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Watermead Parish Council Meeting 
 

Thursday 16 January 2025 at 7.00pm 
Held at the Village Hall, Watermead 

 
Attendees: Cllr Severn (Chair), Cllr A Schwab, Cllr M Singleton, Cllr A Bond, Cllr M Morgan  

BC Cllr Diana Blamires, Max Mossman (representative of the Brown family) 
Noreen Shardlow (Parish Clerk), Michelle Jackson (Assistant Parish Clerk) 

plus 40 members of the public  
 

 Max Mossman gave an overview presentation on the proposed development of 
24 dwellings on the land to the North of Kestrel Way.   
 
Cllr Morgan explained the Neighbourhood Plan process and talked through the 
boards (on display at the hall) and the process.   
 
Questions/comments raised by parishioners were as follows: 
 
Q. A resident expressed concern about flooding. 
A. Cllr Morgan explained that we are in contact with AECOM as part of the 
Neighbourhood Plan and they are preparing a Strategic Environmental 
Assessment.  They advise if they believe development suitable. Cllr Severn also 
explained the flood attenuation process.  This will be considered by 
Buckinghamshire Council as they are the deciding authority, not the Parish 
Council.  Cllr Schwab confirmed we will listen to all concerns.   
 
Q. A resident asked if this is the only parcel of land to be considered. 
A. The PC confirmed this parcel of land was identified on the second evaluation 
process and the planning application received is for the identified land only.  
 
Q. A resident asked who sets the ratio for affordable housing.  
A. Mr Mossman explained the process of affordable housing and the ratio is set 
by the Local Planning Authority. S106 was also mentioned and Cllr Schwab 
advised.   
 
Q. A resident asked can provisions be made for Watermead residents or a 
Parish condition for a choice base led provision for Parish residents.  A long 
term resident would like to see this provision for their families. 
A. The PC to include in their response to this planning application.  
 
Q. Concern expressed that Kestrel Way is not suitable access during the 
construction phase.   
 
Q. What are the timescales.  
A. Mr Mossman advised that he believed that the whole application may take 18 
months.  The outline application would be determine within 6 months but then 
they would need to consider the detailed plans.   
 
Q. Concern was expressed about the noise levels, especially to the 
neighbouring properties who work shift patterns.   
A. Mr Mossman advised that works would be carried out in the normal workings 
hours.    
 
Q. Query re access to field for dog walkers 
A. Formalised route to be considered if that is something people want but it has 
not been looked into at this stage.  
A. When the plans come through the PC could request that it be offered as a 
public right of way. 
 
Q. Where are all the extra children going to attend school? 
A. As part of the legal agreements there will be contributions to schools. 
 
Q. Will there be a play area. 
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A. Yes within the proposed development area.   
 
Q.  When trying to access the link to the Bucks CC to look at detailed surveys, 
comes up with server error code. 
A. Cllr Blamires to pursue. 
 
Q. Currently large farm vehicles use the gate in Kestel Way to access the fields, 
how will this be managed? 
A. There is another route in they can take from the farm. 
 
Q. Has there been any prior discussion between the PC and the owners of the 
land and if so when. 
A. Yes about 18 months when it was immediately put into the neighbourhood 
plan so people knew about it.  Several consultations have been held since that 
date. 
 
Q. His understanding that Cllr Severn met with the owners of the land prior to 18 
months ago and asked for a confidential session of the PC to approve the idea 
and that this was carried out in secret without any prior public engagement. 
A. Cllr Severn commented that the PC had met with the land owners which was 
entirely usual.  The PC are a consultee and cannot make decisions. 
 
Q. Parishioner believed that the PC had a meeting prior to the first 
neighbourhood plan meeting and in principle agreed to the development. 
A. Peter Dean had worked on neighbourhood plan since its inception.  One of 
the first tasks undertaken was a land assessment.  There was nowhere which 
could be developed.  Consultant guiding the PC on the neighbourhood plan 
advised it would not get away with a neighbourhood plan that does not identify 
potential areas for building.  When Peter had moved to Watermead in 1999 to 
Pintail which was the last area to be developed, the sales lady had told him that 
the triangle of land by Pintail was ultimately intended to be built on which is why 
he bought the house he did and not the one on the end.  The triangle of land 
forms part of the big field that runs between Watermead and Bierton and the 
concern was that if the triangle was nominated would it then open up the whole 
of that field.  Hallum Land application to develop the whole of the land was 
rejected.  It was therefore agreed to put forward the triangle of land subject to it 
being separated off from the rest of the land. 
A. Exact timings of events to be investigated. As part of the consultation process 
with land owners, Mr Mossman became aware and made contacted the PC. 
 
Q. The parishioner was concerned about the PC’s transparency. 
A. Mr Mossman confirmed that any meeting would only have been with him as 
he represents the Brown family.  He contacted the PC when he heard that a 
neighbourhood plan was being produced  and asked if there might be an 
opportunity  here.  The PC said it could put it forward as part of the plan and will 
let the locals decide.  Presentations then followed.  Nothing was done in secret 
and anyone is welcome to come and speak to the PC at any time and that it 
doesn’t need an audience. 
 
Q. A parishioner commented that it was good to have an audience as there had 
been “jiggery pokery” in the past. 
A. There had not been of any kind and what would be the motive for the PC? 
 
Q. Just interested in fairness and transparency 
A. Cllr Bond is a member of the planning committee but doesn’t make a decision 
on WPC but listens to conversations.  Was concerned about the PC voting for 
this application and asked head of legal services on planning what the PC’s 
position was.  The neighbourhood plan is a plan for the village so the PC is 
freely able to vote on the application one way or another.  They are consultees 
and not decisionmakers.  The aim of a neighbourhood plan is to stop building 
anywhere else but has to have some building.  If the neighbourhood plan were 
to fail then a developer could build.  
 
Q. Main job of PC is to represent the public, how would it feel if the public 
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representatives did not consult the public about a potential development. 
A. How has the PC not consulted?  The PC will reflect the view of parishioners 
when it discusses this application formally in the PC meeting.  PC fought off 
many planning applications on Watermead in the interests of residents. 
 
Q. Questioned how many people in the room knew about the neighbourhood 
plan? 
A. Although not many hands were held up many faces were recognised by Cllr 
Morgan as having attended the open days. 
A. Many had attended 6 open days and still people say they know nothing about 
it.  It is on the website, village view, banners and questionnaires delivered to 
every single house. 
 
Q. Parishioner been living on Watermead for 6 months, page for neighbourhood 
plan on website is outdated and can’t find anything. 
A. This was immediately checked as working and drop down page shown to 
parishioner. 
 
Q. Sewage treatment was a concern. 
A. Full pre-enquiries with Thames Water regarding sewage would take place 
and if any upgrades are needed, the developer will need to pay for this.  
Thames Water then obligated to increase capacity if needed. 
 
Q. Cars parked along Ayleswater was a concern and the route down to Kestrel 
way would need to be safe. 
A. A traffic management plan would be the responsibility of Bucks Council 
highways. 
 
Q. Parishioner asked for indication on pricing for new properties: 
A. Watermead was £400-550 per sq ft so approximately £400k for 3 bedroom. 
Entry level 2 bedroomed  approximately £300k. 
Q. Would there be affordable housing? 
A. Housing association will offer shared ownership 
 
Q. One access road into Watermead, what if this gets blocked? 
A. Bucks Council have plans in place. 
A. The bus exit is another option in an emergency. 
A. Formal flood disaster plan has just been started.  The more people that take 
an interest the better. 
 
Q. Any information that the PC can share with parishioners relating to reducing 
potential risk, traffic, noise disruption.  
A. This was the responsibility of the Bucks Highways.  The PC will state that 2 
off road parking should be provided and no permitted development rights were 
extended .  Every planning application for extension or garage conversions on 
Watermead, the PC always checks that there is still sufficient off road parking. 
 
Q. Will the design of the houses be in keeping with the rest of Watermead? 
A. Yes, as detail progresses the developer will provide more detailed plans. 
A. Neighbourhood plan includes a design code which sets out the style and 
culture of the village. 
A. Once finalised the Neighbourhood Plan would be voted on by parishioners. 
 
Q. If parishioners vote against the whole plan will this stop the planning 
application for the development? 
A. No they can still proceed with the application regardless of the 
neighbourhood plan.   
A. Two vulnerable areas are on Mr Bone’s land and the cricket pitch. 
 
Q. Parishioner asked if the PC were still trying to buy Mr Bone’s land.  
A. Community ownership fund had closed so not going to be get funding to buy 
the land.  Looking at other grants but would need to build some community 
facility.  The PC cannot just take a grant to buy the land to stop other building 
taking place. 
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Q. Parishioner queried what time this meeting had started as she was not aware 
it was taking place earlier.  
A. 7pm, it had been displayed on the agenda, the website, and details had been 
included on a Facebook post on All About Watermead. 
 
Q. Will there be another consultation of the Neighbourhood Plan and can the 
date be made very clear. 
A. Yes there would be and the date would be made very clear. 
 
Q. Would the owners of the land  be selling to a builder or would they be 
building themselves? 
A. Members of the  family were builders but this had not yet been decided. 
 
Parishioners were urged to look through the sections of the neighbourhood plan 
on the PC website.  The PC would be more than happy to answer any further 
questions.  Mr Mossman was also happy to answer any further questions. 

   
24.65 Apologies  
 Cllr I Schwab, Cllr D Forder  
   
24.66 Declarations of Interest  
 To declare any personal or prejudicial interests regarding the agenda – Cllr A 

Bond on any items relating to Planning, the Community Board or 
Buckinghamshire Council. 

 

   
24.67 To Receive Police Report re Protection of Persons & Property  
 To discuss any Neighbourhood Policing Matters and to provide update of the 

Neighbourhood Watch Group formation. A request for Police attendance has 
been made.  
 
Abandoned Motorbike 
Copy of email sent to PC Ashley Collins 30/12/2024 - I am not sure you need to 
be made aware but another motorbike has been abandoned here at 
Watermead.  I did contact Arabella Pardis the lake owner as I believed it to be 
the same bike that she reported to you some months ago, but she advised it 
wasn’t.  She gave me the crime reference number which is 552 
26/09/2024. Therefore I am writing to ask do you need to make a visit and or 
remove the vehicle? I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest 
convenience.  
 
Copy of response received – If it’s the same bike as last time I do not believe we 
need to get involved from reading the previous reports as it is not lost/stolen etc 
and there were no owner details listed for us to attribute it to anyone recently. 
  
If it is a new bike then please can a webform be submitted with details of the 
vehicle and location etc? It should then get allocated out to one of the PCSO’s 
who can run checks on the vehicle and if suitable arrange recovery or return to 
owner. 
  
Outcome  
Nolan Support Services were engaged and they removed the vehicle from 
Watermead with immediate effect as this was blocking the pathway and there 
was also the risk this would end up in the lake.  Nolan Support Services 
engaged with the Police who carried out the necessary checks and then 
disposed of motor vehicle (no registered keeper) lawfully.  The cost to the 
Parish is £296.40. 
 
New PC 
PC Collins had advised that there is a new PC Hay. 

 

   
24.68 Open Forum for Parishioners at 7.40pm – 8.10pm followed by the Council 

Meeting 
 

 Cllr Severn reported that a communication had been received from Comptons  
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asking if the PC would be interested in purchasing the freehold.  The Clerk had 
written back to advise communication address and it was agreed to ask for 
further information. 
 
A parishioner asked if there were any plans for the outdoor gym/play area?  The 
Clerk reported that new tabletops were being designed. 
 
A parishioner enquired whether anything could be done about the flooding 
around the large lake over the Winter months.  Talks had been held with the EA 
but the PC were restricted on what it was able to do due to the lake being 
situated near the River Thame. 
 
A parishioner thanked the Clerk for efficiently dealing with a dog poo issue.  This 
would be discussed under agenda item 24.74.3. 

   
 Council Meeting 

   
24.69 To agree the minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held 21st November 

2024 
 

 The Minutes were agreed and signed as a true record of the meeting.  
   
24.70 Planning Matters  

 
 

1. To update on any Planning Applications submitted – no updates. 
 

2. 24/03819/AOP Outline planning application for the development of up 
to 24 dwellings & associated access – Land to the North of Kestrel Way 
- Plans & link circulated to Cllrs as soon as consultation documentation 
arrived.  Information uploaded to the PC website and the Piazza 
noticeboard. 

 
It was proposed and unanimously agreed that the PC should remain neutral 
to the planning application and put forward all the comments received from 
parishioners in a separate document (to ensure any building is in keeping 
with the vernacular, adequate parking for each house, concerns re flooding, 
school places, doctor’s surgery, drainage, sewage, traffic and infrastructure) 
which would also be added to the website. 
 
Parishioners were urged to also respond to the planning application on an 
individual basis. 

 

   
24.71 Neighbourhood Plan  
 New Update – Our next inception/scoping call is scheduled for Monday 20th 

January 2025  
 
Here is an overview of the recent diagnostic online call, and the SEA process, 
for your information: 
  
Monday 21st October Peter Dean & myself undertook the diagnostic call with 
Emily Baker of AECOM for the Watermead Neighbourhood Plan.  This was a 
quick call to run over some questions that help to fill in the application for 
technical support.  This included (but is not limited to) the neighbourhood plan’s 
progress to date, environmental constraints, the main aims and objectives of the 
plan, and the capacity of the group. 
  
Following our call, and the submission of the technical support application, 
Locality and the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government 
(MHCLG) will review and approve the application.  Once it is approved, we will 
be allocated a lead consultant within the SEA team, who will progress the 
package on our behalf.  They will schedule an inception call with us to run 
through the SEA process in more detail, and discuss the Watermead 
Neighbourhood Plan progress to date.  Typically Locality and MHCLG can take 
around four weeks to review and approve an application – it could be longer, but 
it could also be quicker.  
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From the inception call, they will start writing the SEA Scoping Report.  This 
provides an overview of relevant policies, plans and strategies covering the 
Watermead neighbourhood area, and carries out a baseline review of the 
environmental constraints present.  This baseline information and context 
review helps to establish the key issues, objectives and assessment questions 
across the different SEA topics.  The themes are: 

 
• Air quality. 
• Biodiversity and geodiversity. 
• Climate change and flood risk. 
• Community wellbeing. 
• Historic environment. 
• Landscape. 
• Land, soil and water resources; and 
• Transportation.   

 

The Scoping Report will be sent to the statutory SEA consultees for review for a 
statutory period of five weeks – these are Historic England, the Environment 
Agency, and Natural England.  AECOM can also send this to our local planning 
authority if we wish.  The comments from the consultees, alongside the key 
issues, objectives and assessment questions, will then inform the final SEA 
framework.  This will be used to assess the Watermead Neighbourhood Plan.  

The main output of the SEA process is the Environmental Report.  This presents 
the information from the Scoping Report, establishes and assesses reasonable 
alternatives, and assesses the policies presented in the Regulation 14 version 
of the Watermead Neighbourhood Plan.  The Environmental Report will be 
released alongside the Watermead Neighbourhood Plan at Regulation 14 
consultation.  Typically, the entire SEA process takes around 14 weeks from the 
inception call with our lead consultant; however, this is dependent on the stage 
of your Neighbourhood Plan. 

 
Following this diagnostic call the documentation that Emily Baker required from 
us was sent and receipt confirmation has been received.   

   
24.72 Local Flood Risk Plan Development  
 Joseph Irwin reported that he had started to get a group of people together to 

work on the flood risk plan. 
 

   
24.73 Finance & Administration 

To agree the payment schedule for December 2024 & January 2025 
1. The payment schedule for December 2024 & January 2025 was agreed. 
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Payment	Schedule Jan-25 	

Company Invoice	No Allocation Net	Amount	VAT	 Gross	Amount

Payment	
Method	(if	Chq	
provide	Number) Comments

Mobile	Mini	 Awaiting	Invoices R&M	Land	 £58.60 £11.72 £70.32 BACS
Ian	Whittome	 Jan-25 Grass	 £55.00 £0.00 £55.00 BACS

CLC	Grounds	Maintenance	
3611-3613 Litter,	R&M,	Allot	&	

Grass £1,482.00 £0.00 £1,482.00 BACS Grass,	R&M	&	Litter	
Michelle	Jackson	 Jan-25 Assistant	Clerk	 £315.44 £0.00 £315.44 BACS
Noreen	Shardlow	 Jan-25 Clerk	&	Office/Expenses	 £2,102.29 £0.00 £2,102.29 BACS
HMRC	 Jan-25 PAYE	&	NI	 £689.72 £0.00 £689.72 BACS
G.	M.	Hall	&	Co	 Jan-25 PAYE	 £20.00 £0.00 £20.00 BACS

Village	Hall	Management	 Jan-25 Hall	Management	 £665.00 £0.00 £665.00 BACS
British	Gas	 600026660 Gas	Supply	Vil lage	Hall	 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 Direct	Debit	
Dave	Lucas	 Jan-25 Land	Various	R&M	 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 BACS
HCI	Data	Limited	 WEB17606	 Website	Domain	 £95.00 £19.00 £114.00 BACS
Society	Local	Council	Clerks	 MEM252672-1 SLCC	Membership	Fee £240.00 £0.00 £240.00 BACS

E.ON	Next	Electricity	 A-CA102F38
Gatehouse	September	
2024	 £35.78 £1.79 £37.57 BACS

E.ON	Next	Electricity	 A-4A9A8D6C Electricity	Supply	V.	Hall	 £70.86 £3.54 £74.40 BACS
E.ON	Next	Electricity	 A-7F27D6CF Electricity	Bandstand	 £17.36 £0.87 £18.23 Direct	Debit	
Buckinghamshire	Council	 2209021385 Land	&	Hall	Bins	 £79.80 £0.00 £79.80 Direct	Debit	

£0.00 £0.00 £0.00
Routine	Payments	Total £5,926.85 £36.92 £5,963.77

Non	Routine	Payment	

Nolan	Support	Services	 NSS257
Removal	of	bike	from	
lake	path £296.40 £0.00 £296.40

Aylesbury	Lock	&	Key	 Nov-69
Engineer	attendance	to	
service	front	door	lock £82.50 £16.50 £99.00

£0.00 £0.00 £0.00
Non	Routine	Payments	Total £378.90 £16.50 £395.40

Total £6,305.75 £53.42 £6,359.17

Cllr	Signature: Date	Approved:

Cllr	Signature: Date	Approved:

Approval	for	Electronic	
Payments	-	To	be	signed	
by	two	Cllr.	Signatories	at	
meeting	of	the	Parish	

Council	
 

 
 

2.To agree the accounts to the end of December 2024 
 
The Clerk had previously circulated the accounts to the end of December 2024, 
which were approved. 
 
3.The budget for 2025/2026 was unanimously approved.  
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 4. The precept for 2025/2026 was unanimously approved.  The precept 
total was £93k which is an increase of 3.76% for a band D house. 
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5. The minutes of the Finance & Precept Meeting held Wednesday 18th 
December 2024 were agreed and signed as a true record of the 
meeting. 

 

   
 6. To discuss communication received from The Compton Group  
               Already discussed under the open forum. 

 
Cllr Severn reported that she and the Clerk would be meeting with Westerleigh 
in March to discuss them acquiring the gatehouse together with the land behind.  

 

   
24.74 Councillors’ Reports and Recommendations  
   
1 To update on Land Registry Matters  
 A land transfer document was still awaited.  
   
2 To update on the Community Ownership Fund  
   

The Community Ownership Fund is now closed for applications. There will be 
no further application windows on the current COF programme.  We have 
taken this difficult decision due to the challenging inheritance left by the previous 
government. 
  
Whilst we are closing the Community Ownership Fund, this government remains 
committed to the communities sector and community empowerment. There will be 
further Government announcements relating to communities in the new year, 
including on the community ownership of assets.  
  
We have allocated a total of over £135m to 409 projects across the United 
Kingdom. A further £8.5m has been used to provide pre and post application 
support to projects via our development support provider, to allocate small revenue 
grants to projects ahead of applying to support them to procure professional 
services, to fund the evaluation of the effectiveness of the fund and on other 
administrative costs. 
  
At the beginning of July, the Chancellor asked officials to prepare an assessment of 
the state of the UK’s spending inheritance from the previous government. This 
government has prioritised awarding £36.2m in funding to those 85 Round 4 
Window 1 applicants who met our minimum scoring criteria and following further 
checks, were deliverable. 
  
Round 4 Window 1 is therefore the final window of the Community Ownership Fund 
programme and Round 4 Window 2 will not open for applications. Any unallocated 
funding or funding returned by projects that have had to withdraw will be used to 
fund other key government priorities.  

 

   
3 To update of Land, Routine Land & Watermead Piscatorials Works  
 Concerns received with Dog Waste Bins 

 
Communication 1 - I am writing to you ahead of next week’s parish council 
meeting. I have had issues with the dog bins in the Lakeside vicinity whereby they 
are emptied on a Thursday and are full within a few days. The bin behind the 
Chinese restaurant, which is my nearest one, is a particular problem. There are a lot 
of residents with dogs living, not just on Lakeside,  but also opposite in the Dove 
Court area. We don’t have anywhere but the dog bins to dispose of our bags. There 
is a particular local resident who has 2 very large dogs and he deposits carrier bags 
in the bins.  
 
I am not sure what the solution is apart from more regular emptying. As a disabled 
dog owner I’m often not mobile enough to walk to further away bins so I am asking 
Parish Council to debate a solution.   
 
Communication 2 - Not sure who I should contact.  My husband walks my son's 
dogs and he always finds that the dog waste bin nearly opposite Gull Way on the 
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left hand side of the road down the path is always overflowing.  He always has to 
bring the bags home with it.  This spoils the walk way and is surely a health 
hazard.  If you are not the correct person to contact, can you please let me know 
who is. 
 
On receipt of these communications I made contact with Street Scene to request 
additional collections and to obtain costings for a larger bin in these areas.  Anita 
confirmed that they are in the midst of an audit of these services, therefore we 
cannot add additional collections.  When I asked for a price of a larger bin they 
advised that we will not find a larger bin as the 52 litre capacity is the maximum for 
their operatives to collect (due to the weight when full).   
 
They advised they can supply additional bins at circa £330.00.  Unable to provide 
though until the new financial year.   
 
I have also been in contact with Sue on this subject matter and she advised that 
Glasdon can provide the bins also which come in slightly less that Buckinghamshire 
Council.  
 
We have looked at other providers and Shield Services for collecting, I have carried 
out price comparison below.  Also please note we have just paid by Direct Debit the 
annual fee to Buckinghamshire Council for the collection April 2024-March 2025.  
 
Shield £2.50 per bin collection Buckinghamshire Council £1.46 per bin collection.  I 
believe we should consider installing additional bins in high use areas.   
 
It was proposed and agreed to purchase 4 more bins at a cost of up to £1600 and 
install 2 in the 2 prime locations identified above.  There had also been requests for 
a bin at the top end of Kestrel Way and on the field.  It was also agreed to have the 
bins emptied twice weekly all year round as opposed to twice during the summer 
months and once during the winter months. 
 
It was reported that the builders working on the nursery have trampled around on 
the small lake land and that the grass had been destroyed as a result.  There was 
also building equipment on the cricket pitch land.  The Clerk to investigate. 
 
Watermead Piscatorials Report 
The Watermead Piscatorials have been very busy over the summer months and 
images of some of their recent works carried out have been circulated previously, 
including the Duck House, Improvements to the small lake banks and tree works.   
 
At the September 2024 meeting of the Parish Council the below requests were 
agreed and now awaiting action.  
 
Request for funding for further Tree Works 
As reported via email one of the Watermead Piscatorial members is a qualified Tree 
Surgeon (North Bucks Tree Care) and has carried out a large scope of the works to 
the small lake, including the removal of the above tress, free of charge at one of 
their arranged maintenance days.  I have met with North Bucks Tree Care and they 
have confirmed that they would like to be considered as contractor for when we 
need quotations for the Parish.  They have also advised they would charge a fee of 
£700 for a full days works if needed.  One tree to consider would be the tree that fell 
some time ago by the bridge between the two lakes.  I know this is something that 
the Piscatorials would like to see removed, as this would improve the flow of the 
lake.  Also as a side note all the wood from the trees removed is now being utilised 
in the bank improvements (see picture below). Agreed by the Parish Council 
awaiting a confirmed date.   
 
Provision of fish supply from Neighbouring Parish 
The Parish Council has been approached by a neighbouring Parish to see if we 
would like to add more fish to the small lake.  Prior to this being discussed by the 
Council, I have spoken with the Watermead Piscatorials to see if this would be of 
interest to them.  They have confirmed this is of interest and if the Parish Council 
are happy to agree this they would like to determine the types of fish and the 
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process of moving.  At time of report a site visit will be carried out.   
 
Gates to be installed on the Small Lake Bandstand 
 
Small Lake Walkway Bridge  
It was agreed at the October Parish Council Meeting for the Parish Council to 
arrange a meeting with the Watermead Piscatorials to discuss options for this 
bridge. Cllr Ashley Bond and myself attended and will provide an update at the 
meeting of all options discussed.  
 
Update received from Maydencroft 
Full Costings Received from Maydencroft and other information requested.  
I have received the following back from our bridge engineer.  Can you read through 
his points and let me know if you would like this to go ahead and if we need a PO 
for this initial design & full structural survey as detailed below:- 
  
“From our initial visit we have calculated the weight of the bridge and believe we 
have a safe method of relocating it back onto its abutments without the need for use 
of a crane. 
  
We will then need to design a retaining system to ensure the bridge can float up and 
down during flooding but prevent it from moving laterally. We already have a good 
idea for this, but it will need to be designed. 
 
Phase 1 – carry out a detailed site survey of the bridge including access beneath it ( 
this will need permission from the local authority to wade into the lake and under the 
bridge). Design the lifting and lateral retention systems……………£3036 + VAT 
 
Phase 2 – set up site, lift the bridge and check the bearings for damage. Move it 
back into position. Carry out repairs to the concrete abutments. Cost subject to 
findings of detailed survey. 
 
Phase 3 – by Maydencroft to install the lateral restraint system. Cost subject to 
design. 
 
Phase 2 circa £6k - £7K dependant on what lifting method is achievable and final 
design 
 
Phase 3 circa £5K - £11K dependant on design in Phase 1, the majority of timbers 
appear to be reusable, however the deck boards could do with replacing with either 
the recycled plastic version similar to the boardwalk on the far side of the lake or 
with a timber replacement or there is a simulation Oak board we also use and I 
have samples which comes in a range of styles and colours and is designed to look 
exactly like the Natural Oak board equivalent.  That is why there is such a large 
difference between the two figures as it will depend on what is chosen. 
  
Hopefully that gives you enough for tonight’s meeting, and although the prices add 
up they are still a lot cheaper than a brand new replacement bridge. 
 
Thank you for sending the costings for Phase 2 & 3.  So all in it would look 
like we are looking in the region of just over £20,000.  Out of curiosity how 
much would a new bridge be of similar design or even a more simpler one?  
 
A new bridge of simpler design at that length would be in the region of £48,000-
£60,000 plus installation costs so in total you wouldn’t get much change out of 
between £78k & £100K depending on method of installation i.e. a crane would be 
very costly and would be the only way a purpose built bridge could be installed.  We 
do get costs for bison bridges which come as a kit form and the insulation costs are 
much cheaper but you would still be looking at £60-75K. These are only ball park 
figures and I can get accurate quotes if you want them. 
 
Routine Land Works  
Existing Benches Ground Works D. Lucas Walkway Brackets and Walkway Caps. 
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4 To update on Allotments  
 Allotment renewals are now taking place.   

Cllr Severn has been asked to judge the Annual Competition which takes place on 
26 July at 6pm.    

 

   
5 To report on Village View  
 Cllr Singleton reported that there had been 2 consecutive issues of 40 pages.  The 

editorial meeting for the Spring issue had taken place last Sunday and the deadline 
for submissions was 26 January. 

 

   
6 To report on Village Hall   
 The back wall of the hall had water damage again caused by the snow.  
   
7 To update of Transport/Highways to include Street Lighting & Devolution  
 Devolution Update 

 
Expressions of Interest – Highways Devolved Services 2025/2026 
Over the last few months, I have received several enquiries from Town and Parish 
Councils requesting information regarding devolution opportunities, extended 
agreements, what budgets will be available for 2025/2026.   
  
This year there will be an opportunity for existing Town and Parish Councils to sign 
an agreement for 4 years, the option of 1 year will also remain.  The 4-year 
agreement will be subject to Buckinghamshire Councils medium term financial plan 
and will be monitored for inflation.   Should the delivery of the 4-year agreement 
become unviable for either party we expect to be able to add a clause allowing for 
the agreements to end early.     Please advise me if your town or parish council is 
interested in a 4-year agreement in your response to this email, if we don’t hear 
back with this detail, we will assume you wish to continue with an annual 
agreement. 
  
The Devolution team understand the concerns that local councils are currently 
looking to set budgets for the coming year 2025/2026, regrettably we are not in a 
position as yet to confirm whether any uplift will be applied.  Buckinghamshire 
Council has unfortunately experienced another complex year in terms of the 
economic situation; this has put a lot of financial pressure on the Council and 
forthcoming budgets are being regularly reviewed to try to find the additional money 
to limit impact on services. 
  
In late February 2025 Cabinet will make final recommendations on budgets to Full 
Council, we will then be able to send out the agreements and the monies available 
for this coming year/s.  
  
Existing town and parish councils please do note that if amendments have been 
made to your grass cutting maps this year and there has been a reduction or 
increase in overall meterage then monies paid will reflect the total square meterage; 
so therefore, this may be less than you have previously received.    
  
When you receive your agreement and notification of the monies to be paid, if your 
town or parish council then decide to not proceed all that is required is an email to 
the devolution mailbox above withdrawing your interest for 2025/26.   
  
If your council is considering taking on devolution or is currently devolved and feels 
a financial increase is required to continue to undertake devolved services and 
cannot postpone budgetary decisions on this matter until after our budgets have 
been set, then you will need to consider adding this increase as part of your 
precept.   We appreciate this is not the answer you were all hoping for, but hope 
you understand why we must follow this process based on the current financial 
situation. 
  
I have attached the schedule of works which has a few small amendments to clarify 
queries that have been raised.  Potential new devolved parishes please don’t 
hesitate to contact me should you have any questions relating to this document. 
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If your town or parish council wish to continue, discontinue or commence with 
highway devolved services on behalf of Buckinghamshire Council, please respond 
back to this email at the mailbox above by Monday 16 December 2024, there is no 
need to complete an expressions of interest form.  
 
It was proposed and agreed to sign up for 1 year. 

   
8 To update on Christmas Events  
 Christmas Events raised the following amounts: 

 
Craft Fair Tables   £120.00 
Name The Bear   £54.15 
Kitchen Takings   £29.00 
Carol Concert Mulled Wines  £80.58 
TOTAL     £283.73 
 
It had been suggested and it was agreed to start the carol concert earlier in 2025 at 
4pm instead of 6pm. 

 

   
24.75 Date of next meetings  
 20 February, 20 March,17 April, 15 May, 19 June, 17 July, 21 August, 18 

September, 16 October, 20 November, 18 December 
 

   
 There being no further business the Chairman closed the meeting at 9.00pm and 

thanked people for their attendance. 
 

 


