing so as well as 

doubts over our ability to muster the resources. 

It was AGREED that IG should respond to MHCLG saying that we would be 

happy to help at the next stage of the process, given sufficient notice. 

In the meantime, the key issues could be detailed in a Visions article 
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IG/HB 

6.2.3 Proposed Tourism debate 

Hayley Beer Gamage is keen for us to revive this initiative.  We are aiming 

for a date at end-October or early November and propose to focus on how 

to rethink tourism post-pandemic. 

 
 

 
 

 
IG 



 

6.2.4 Next edition of Visions 

Suggestion in 6.2.2 noted.  Any other ideas to IG/HB before their meeting 

on Friday 10/9, please 

 
 

 
 

ALL 

6.3 Items concerning AIM 3: Cooperate with Oxford's Residents' Associations and civic 

societies nationally to develop, and campaign for, community-led solutions to shared 

problems.  

6.3.1 Initial activities of Communities Group 

GC has made initial contact with a wide range of groups, and established 

that there is no definitive list of Residents’ Associations.  The plan is to 

survey RAs about what is important to them 

 

 

CLS Gp 

 

6.3.2 Residents’ Forum 

OCS will be represented by some half dozen people.  The Planning Group 

is still aiming to have its own meeting with City Council officers  

 

6.3.3 Great Big Green Week 

There will be 75 events around the county, where towns such as Abingdon 

and Bloxham had shown themselves particularly keen.  There will be a 

launch event in Broad Meadow; OCS will have a stall and a flag.   IG 

accepted CC’s invitation to join the speakers on behalf of OCS.  Volunteer 

stewards for the Walk for Life on 18/9 are sought. 

 

 

IG 

 

6.3.4 Statement of Community Involvement research 

 

Ongoing.  Former trustee Sue Stewart and IG have been interviewed 

 

6.4 Items concerning AIM 4: Learn from other cities, in both the UK and abroad, where 

creative strategies might be helpful to Oxford  

6.4.1 Historic England research project 

 

IG extended thanks to GC, PT and Jonathan Scheele for completing the 

long and complex questionnaire.  He thought it might be possible to turn 

the findings into a paper or pamphlet of our own 

 

 

 

 

 

IG 

6.4.2 Exchange visits with other Civic Societies 

 

IG had learnt so much from his visits to other cities in the course of the 

Historic England project that he would like to suggest exchange visits with 

other Civic Societies - possibly starting with Bath 

 



 

7 OTHER BUSINESS 

7.1 In response to a question from CC, IG confirmed that the report on the 

May debates is almost complete 

 

7.2 LG expressed dissatisfaction with the absence of a Tourist Information 

Office in Oxford.  GC has been discussing the matter with the City Council 

in the context of plans for the Covered Market.  PT suggested it might be 

something for ROX to pursue [Transport Group member Graham Jones is 

its coordinator] 

 

7.3 LG was similarly dismayed by the state of Cornmarket, where the paving 

is coming apart, and repairs are being done with tarmac rather than 

appropriate materials 

 

7.4 We need to find secure storage space. LG and Natasha Robinson are still 

storing equipment in their own homes, and NR needs her garage back.  It 

was AGREED that LG should look into the options 

 

 

LG 

7.5 CC noted that Living Oxford are doing interesting things and wondered 

what contact OCS had with them.  IG had heard from them some time 

ago, but hadn’t realised they were operating in the city. CC will let him 

have contact details 

 

 

 

CC/IG 

7.6 The Museum of Oxford (MOX) has completed its refurbishment and is 

discussing a grand opening.  Their Development Funds are low, and AMJ 

asked whether OCS could ask members to contribute.  VP reminded the 

meeting that OCS had itself contributed £2,500, and we had already 

promoted their appeal through an e-bulletin.  

  

An article in Visions might be appropriate 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AMJ/HB 

8. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

It was AGREED that the next meeting of the Committee will be on Tuesday 5 

October 2021 at 7.30pm in the North Oxford Community Centre.   

 

There being no further business, the meeting closed at 9.30pm 

 

 


