


Bradley Stoke Town Council – 16th September 2026

[bookmark: _Hlk201212773]BRADLEY STOKE TOWN COUNCIL

Full Council

Minutes of the Full Council meeting of Bradley Stoke Town Council held at the Jubilee Centre, Savages Wood Road, Bradley Stoke on 16th September 2026 at 7.00pm. Meeting was livestreamed to YouTube.

PRESENT: Councillors:	Dave Addison
Tom Aditya
Roger Avenin
Sue Bandcroft
John Bradbury
Terri Cullen
Natalie Field
Jenny James (Chair)
Surabhi Miah (non-voting member at the meeting)
James Nelson
Ben Randles
Jon Williams

Officers:	Sharon Petela - Town Clerk
Phil Francis-Barber - Deputy Town Clerk/Facilities & Operations Manager

Others:	Councillor Franklin Owusu-Antwi (South Gloucestershire Council (SGC) Bradley Stoke North ward)
	4 of the 5 people standing for the councillor co-option vacancy (three in person and one joined the meeting on Microsoft Teams)

1	Submissions from the Public and Councillors

1.1 Councillor Tom Aditya urged a swift conclusion to the Multi-Use Games Area project. Officers commented that it is currently in the hands of the South Gloucestershire Council (SGC) planning team to sign off the planning conditions.

1.2 Councillor Tom Aditya suggested that the wellbeing programme running in the community orchard at Brook Way Activity Centre should be developed further.

1.3	Councillor Tom Aditya commented that many complaints are still being received from local residents regarding the ongoing roadworks and road closures in Bradley Stoke.      


2		Apologies for absence
	
Apologies were received from Councillors Frederic Contenot, Dayley Lawrence and Kulwinder Singh Sappal and Rachel Pullen – RFO/Finance Manager


3	Applications for Dispensations by Councillors
	
            None 


4	Declarations of Interest

Councillor John Bradbury declared that he is now a SGC Cabinet Member, and his portfolio includes Town & Parish Councils


5	Announcements by the Chair

· Thank you to everyone who assisted regarding the unauthorised encampment at the Jubilee Centre, those who did welfare checks, liaised with SGC and listened to residents. Thanks passed to Phil Francis-Barber for all his hard work.
· Visited Turtle CYP, youth activities at the skatepark and keep fit classes. They all considered and put in place extra safeguarding measures during the unauthorised encampment
· Welcomed Ed on his charity bike ride to the Jubilee Centre, raising money/funds for South Gloucestershire Citizens Advice centres.
· Attended the Bristol Multi-Faith Forum harmony buffet, thanks to Councillor Tom Aditya for his invitation
· Attended the Indian Independence Day flag raising event along with other councillors
· Attended Councillor Roberto’s business networking breakfast at Spitfire Hangar and met with local businesses and representatives from SGS College.
· Assisted Councillor Roger’s fun day at Norman Scott Park
· Attended Captain’s Day at Bradley Stoke Bowls Club, along with the Deputy Mayor, Councillor Jon Williams and then followed up two weeks later with the Bowls Club fish and chip supper
· Attended Meadowbrook Primary School alongside the Deputy Mayor, Councillor Jon Williams to talk to children about the role of Mayor. I will also be attending Bradley Stoke Community School Primary Phase later this week
· Launched the Mayor of Bradley Stoke’s Christmas Card competition this week. Poster to be designed which will go on socials, website, noticeboards and sent to local primary schools to advertise the competition. Closing date for entries will be 2nd November with judging day being 10th November plus finalists designs to be displayed online and a ballot box for the votes at Jubilee Centre. Finalists to be invited to a hot chocolate and mince pie reception with Deputy Mayor, councillors, guests and council staff prior to Full Council meeting on 18th November. Finalists to receive goody bags.


6	Minutes of Previous Meeting
            
Minutes of meeting held on 8th July 2026 were proposed for acceptance by Councillor Jon Williams and seconded by Councillor Tom Aditya. A vote was taken, 8 in favour, 3 abstentions, proposal carried. The minutes were then signed by the Chair as a correct record.


7	Matters arising from the Minutes of 8th July 2026

7.1 	Co-option of individual to fill the current vacancy in Primrose Bridge Ward 

Five applications have been received and all applicants have been invited to attend the Full Council meeting
· Neel Das Gupta
· Surabhi Miah
· David Raynor
· Mrugesha Vahane
· Rong Yang

Extract from BSTC Councillor Co-option Policy
Decision-Making Process
5.1 Copies of all applications will be circulated to all Councillors by the Town Clerk/Deputy Town Clerk at least three clear working days prior to the Full Council meeting where the co-option will be considered. The applications will be treated by the Town Clerk/Deputy Town Clerk and Councillors as strictly confidential.
5.2 All eligible candidates will be invited to attend the Full Council meeting at which co-options will be considered. The co-option agenda item will be carried out by Full Council in public session.
5.3 If candidates are unable to attend this meeting, their application will still be considered in their absence (unless it is withdrawn). See also 5.5.
5.4 No alternative date or time for a meeting will be arranged.
5.5 The co-option process will be determined in a public session of the Town Council and a specific agenda item will be set aside for applicants to make a brief, verbal presentation to the Town Council in support of their application. If the applicant is unable to attend the meeting in person, provision will be made for remote access to the meeting. See also 5.3.
5.6 A maximum of three minutes will be allowed per candidate.
5.7 Councillors may ask questions of the candidates following their presentations.
5.8 Following the conclusion of all presentations, there will be no discussion of the presentations and Full Council will proceed to voting.
5.9 The initial vote will be to decide whether to proceed with co-option – this vote will be taken by show of hands.
5.10 Should Full Council resolve that there are suitable candidates and to proceed, Councillors will vote for individual candidates by show of hands, alphabetically by surname. Councillors will have one vote per vacancy to be filled. 
5.11 In the event of there being only one candidate, a vote will still need to be taken.
5.12 [bookmark: _Hlk102027519]Councillors are still bound to declare a prejudicial interest if they or a member of their family or close associate are related to or have a close relationship to an individual candidate and would need to request a dispensation in order to speak or vote. If a Councillor is uncertain of whether an interest is declarable, they can seek the advice of the Town Clerk ahead of the meeting. If a dispensation is requested and not granted, the Councillor will have to withdraw from the meeting for the co-option item of the agenda.
5.13 A candidate can only be elected by co-option following a majority vote of Full Council. A majority vote is a majority of the total number of Councillors present at the meeting e.g. if there are 15 councillors voting, the majority would be 8 votes for.
5.14 If there are more than two candidates for one vacancy and not one of them at the first count receives a majority over the total votes given to the rest, the Chair will strike off the candidate with the least number of votes and the remainder must then be put to the vote again until an absolute majority is achieved.
5.15 In accordance with Standing Orders, the Chair may exercise their right to use a casting vote in the case of a tied vote.
5.16 If there is more than one vacancy and the number of candidates equals the number of vacancies, all the vacancies may be filled by a single composite resolution, but if the number of candidates exceeds the number of vacancies each vacancy must be filled by a separate vote or series of votes.
5.17 The Council is not obliged to fill all or any vacancies. If this is the case, steps will be taken to advertise for further co-options, subject to the timescales at 1.3 above. 

Following discussion, Councillor Natalie Field proposed that the meeting proceeds to co-option, seconded by Councillor Tom Aditya. A vote was taken, 10 in favour, 1 against, proposal carried.

Four out of the five applicants were in attendance at the meeting and all four were invited to give a timed three-minute presentation in support of their application and councillors asked questions. Voting by a show of hands then took place. In line with point 5.13 (detailed above), the meeting majority for co-option will be six votes.

1st Round voting
· Neel Das Gupta – 3 votes
· Surabhi Miah – 4 votes
· David Raynor – 3 votes
· Mrugesha Vahane – 0 votes
· Rong Yang – 0 votes
Mrugesha Vahane and Rong Yang therefore eliminated

2nd Round voting
· Neel Das Gupta – 3 votes
· Surabhi Miah – 3 votes
· David Raynor – 4 votes
As two people have tied for second place, a further vote took place for next person to be eliminated:

3rd Round voting
· Neel Das Gupta – 4 votes
· Surabhi Miah – 6 votes
Neel Das Gupta therefore eliminated

4th Round voting
· Surabhi Miah – 6 votes – required majority
· David Raynor

Surabhi Miah was therefore co-opted as a councillor representing Primrose Bridge ward and then signed their Declaration of Interest form. 

The Chair thanked all individuals for attending the meeting and wished them well for the future. 

Councillor Tom Aditya left the meeting at this point

7.2 	Update on storage building at Brook Way Activity Centre 

1. Purpose of Report
The purpose of this report is to provide Members with an update on the progress of the storage container project at Brook Way Activity Centre and to advise on the next stages of the works.

2. Background
The Council has previously agreed to improve the storage provision at Brook Way Activity Centre through the removal of the existing storage container and the installation of three new containers. The works form part of the Council's wider programme to improve the condition, capacity and security of storage facilities at the site. Preparatory works have been undertaken to enable the new containers to be installed, and arrangements have now been confirmed for the removal of the existing container and delivery of the replacement units.

3. Current Position
The existing storage container is scheduled to be removed from Brook Way Activity Centre on 14 September 2026. The three new storage containers are scheduled to be delivered and installed on 16 September 2026. Subject to the removal and delivery works proceeding as planned, this will complete the main physical installation stage of the project.

4. Electrical and Security Works
Once the three new containers are in their final positions, the Council will be able to progress the remaining electrical and security works.
providing the required electrical supply to the containers;
completing the necessary electrical connections and associated installation works; and
installing and commissioning the alarm system for the new containers.

These works need to follow the physical installation of the containers so that the electrical and alarm systems can be installed to their final locations.

5. Next Steps
Now that the containers have been installed (work carried out on 16 September 2026), officers will coordinate the electrical and alarm works. Once these works have been completed and the containers are secure and operational, the new storage facilities can be brought fully into use. Officers will continue to monitor progress and address any installation issues arising during the final stages of the project.

6. Financial Implications
The remaining works relate primarily to the electrical supply and alarm installation associated with the new containers. Expenditure will continue to be managed against the budget previously approved for the Brook Way storage project.

Should any additional works be identified during installation that fall outside the existing approved budget, these will be reported to Members as appropriate before any additional financial commitment is made.

7. Recommendation
Members are asked to note the progress of the Brook Way Activity Centre storage project and the planned removal and installation dates for the storage containers.

Councillors thanked BSTC officers and the Mobile Cleansing Operative for their hard work in bringing this very long-standing project to a final conclusion. 


7.3	Ongoing projects

[bookmark: _Hlk148022163]7.3.1	Redevelopment/refurbishment of Baileys Court Activity Centre

Draft minutes from the Baileys Court Redevelopment Working Group meeting on 19th August have been circulated, along with the results of the public consultation.

1. Background
The Council's public consultation on the proposed redevelopment of Baileys Court Activity Centre received 90 responses, including 75 respondents who confirmed that they live in Bradley Stoke. The consultation showed strong support for the centre remaining a long-term community facility, but also showed that the existing building is only moderately meeting current community needs.

	Current facility
	Long-term importance
	Likely increased use
	Café / social space

	5.36 / 10
	8.72 / 10
	7.94 / 10
	63.38% overall
66.67% residents


Headline consultation results. A café/social space was the highest-ranked improvement priority.

The consultation report concluded that the evidence supports continued development of the project but does not constitute approval of a final design, budget or funding method. It also identified a mixed community, social, sports and accessibility brief rather than a narrowly sports-led scheme.

Consultation evidence point: the consultation report recorded that the free-text answers to Questions 6 and 14 were not included in the survey export supplied at that time, and recommended that they be obtained and reviewed before final scope approval. Council should confirm whether that action has since been completed.
2. Working Group position - 19 August 2026
The Working Group reviewed the consultation evidence and the Stage 2 design. It did not determine the final layout itself; instead, it agreed that the Stage 2 scheme should remain the baseline and that targeted alternatives should be prepared for Full Council.
Develop a comparative design showing how a commercial café/social space could be incorporated, including the consequences for room use and childcare accommodation.
Retain the existing Stage 2 design as the baseline except for targeted changes required to test the café option.
Do not include air-source heat pumps in the current scheme because the intermittent pattern of use was considered unsuitable for that technology.
Retain solar PV as the preferred low-carbon technology, subject to detailed design and funding.
Progress an upgrade to the incoming electrical supply and future-proof the infrastructure, where practicable, for later low-carbon technologies.
Update the cost plan to reflect the revised design, café option and electrical infrastructure requirements.
Bring the café/childcare-space options and updated information to Full Council for the substantive decision.

The Working Group also recognised that a sufficiently settled design is needed before submission of a planning application, because a material redesign after submission could create avoidable delay and additional cost.

3. Revised design position
3.1 Stage 2 baseline
The Stage 2 baseline drawing (24080/202, Revision P1) retained the Elm room as a general hall and allocated the Cherry room as the main childcare space, with its own lobby, cloakroom, WC provision, kitchen, storage and office/quiet room and access towards the external play area. The wider Stage 2 design also rationalised the sports changing accommodation, improved the Bowls and Orchard areas, introduced a Changing Places facility, and provided dedicated storage and improved WC provision.

3.2 Café Option 1
Repurposes the Elm room as the café/social space.
Provides the café kitchen and store on the southern side of the Elm space, with the kitchen/servery forming an L-shaped service zone within the room.
Provides a separate WC adjacent to the café service area.
Retains the Cherry room and its separate kitchen/store/office arrangement, preserving a distinct space that can continue to support childcare/after-school use and flexible community use.
The drawing is Revision 3 dated 10 September 2026 and records the addition of the café toilet and removal of the corridor.

3.3 Café Option 2
Also repurposes the Elm room as the café/social space.
Moves the café kitchen and store to a linear service strip along the northern side of the Elm space.
Provides an accessible WC immediately adjacent to the café/central circulation area.
Creates a more regular and open café seating floor than Option 1 because the principal kitchen/service zone does not project as far into the room.
Retains the Cherry room and its separate kitchen/store/office arrangement.
The drawing is Revision C dated 10 September 2026 and likewise records the addition of a café toilet and removal of the corridor.

3.4 Matters for Council when choosing the café option

	Issue
	Option 1
	Option 2

	Café layout
	Kitchen/store/WC grouped within the southern part of Elm.
	Kitchen/store arranged along northern wall, leaving a more regular open seating area.

	Toilet provision
	Separate WC shown with the café.
	Accessible WC shown adjacent to the café.

	Childcare / Cherry
	Retained as a separate room with its own support spaces.
	Retained as a separate room with its own support spaces.

	External form
	No material external-envelope difference is apparent on the submitted elevations.
	No material external-envelope difference is apparent on the submitted elevations.

	Cost evidence
	No option-specific construction cost comparison was supplied with the papers reviewed for this report.
	No option-specific construction cost comparison was supplied with the papers reviewed for this report.



Officer observation: Option 2 is functionally stronger on the drawings alone because it provides an accessible WC and a clearer open café floor. However, the Working Group expressly asked that the options be presented without a predetermined outcome, and no updated option-specific build-cost comparison has been supplied. The decision should therefore remain with Full Council. Whichever layout is selected, the Stage 3 design should confirm the commercial kitchen brief, extraction/ventilation, deliveries, food and refuse storage, drainage, fire safety, staff welfare, accessibility and the operating relationship between the café, sports clubs, community rooms and childcare use.

4. Professional fee proposals
Three professional fee proposals have been submitted. The architectural proposal covers later RIBA stages as well, but the recommended commitment at this point is limited to the work required to complete the planning stage.

	Appointment
	Scope now proposed
	Fee excl. VAT
	Recommendation

	Architectural / lead consultant
	Concept Design add-on (£1,500) plus Developed Design & Planning Application (£6,900), including pre-application work, design development and planning submission.
	£8,400
	Approve through completion of planning only, subject to fee revalidation.

	CDM 2015 Principal Designer
	Pre-construction health & safety coordination (£750) and construction-phase Principal Designer service (£1,250), including pre-construction information / risk coordination and Health & Safety File duties.
	£2,000
	Approve statutory appointment, subject to fee revalidation and competence confirmation.

	Building Regulations Principal Designer
(quoted as 'BSA Principal Designer')
	Plan, manage, monitor and coordinate design compliance with Building Regulations; maintain a relevant-requirements tracker and sign the completion declaration for the Principal Designer role.
	£1,500
	Approve statutory appointment, subject to fee revalidation and competence confirmation.

	Combined professional fee commitment
	Planning-stage architectural services + both Principal Designer appointments
	£11,900
	Excluding VAT and additional/excluded costs


4.1 Architectural fee - planning stage
The full architectural proposal is £37,900 excluding VAT for Stages 2-6. The proposal identifies £8,400 as the subtotal to completion of planning: £1,500 for the additional Concept Design/pre-application work and £6,900 for Developed Design & Planning Application. The Stage 3 fee includes review of pre-application feedback, coordination with MEP and structural engineers, development of the planning design, a Design & Access Statement, relevant drawings and submission of the planning application.

Important limitation: the £8,400 is not an all-inclusive project-to-planning cost. The proposal expressly states that MEP and structural consultants are separately charged, and the fee excludes a range of specialist services and statutory/local-authority charges. Planning permission also remains a decision for the Local Planning Authority and cannot be guaranteed by the appointment. It is not recommended that Council commits at this stage to the subsequent £12,500 Technical Design, £15,000 Construction Design/support or £2,000 Completion & Handover fees. Those stages should return for approval once planning, the updated cost plan, funding and procurement route are sufficiently settled.

5. Principal Designer appointments - legal and governance basis
5.1 CDM 2015 Principal Designer - £2,000
The Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 2015 require a commercial client to make suitable arrangements for managing construction health and safety. Where more than one contractor will be involved, or this is reasonably foreseeable, the client must appoint a Principal Designer in writing. The appointment must be made as soon as practicable and, in any event, before the construction phase begins.

This is not simply a construction-stage appointment. The Principal Designer's core role is to plan, manage and monitor the pre-construction phase and coordinate health and safety matters arising from design. For a scheme of this scale, with architectural, structural, MEP and later contractor interfaces, early appointment is the appropriate and defensible approach.

The submitted CDM fee proposal aligns with that role by providing pre-construction coordination, a risk register, pre-construction information, liaison during construction and collation of the Health & Safety File. The proposal also includes preparation and issue of an HSE F10 notification on the Council's behalf if required. Review of the Principal Contractor's Construction Phase Plan is offered separately on a time-charge basis.

5.2 Building Regulations Principal Designer - £1,500
The Building Regulations 2010, as amended, now contain a separate dutyholder regime in Part 2A. This role is distinct from the CDM Principal Designer role. Its purpose is not site health and safety; it is to plan, manage, monitor and coordinate the design so that, if built, the work complies with the applicable Building Regulations.

Where there is more than one designer or contractor, the client must make the relevant Principal Designer/Principal Contractor appointments in writing and must take reasonable steps to ensure those appointed are competent and, for organisations, have the necessary organisational capability. The same person or organisation may perform both CDM and Building Regulations Principal Designer roles where competent, but the appointments and responsibilities should be recorded clearly.

The £1,500 proposal covers the Building Regulations Principal Designer function, including coordination of design compliance, a Building Regulations relevant-requirements tracker and the Principal Designer completion declaration. For accuracy, the Council's resolution should describe this as the 'Principal Designer under the Building Regulations 2010 (Part 2A)', noting that the consultant's fee document labels it 'BSA Principal Designer'.

	Client duty remains with the Council
Appointing Principal Designers does not remove the Council's own client duties. The Council should retain a written record of the appointments, confirm the scope of each statutory role, record the competence/organisational-capability checks carried out, provide relevant project information, allow adequate time/resources, and maintain governance over changes and compliance.



6. Fee validity, exclusions and procurement controls
All three submitted fee proposals state that they are valid for three months from their date of issue. The architectural and Building Regulations Principal Designer proposals are dated 19 February 2026, and the CDM proposal is dated 19 March 2026. Those validity periods have therefore expired.

Council should not treat the quoted sums as unconditionally live. Any resolution should authorise the stated amounts subject to written confirmation from the consultant that the fees and material terms remain unchanged, or subject to a refreshed proposal at the same or lower amount. Any material increase should be dealt with under the Council's Financial Regulations and delegated-authority limits or returned to Council as appropriate.
VAT is additional to all quoted fees.
Planning/local-authority charges and other statutory charges are excluded.
Structural and MEP consultant fees are separate from the £8,400 architectural planning-stage fee.
Additional surveys, specialist design/consultancy, extra meetings, disbursements and abortive/repeated work may generate further cost.
The appointment route and expenditure must comply with the Council's Financial Regulations and any applicable procurement requirements.

7. Financial and programme implications
Approval of the recommended professional services would create a current professional-fee commitment of £11,900 excluding VAT, variations and excluded costs. It would not commit the Council to the later architectural stages or to the construction project itself.

Settling the preferred café layout now is important because the Working Group identified that a stable design is required before the planning application is submitted. Planning consent is also expected to support future external funding applications. The updated construction cost plan, including the electrical-supply upgrade and selected café option, should be brought back before any construction-stage commitment.

8. Recommended resolution
It is recommended that Full Council:
notes the public consultation results and the recommendations of the Baileys Court Redevelopment Working Group meeting held on 19 August 2026;
confirms that the Stage 2 design remains the baseline scheme, subject to the agreed targeted changes arising from consultation and the Working Group;
notes that the current scheme should not include air-source heat pumps, should retain solar PV as the preferred low-carbon technology, and should include an upgraded incoming electrical supply that is future-proofed where practicable;
selects either Café Option 1 (drawing 24080/202 Revision 3) or Café Option 2 (drawing 24080/202 Revision C) as the preferred layout to be developed for planning;
authorises architectural services through completion of the planning stage at a fee of £8,400 excluding VAT, variations, statutory charges and separately appointed specialist consultants, with no authority at this stage to proceed to the later Technical Design, Construction Design or Completion/Handover stages;
appoints GCP Consulting as CDM 2015 Principal Designer at a fee of £2,000 excluding VAT and disbursements, subject to confirmation of competence, written appointment and fee revalidation;
appoints GCP Chartered Architects as Principal Designer under the Building Regulations 2010 (Part 2A), described in the fee proposal as the BSA Principal Designer, at a fee of £1,500 excluding VAT and variations, subject to confirmation of competence, written appointment and fee revalidation;
notes that the combined professional-fee commitment under recommendations 5-7 is £11,900 excluding VAT and additional/excluded costs;
requires the revised cost plan, funding position and any material change to the selected design or professional fees to be reported back before further project-stage commitments are made; and
confirms that the outstanding free-text consultation responses identified in the July consultation report have been reviewed before final project scope is frozen, or otherwise directs officers to obtain and review them.

Much discussion then took place on funding options, café layouts, operational logistics, planning process etc.

Following further discussion, Councillor Ben Randles proposed that the next decision on this project is deferred until November Full Council meeting to enable officers to research and gain more information on the café element within the building (including contacting various café provision providers) and then reporting back to council, seconded by Councillor Dave Addison. A vote was taken, 9 in favour, 1 against, proposal carried.

7.3.2	Improvements to Three Brooks Nature Reserve

	SGC Three Brooks Local Nature Reserve Management Plan 2026 has been circulated to councillors. Councillors commented that the plan appears very detailed and comprehensive.

7.3.3	Residents Survey 

	Residents survey results were circulated.

Councillor John Bradbury proposed that, due to tight time constraints at this evening’s meeting, discussion on the Residents Survey results be deferred to the October Full Council meeting, seconded by Councillor James Nelson, carried unanimously.

 7.3.4	Introduction of a Community Awards Scheme
	
			7.3.4.1	Mayor of Bradley Stoke Certificate of Appreciation

7.3.4.2	Mayor of Bradley Stoke Certificate of Achievement

The idea is to have a scheme where Bradley Stoke residents who have done something for the community i.e. someone who has been fundraising or deserves to be thanked and congratulated, a volunteer for the community. An application form will be available on the website where people or councillors can nominate or apply for someone. The certificates can be signed by the Mayor and Deputy, or if nominated by a councillor, it Is signed by the Councillor and the Mayor. This could be done at any time of the year and hopefully future Mayors could take this idea forward.

Following discussion, Councillor Natalie Field proposed that more information is prepared and brought to next Full Council meeting, seconded by Councillor James Nelson, carried unanimously.

7.4	Provision of Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA) at Jubilee Centre
	
Purpose of Report
To provide Members with an update on the proposed Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA) at the Jubilee Centre and the current position regarding the associated planning permission and discharge of condition applications.

Background
The Council is progressing proposals for the installation of a Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA) on land at the Jubilee Centre, Savages Wood Road, Bradley Stoke. The development comprises the installation of the MUGA together with associated sports equipment and connecting access paths.

A full planning application was submitted to South Gloucestershire Council under reference P26/00016/F. Planning permission has subsequently been granted for the development, subject to planning conditions which must be addressed as the project progresses.

Discharge of Planning Conditions
Following the granting of planning permission, the Council has progressed the ecological and Biodiversity Net Gain requirements associated with the development. Two applications for the discharge of conditions are currently under consideration by South Gloucestershire Council.

DOC26/00299 – Landscape and Ecological Management Plan
Application DOC26/00299 relates to the discharge of Condition 4 – Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) attached to planning permission P26/00016/F.

The application was received by South Gloucestershire Council on 17 August 2026 and validated on 19 August 2026. A Landscape and Ecological Management Plan has been submitted in support of the application. The application remains awaiting determination. The LEMP sets out the measures required for the management and maintenance of the ecological and landscape elements associated with the development.

DOC26/00300/BNG – Biodiversity Net Gain
Application DOC26/00300/BNG relates to the discharge of Condition 3 – General Biodiversity Condition attached to planning permission P26/00016/F.

The application was received and validated on 17 August 2026 and is supported by the relevant Biodiversity Net Gain information and biodiversity metric. The application also remains awaiting determination by South Gloucestershire Council.

Current Position
The substantive planning permission for the MUGA has been secured. The project is therefore currently progressing through the remaining planning-condition stage, principally relating to ecology, landscape management and Biodiversity Net Gain.
At the time of preparing this report, both DOC26/00299 and DOC26/00300/BNG remain under consideration by South Gloucestershire Council and no decisions have yet been issued.

The immediate priority is to secure approval of the submitted information and discharge the outstanding conditions. Once these matters have been satisfactorily concluded, Officers will be able to progress the project to its next stage, including detailed programming and procurement of the construction works. Officers will continue to monitor both applications and respond to any requests for additional information from South Gloucestershire Council where required.

Councillors noted the current position regarding the provision of the Multi-Use Games Area at the Jubilee Centre and the ongoing determination of planning applications DOC26/00299 and DOC26/00300/BNG.
  
7.5	Land in Dewfalls Drive

7.5.1	Update on registration of BSTC land as a village/town green
[bookmark: _Hlk223601419]
Town/village green application currently with SGC. 

It was proposed by Councillor James Nelson and  seconded by Councillor Terri Cullen that, in line with Standing Order 3d, in view of the confidential nature (commercially sensitive information) of the business about to be transacted, agenda item 7.5.2 is discussed in closed session at the end of the meeting and it is advisable in the public interest that the press and public be temporarily excluded, and they will be instructed to withdraw from the meeting prior to discussion. A vote was taken, 9 in favour, 1 against, proposal carried.  

7.5.2	Update on planning application on adjoining land in Dewfalls Drive

To be discussed in closed session at end of the meeting
   
[bookmark: _Hlk232667937]7.6	Appointment of councillor representative on Almondsbury Charity (4-year term) 

Carry forward to next meeting

7.7	SGC Special Expenses working group update

Notes from Special Expenses Working Group meeting circulated (see Appendix A). The Town Clerk has now had a 1-1 meeting with a senior officer in SGC. Questions asked in the meeting included:

Fennel Drive Play Area – date of condition survey and condition of equipment as report received from SGC states equipment had an expected end of life on 31/03/2017. 

Over 270 separate pieces of grass/verges in town – have they all been checked for SGC ownership as main maps are still incorrect as land in Dewfalls Drive still showing as within SGC ownership

What would happen to the Nature Reserve if the Town Council do not take it on eventually – how could SGC actually close a Nature Reserve  

Have all the trees within the “low maintenance woodland areas” had condition surveys done on them and what does this definition actually mean

Following discussion, Councillor John Bradbury proposed the Bradley Stoke Town Council does not take up the SGC invitation to join the Wave One of the Local Choice and Special Expenses Policy to take on the management of local services in Bradley Stoke (from financial year starting in April 2027), seconded by Councillor Natalie Field, carried unanimously.
The chair commented that this topic is also going to be covered within the Town & Parish Council Forum.

Councillor Roger Avenin left the meeting at this point

7.8	Replacement of wooden multi-play equipment on the Beacon Playscheme

Awaiting quote from the company who installed the equipment as the rotten wood will be covered under warranty.

8	To receive the Minutes of the Leisure, Youth & Amenities Committee held on 24th August 2026, and to deal with matters referred to Council not covered elsewhere on the Agenda 

The Minutes of the Leisure, Youth & Amenities Committee meeting held on 24th August 2026 were received. 

9	To receive the Minutes of the Finance Committee held on 22nd July 2026 and to deal with matters referred to Council not covered elsewhere on the Agenda

The Minutes of the Finance Committee meeting held on 22nd July 2026 were received. 

10	To receive the Minutes of the Planning & Environment Committees held on 22nd July and 26th August 2026 and to deal with matters referred to Council not covered elsewhere on the Agenda

The Minutes of the Planning & Environment Committee meetings held on 22nd July and 26th August 2026 were received. 

11	To receive the Minutes of the Staffing Committee held on 7th September 2026, and to deal with matters referred to Council not covered elsewhere on the Agenda 

The Minutes of the Staffing Committee meeting held on 7th September 2026 were received. 

12	Updates from South Gloucestershire Council (SGC) Ward Members relevant to Bradley Stoke, Bradley Stoke Town Council (BSTC) Press Spokesperson and BSTC Equalities, Climate & Nature and Armed Forces Councillor Champions and Deputy Champions

· Councillor Franklin Owusu-Antwi – Cool Ventures business support packages funded through SGC 
· Councillor Terri Cullen – SGC Young Drivers Initiative
· Councillor John Bradbury – nothing to update 
· Councillor Ben Randles – nothing to update
· Councillor Dave Addison – SGC Active Travel works ongoing

In line with Standing Order 3x(vii), as it was nearly 9pm, Councillor Natalie Field proposed extending the meeting to 9.30pm, seconded by James Nelson. A vote was taken, 8 in favour, 1 against, proposal carried.

[bookmark: _Hlk144465900]13	Financial Matters

13.1	Review Investment Strategy & Policy

The current Investment Strategy & Policy was approved in September 2025 by Full Council and the Finance Committee with changes made to the Long-Term Investments following the sale of the CCLA Property Fund. 

The current investments have been updated and remain in line with the current policy (see Appendix B) which limits investments to a maximum of 12 months, 

	Bank Accounts and Investment Currently Held @ 3/8/26 
To provide some background, the main accounts and investments currently held are instant access or relatively short notice accounts which offer council maximum liquidity whilst two 1-year fixed rate business bonds and one 6-month business bond, all issued by highly rated providers that offered higher than average market yields at the time of investment. 


	
	
	

	LIQUID INVESTMENTS 
	Current Balance
	Interest Rate

	Bank Accounts

	Barclays Bank Current & Active Saver Accounts (Sweep) – Includes Sept Precept
	£1,178,973.72
	1.05% Variable

	Cambridge & Counties 180 Day Notice A/C - Interest added monthly at month end
	£94,306.05
	Variable Currently 3.3% AER w.e.f 1/8/26

	 
	£1,273,279.77
	 

	 

	SHORTER TERM INVESTMENTS 
	Current Balance
	Annual Interest 

	1 Year Fixed Rate Bonds

	Cambridge & Counties 1 Year Business Bond – 4.20%  Maturing 13/1/27
	£93,487.41
	£3,926.47

	United Trust Bank 1 Year Fixed Business Bond – 4.21% Maturing 6/10/26
	£100,000.00
	£4,210.00

	United Trust Bank 1 Year Fixed Business Bond – 4.11% Maturing 30/12/26
	£61,124.42
	£2,512.21

	United Trust Bank 6 Month Fixed Business Bond – 4.01% Maturing 27/1/27
	£52,121.95
	£1,053.63

	 
	£306,733.78
	£11,702.31



Recommendation
The recommendation from the RFO is to retain the current Investment Strategy and Policy with an update to the investments held. All updates have been typed in red.

Following discussion, Councillor Jon Williams proposed retaining the current Investment Strategy and Policy, seconded by Councillor Sue Bandcroft, carried unanimously.

13.2	2025/26 Audit Sign Off

BDO LLP, our external auditor, signed off the 2025/26 audit on 20th August 2026 and the formal sign off was added to our website on the Tuesday 25h August 2026 and noticeboards on Friday 28th August 2026 in order to comply with the regulatory deadline being before the 30th September. 

The 2025/26 external audit was signed off with one very minor ‘other matters not affecting the external auditor’s opinion’, as detailed within Section 3 of the Annual Governance and Accountability Return (AGAR) which has been circulated with this report. 

The minor comment related to Box 11 in respect of trust transactions within Section 2 of the AGAR as the ‘NO’ box was ticked but was amended during the audit to ‘YES’. This did not impact the findings of the audit.

Optional Council's Response to the 2025/26 Audit which Appears on the Council Website

In addition, Council has historically added a comment to the website following each audit sign off and may wish to consider the following statement:

Council is pleased to announce the formal sign-off of the 2025/26 audit by BDO LLP, the appointed external auditors, who have once again given council a clean bill of health for the seventeenth year running, with no procedural or accounting issues raised. 

Council continues to be as transparent as possible and to implement robust financial systems and procedures to protect the public funds, ensure value for money, protect and even expand services where possible for the community. Careful budgeting, monitoring and in-depth forward planning is a major part of council’s responsibilities, and this audit continues to substantiate that council has maintained the highest governance standards with only one very minor matter raised which did not affect the external auditor’s opinion.

Councillor Ben Randles proposed a vote of thanks to staff for yet another successful audit and the use of the wording on the website as detailed above, seconded by Councillor James Nelson, carried unanimously.
  
13.3	To approve Bills for payment

The following Bills were approved for payment (and include VAT where appropriate) by Councillor James Nelson, seconded by Councillor Ben Randles, carried unanimously.

	BRADLEY STOKE TOWN COUNCIL

	MONTHLY EXPENDITURE - 16th September 2026 - Council

	 

	Suppliers

	 
	BDO LLP
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	20/08/2026
	INV-00870502
	25/26 External Audit Fees
	2100.00
	420.00
	2520.00

	 
	Account Totals:
	2100.00
	420.00
	2520.00

	 
	MR J BUDD
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	20/08/2026
	August 26
	BW - Window Cleaning - 17/8/26
	50.00
	0.00
	50.00

	20/08/2026
	August 26
	BC - Window Cleaning - 17/8/26
	60.00
	0.00
	60.00

	20/08/2026
	August 26
	Office - Window Cleaning + internal - 17/8/26
	40.00
	0.00
	40.00

	20/08/2026
	August 26
	JC - Window Cleaning - 17/8/26
	65.00
	0.00
	65.00

	 
	Account Totals:
	215.00
	0.00
	215.00

	 
	KN Office Supplies Ltd
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	21/08/2026
	68293
	Office - Staff Uniform
	39.55
	7.91
	47.46

	21/08/2026
	68294
	Office- Staff  Uniform
	190.24
	38.05
	228.29

	 
	Account Totals:
	229.79
	45.96
	275.75

	 
	Magic Cleaning Solutions Ltd
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	07/08/2026
	I28311
	BW - Refuse Sacks, Toilet Roll + Blue Roll
	92.85
	18.58
	111.43

	12/08/2026
	I28336
	All Sites - Blue Roll
	31.45
	6.29
	37.74

	13/08/2026
	I28356
	BC - Toilet Roll & Blue Cloths
	49.76
	9.95
	59.71

	14/08/2026
	I28366
	JC - Hand Towels
	63.60
	12.72
	76.32

	 
	Account Totals:
	237.66
	47.54
	285.20

	 
	ONE OFF SUPPLIERS - BY INTERNET PAYMENT
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	28/05/2026
	118606
	Containers Direct - BW - 3 Shipping Containers
	12835.00
	2567.00
	15402.00

	12/08/2026
	26062
	Seekan Hui - Youth Girls Project- Summer Sessions    - 10/8/26
	150.00
	0.00
	150.00

	23/08/2026
	260826 069
	LM Janes Ltd - Circus Workshop - 26/8/26
	225.00
	0.00
	225.00

	 

	 
	Relyon
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	21/08/2026
	657517
	BC - Alarm Call outs 11/8 - 17/8/26 re Door Contact Issues
	212.50
	42.50
	255.00

	 
	Account Totals:
	212.50
	2609.50
	255.00

	 
	SJP Paving
	 

	Date
	Ref
	Details
	Net Amount
	Tax Amount
	Gross Amount

	20/08/2026
	01632
	JC - Block Paving Repairs
	300.00
	60.00
	360.00

	 
	Account Totals:
	300.00
	60.00
	360.00

	 
	Supplier Totals:
	16504.95
	3183.00
	19687.95


13.4	To appoint contract for soft phones and internet services for November 2026 - 2029

1. Purpose of Report
To present the quotations received for the Council’s softphone/hosted telephony and internet services and enable Council to appoint a provider for a 36-month period from November 2026.

2. Background and Basis of Comparison
Six supplier proposals/renewal quotations have been reviewed. The submissions are not identical: some include physical handsets, security or resilience features, while others are primarily softphone solutions. The cost comparison below therefore uses each supplier’s submitted recurring charge and any stated upfront cost, without adding or removing optional services except where specifically noted.
All 12-month and 36-month totals are calculated from the quoted monthly rate, with stated upfront charges/deposits included.
VAT is excluded where the supplier expressly states that prices are exclusive of VAT. VAT treatment is not explicit in the Mainstream Digital and ElemenTEL emails and should be confirmed before contract signature.
Public review information is taken from Trustpilot only, checked on 8 September 2026, so that suppliers are not compared using different review platforms. Review information is contextual due diligence only and is not a scored procurement criterion.
Where a proposal does not clearly state a 36-month term, the 36-month figure is shown only for financial comparison and is flagged accordingly.

3. Financial Comparison
	Supplier
	Monthly
	Upfront
	12-month total
	36-month total
	Contract position

	Mainstream Digital Ltd
	£322.00
	£0.00
	£3,864.00
	£11,592.00
	3-year renewal stated

	Lily Communications Ltd
	£326.00
	£99.00 deposit
	£4,011.00
	£11,835.00*
	Term omitted from proposal

	Global 4
	£298.27
	£1,477.84
	£5,057.08
	£12,215.56
	36 months stated

	Soltech IT Ltd
	£357.00
	£0.00
	£4,284.00
	£12,852.00
	36 months stated

	Square One Network
	£364.90
	£0.00
	£4,378.80
	£13,136.40**
	Mixed 36/60-month terms

	ElemenTEL Ltd
	£567.50
	£0.00 stated
	£6,810.00
	£20,430.00
	Fixed for 3 years


* Lily’s supplied proposal does not state the contract length. The £11,835 figure assumes the £326 monthly rate continues unchanged for 36 months and includes the £99 deposit.
** Square One’s 36-month figure is for comparison only. The quotation contains mostly 36-month service lines but also a 60-month broadband line, and the acceptance wording states a minimum 60-month contract.
Global 4’s quoted monthly total includes optional Dubber call recording/analytics at £46.75 per month. If this option is not required, its indicative 36-month total would reduce by £1,683.00 to £10,532.56; a like-for-like feature check would be required before using that adjusted figure for award.

4. Supplier and Service Comparison
	Supplier
	Company location
	Key submitted scope
	Competitive position / points to note

	Mainstream Digital Ltd
	Stonehouse, Gloucestershire
	Incumbent renewal: 12 hosted telephony seats; 4G failover; 1Gb FTTP at Council Offices; 80Mb SOGEA at Brook Way; 330Mb FTTP at Jubilee.
	Lowest submitted 36-month cost and avoids provider migration. Renewal email is less detailed than the challenger proposals on the intended four-site softphone configuration.

	Lily Communications Ltd
	Leeds, West Yorkshire
	3 x 1Gb/115 FTTP connections; 11 Horizon hosted-phone licences; 11 Webex softphone licences; installation, training and support included.
	Very competitive cost. Trustpilot 4.9/5 from approximately 2,096 reviews. Contract length is not completed in the supplied proposal and must be confirmed in writing.

	Global 4
	Horsham, West Sussex
	1Gb/115 FTTP at Office; 2 x 330/50 FTTP at Jubilee/Brook Way; 11 Teams Operator Connect rentals and 11 Microsoft Teams Phone Standard licences; Ubiquiti gateways and onboarding.
	Clear Teams-based 36-month solution. Trustpilot 4.7/5 from approximately 2,123 reviews. Higher first-year cost due to £1,477.84 setup/hardware; optional Dubber is included in the quoted monthly summary.

	Soltech IT Ltd
	Paulton, Bristol
	1Gb internet at Office, Jubilee and Brook Way; backup internet and DNS threat protection; managed firewall; softphone service across sites; call recording and conferencing features.
	Strong resilience/security specification and comparatively local support base. Contract auto-renews for another equivalent term unless at least 120 days’ notice is given. No matching Trustpilot profile was located.

	Square One Network
	Bradley Stoke, Bristol
	FTTP 330/50 at Jubilee and Brook Way; 1Gb/115 broadband; iPECS Power subscriptions; 11 Yealink T85W handsets, switch and 3 DrayTek routers included at £0 upfront.
	Most local supplier and includes physical handset hardware. Trustpilot profile located but with a very small review sample, so limited weight should be attached. Current quotation is not a clean 36-month offer because of the 60-month wording.

	ElemenTEL Ltd
	West Wellow, Hampshire
	Wildix solution covering all four sites; hardware lease/purchase £350 per month; SIP rental £37.50; broadband £180 per month; package stated as fixed for three years.
	Clear fixed three-year price and all-four-site package. Highest total cost by a significant margin. No matching Trustpilot profile was located.



5. Key Commercial and Contractual Issues
Mainstream Digital: the £322 monthly renewal is the lowest submitted three-year cost, but the email is primarily a renewal of the existing arrangement rather than a fully itemised replacement specification for all four sites.
Lily Communications: the supplied proposal leaves the finance/contract term blank. No award should be signed until Lily confirms a fixed 36-month term, the £326 monthly charge, and that the £99 deposit is the only mandatory upfront payment.
Global 4: the proposal is expressly based on 36 months. The quoted monthly total includes optional Dubber call recording/analytics, which should be retained or removed only after confirming the Council’s required telephony features.
Soltech IT: the proposal contains an automatic renewal clause for a further term identical to the original period unless at least 120 days’ notice is served. The Council would need to diary the notice date if appointed.
Square One Network: the current quotation should not be signed for a November 2026-2029 procurement without amendment, because it contains a 60-month broadband line and acceptance wording referring to a minimum 60-month contract.
ElemenTEL: the package is stated to be fixed for three years but is materially more expensive than the other submissions.

6. Overall Position
On the submitted figures, the 36-month cost order is: Mainstream Digital (£11,592), Lily Communications (£11,835, subject to term confirmation), Global 4 (£12,215.56), Soltech IT (£12,852), Square One Network (£13,136.40 on a 36-month comparison basis only), and ElemenTEL (£20,430).

The difference between the lowest submitted three-year figure and Soltech IT is £1,260 over the full term, whereas ElemenTEL is £8,838 above the lowest figure. Cost alone does not capture differences in hardware, resilience, security, call-recording functionality, local support or migration risk.

The two quotations requiring the clearest contractual correction before appointment are Lily Communications (term not completed) and Square One Network (60-month commitment). Public review information favours Lily and Global 4 in terms of both score and review volume, but this should remain contextual rather than a substitute for the Council’s agreed procurement criteria.

7. Decision Required
Council is requested to:
consider the quotation and service comparison set out in this report;
appoint a provider for a 36-month contract commencing in November 2026; and
make any appointment conditional upon written confirmation of the final service scope, VAT treatment, number-porting arrangements, support/maintenance arrangements, fixed recurring price, start date, and a contract expiry no later than the end of the agreed 36-month period.

Suggested resolution
That Council appoints one of the proposals as the Council’s softphone/hosted telephony and internet provider for a 36-month period commencing November 2026, subject to officers receiving written confirmation that the final contract and any associated finance or service agreements do not extend beyond the approved 36-month term and that no additional mandatory charges apply beyond those accepted by Council.

Following discussion Councillor John Bradbury proposed acceptance of the three-year contract quote from Soltech IT (as detailed above), whilst this is not the cheapest quote, the company are the Town Council’s existing IT services provider and we have a good working relationship with them, so it makes good sense to have all systems under one provider, seconded by Councillor Natalie Field, carried unanimously.

14	To deal with Miscellaneous Matters

	14.1	Annual Review of BSTC Policies & Procedures
		
14.1.1	BSTC CCTV and Video Surveillance Policy – complete refresh of policy
	
		Documentation circulated

Following discussion, Councillor Jon Williams proposed adoption of the amended policy as circulated, seconded by Councillor Dave Addison, carried unanimously.

14.1.2 BSTC Document Management & Archive Policy – wording amendment regarding length of retention of You Tube recordings

	Documentation circulated.

Following discussion, Councillor James Nelson proposed that Town Council Full Council and Committee meeting You Tube recordings should be retained indefinitely on the Town Council You Tube channel, seconded by Councillor Terri Cullen. A vote was taken, 3 in favour, 6 against, proposal failed.

Following further discussion, Councillor Dave Addison proposed that Town Council Full Council and Committee meeting You Tube recordings should be retained for four years on the Town Council You Tube channel, seconded by Councillor Jon Williams. A vote was taken, 7 in favour, 1 against, 1 abstention proposal carried.

14.1.3	BSTC Media & Publicity Policy – minor wording amendment to add in a reference to Projects & Events Team
			
			Documentation circulated.

Following discussion Councillor Jon Williams proposed amendment to the policy as circulated, seconded by Councillor Sue Bandcroft, carried unanimously.


		14.1.4	BSTC Official Social Media Engagement Policy – no changes required

			Documentation circulated.

Following discussion Councillor Ben Randles proposed the policy with no changes as circulated, seconded by Councillor Jon Williams, carried unanimously.

14.2	Update on unauthorised encampment at Jubilee Centre and preventative measures for future incursions

1. Background
During late July 2026, an unauthorised encampment established itself on the Jubilee Centre playing fields. At its peak, the encampment comprised approximately 50 caravans and associated vehicles across the site. The occupation prevented normal use of the affected pitches and required a significant operational response from the Council and partner agencies.

South Gloucestershire Council's Unauthorised Encampment Team was engaged, and the statutory process was progressed. A direction under Section 77 of the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994 was issued, followed by the necessary court process under Section 78. The site was subsequently cleared by the end of July 2026. During the occupation, waste-management arrangements were also put in place to help manage the site and the eventual clean-up.

2. How Access Was Gained
The encampment did not gain access through a normally open vehicle entrance. Entry was forced through the gate serving the bottom pitch from Savages Wood Road. Three padlocks securing the gate were cut off using angle grinders, allowing vehicles and caravans to enter the playing fields.

This incident demonstrates a key limitation of the existing security arrangements: conventional chains and padlocks can be defeated quickly with portable cutting equipment. Any future security scheme therefore needs to be considered on the basis of resistance to deliberate forced vehicle access, rather than simply preventing casual or opportunistic entry.

3. Police and Multi-Agency Response
The Council provided the Police with the information available regarding the forced entry and the cutting of the three padlocks.
No enforcement action was taken by the Police in relation to the forced entry or damage to the locking arrangements.
South Gloucestershire Council led the unauthorised encampment process and progressed the statutory action required to recover the land.
The Council continued to monitor the site, liaise with partner agencies and manage the operational impact until the encampment had left, and the site could be returned to normal use.

4. Operational Impact
The incident created a number of direct operational and service impacts for the Council, including:
loss of normal use of the affected football pitches and open space during the occupation.
staff time required for monitoring, liaison, site management and recovery.
additional waste and clean-up arrangements.
damage to the gate security arrangements, including the loss of three padlocks; and
the need to consider whether the current perimeter and vehicle access controls remain proportionate to the risk of a future incursion.

5. Photographic Record
The following photographs show the scale of the encampment across the Jubilee Centre playing fields during the incident.
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Photograph 1 - Unauthorised encampment across the Jubilee Centre playing fields.
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]
Photograph 2 - Further view showing caravans and associated vehicles positioned around the pitches.

6. Preventative Measures for Future Incursions
Council can consider a range of physical measures to reduce the likelihood of a repeat incursion. However, there is an important distinction between lower-cost deterrent measures and a system designed to provide a much higher level of resistance to deliberate forced vehicle access.

	Measure
	Likely resilience
	Key considerations
	Cost position

	Upgraded gates, chains and protected/shrouded locking points
	Low to moderate
	Would improve the existing arrangement but may still be vulnerable to powered cutting equipment.
	Formal quotations required.

	Fixed or removable heavy-duty bollards at selected access points
	Moderate
	Can provide a stronger physical barrier but requires careful provision for authorised maintenance and emergency access.
	Formal site survey and quotations required.

	Strategic earthworks, bunds, ditches, boulders or concrete barriers
	Variable
	Can restrict vehicle access around parts of the perimeter but may affect appearance, maintenance, drainage, accessibility and emergency access.
	Site-specific design and quotations required.

	Electrically operated high-security bollard system
	High
	Potentially the most robust controllable vehicle-access solution, but would require civil works, power, controls, drainage, maintenance and fail-safe/emergency access arrangements.
	Preliminary supplier discussions indicate around £100,000 for a comprehensive scheme, subject to full design and procurement.



7. Indicative Financial Implications
There is no existing approved budget capable of delivering a comprehensive anti-incursion scheme of the type discussed above. If Council wishes to pursue measures intended to provide a high level of resistance to unauthorised vehicle access, a specific capital budget would need to be established.

Following preliminary discussions with two potential suppliers of electrically operated bollard systems, an initial indication is that a comprehensive solution for the Jubilee Centre could require investment of approximately £100,000. This is an early budget estimate only and should not be treated as a formal quotation. The final cost would depend on the number and location of protected access points, ground conditions, electrical infrastructure, drainage, control systems, civils, reinstatement, maintenance and the security specification adopted by Council.

Any procurement would need to be undertaken in accordance with the Council's Financial Regulations, Standing Orders and applicable procurement requirements. A detailed specification and comparative quotations or tender exercise would therefore be required before any commitment is made.

8. Risk and Proportionality
The principal issue for Council is the level of risk it wishes to mitigate and the level of expenditure it considers proportionate. Lower-cost measures may reduce the likelihood of an opportunistic incursion but cannot guarantee that determined access using cutting equipment will be prevented. Conversely, a substantially more robust automated barrier system would offer greater resistance but at a significant capital and ongoing maintenance cost.

It is also unlikely that any physical security system can be described as completely impervious. The appropriate objective is therefore to make unauthorised vehicle access sufficiently difficult, slow and conspicuous that the risk is materially reduced, while retaining safe and practical access for Council staff, contractors, emergency services and legitimate users.

9. Proposed Way Forward / Decision Required
Council is asked to consider the following:
to note the circumstances and response to the 2026 unauthorised encampment;
to determine whether it wishes officers to prepare a detailed, costed options appraisal for improved perimeter and vehicle-access security at the Jubilee Centre;
if such an appraisal is required, to identify an appropriate budget provision for survey, design and procurement work; and
to note that a comprehensive electrically operated bollard solution may require capital investment in the region of £100,000, based on preliminary discussions with two potential suppliers, with the final figure subject to formal specification and competitive procurement.

10. Conclusion
The 2026 unauthorised encampment demonstrated that the Jubilee Centre's existing gate security can be defeated by determined forced entry. The use of angle grinders to remove three padlocks allowed access to the bottom pitch from Savages Wood Road and resulted in a significant operational incident for the Council.

Preventative measures are available, but the degree of protection will be directly related to the level of investment. Relatively modest improvements may provide a deterrent, whereas a high-security automated access-control solution would require a substantial capital commitment. Council therefore needs to determine the level of risk reduction it wishes to achieve before officers develop a detailed specification and budget proposal.

	Following discussion, Councillor Jon Bradbury proposed the low to moderate approach as detailed above, seconded by Councillor Terri Cullen, carried unanimously.

14.3	Set the BSTC council and committee meeting dates for 2027

	Documentation circulated (see Appendix C)
	
	Following discussion, Councillor Ben Randles proposed acceptance of all meeting dates for 2027 as detailed in Appendix C, seconded by Councillor Natalie Field, carried unanimously.
  
14.4	Change the December 2026 Finance and Planning & Environment committee meeting dates from 16th December 2026 to 23rd December 2026 to ensure that they do not clash with SGC Full Council meeting on 16th December 2026 

	Councillor Ben Randles proposed changing the December 2026 Finance and Planning & Environment committee meeting dates from 16th December 2026 to 23rd December 2026 to ensure that they do not clash with SGC Full Council meeting on 16th December 2026, seconded by Councillor James Nelson, carried unanimously.

14.5	Update on Cricket Wicket Maintenance Working Group meeting

	Minutes from the recent Cricket Wicket Maintenance Working Group meeting have been circulated.

Purpose of Report
To update Full Council on the outcome of the Cricket Wicket Maintenance Working Group meeting and to present the recommendation agreed by the Working Group for the future procurement of the cricket wicket maintenance service.

Background
The Working Group met to consider the future arrangements for maintenance of the Council’s cricket wicket and the appropriate procurement approach for the service. The discussion considered the need for the service to be tendered against the Council’s required full maintenance specification and the appropriate duration of any new contract.

Working Group Outcome
The Working Group agreed that a competitive tender process should now be commenced for the cricket wicket maintenance service, using the required full maintenance specification as the basis of the procurement exercise.

A proposed contract period of four years was agreed. The four-year term would align the expiry of the cricket wicket maintenance contract with the Council’s other relevant grounds maintenance contracts, providing a coordinated timetable for future review and procurement.

Next Steps
Subject to Full Council approval, officers will proceed with the competitive tender process in accordance with the Council’s procurement requirements. The outcome of the tender exercise will be brought back through the appropriate Council decision-making process before any contract is awarded.

Financial and Procurement Implications
The competitive tender process will establish the market cost of delivering the required full maintenance specification over the proposed four-year contract period. Approval at this stage relates to commencement of the tender exercise; any subsequent contract award and associated financial commitment will remain subject to the Council’s applicable procurement and decision-making requirements.

Conclusion
The Working Group recognised the importance of maintaining the cricket square to a standard capable of supporting the existing level of adult and youth cricket provision.
It was also recognised that the Council must demonstrate transparency, competitiveness and value for money when procuring the service.

The agreed way forward was therefore to recommend that Full Council authorise a competitive tender exercise for a four-year cricket wicket maintenance contract based upon the required maintenance specification. 

Meeting concluded following agreement of the above recommendation and proposed procurement timetable.

Councillor Ben Randles proposed that the Town Council approves the commencement of a competitive tender process for the cricket wicket maintenance service, based upon the required full maintenance specification, with a proposed contract period of four years, seconded by Councillor James Nelson, carried unanimously.

14.6	Opening of Community Welcome Spaces for 2026/27

Once again, we are hoping to set up community welcome spaces for our local residents to utilise during the forthcoming winter. 

Update on 2025- 2026 Community Warm Spaces provision in Bradley Stoke
The Town Council ran their Community Warm Spaces from 1st October 2025 through to 31st March 2026 across two of our activity centres. All sites were closed over the Christmas/New Year break.

Last year, we opened welcome spaces at:
· Baileys Court Activity Centre: Monday – Friday from 9.30am – 6.30pm 
· Jubilee Centre: Monday – Friday from 9.30am – 6.30pm

We successfully applied for and received a total of £6,000 Community Welcome Spaces grant funding through South Gloucestershire Council (SGC). £3,000 for Baileys Court Activity Centre and £3,000 for the Jubilee Centre (this covered £500 per month per site for the period October 2025 to the end of March 2026).

The numbers attending each site last year were higher than the previous year and we did see regular attendees across the all the sites, so we feel that the welcome spaces prove a valuable resource for the local community, and we are keen to see them running again this winter. 

Logistics for 2026/27 
We envisage that Jubilee Centre should be able to open along the same lines as last year (5 days per week 9.30am – 6.30pm)

We are also keen to re-open Baileys Court Activity Centre during the daytime as now that the pre-school have ceased using the Elm Room (because they closed their branch at Baileys Court), apart from the occasional booking, the site is essentially closed (with no leisure assistant required on duty) until the after-school club arrive on site during weekday late afternoons. We are hoping to open the Baileys Court site from 10.00am – 5.00pm.    

If council give the go-ahead for this winter, we will apply for the following Community Welcome Spaces grants through South Gloucestershire Council with the welcome spaces running from 1st October 2026 until 31st March 2027.  

· £3,000 for Baileys Court Activity Centre - £500 per month x 6 months (5 days per week)  
· £3,000 for Jubilee Centre - £500 per month x 6 months (5 days per week)  
Following discussion, Councillor Natalie Field proposed running the Community Welcome Spaces from 1st October 2026 – 31st March 2027 as detailed above, seconded by Councillor Sue Bandcroft, carried unanimously.

15	To note the dates of forthcoming meetings 

	15.1		23 September 	        	Finance Committee	
	15.2		23 September  	         	Planning & Environment Committee
	15.3		21 October 	 	Full Council
	15.4		26 October       		Leisure, Youth & Amenities Committee	
	15.5		9 November   	 	Staffing Committee

[bookmark: _Hlk97802497]
Agenda item 7.5.2 was discussed within closed session due to the confidential (commercially sensitive information) nature of the matter.

7.5.2	Update on planning application on adjoining land in Dewfalls Drive

1. Background
The owner of the adjoining land contacted the Town Council on 31 May 2026 following the submission of an initial planning application for the site. The correspondence referred to strong comments from local residents who wished to see the land protected and retained and offered the Council the opportunity to purchase the land subject to an agreeable price.

On 2 June 2026, the Council advised that any potential acquisition would need to be considered in accordance with the Council’s Land Acquisition Policy. This requires, among other matters, evidence of strategic need and community benefit, financial due diligence, legal and risk assessment, a supporting business case and approval by Full Council.

2. Council Position Communicated in June 2026
Following consideration by the Council, a response was issued on 18 June 2026. The Council confirmed that it was unable to justify purchasing the land at the valuation level proposed or at market value, having regard to its fiduciary responsibilities and the long-term liabilities associated with ownership.

The response identified potential ongoing responsibilities including:
grass cutting and general grounds maintenance.
management of shrubs and landscaped areas.
inspection, management and maintenance of trees, including any Tree Preservation Order obligations.
public liability, health and safety and risk-management responsibilities for land accessible to the public; and
future environmental, legal and maintenance obligations that may arise over time.

The Council indicated that, if a transfer were to be pursued, it could only contemplate a transfer at a nominal sum, subject to the Council’s normal decision-making and due-diligence requirements.

3. Current Position
On 20 August 2026, the landowner advised that they were not able to progress discussions until the Council specified the exact figure it considered to be a nominal sum. The landowner also stated that they did not consider the ongoing maintenance matters previously identified by the Council to apply to the land.
The officer response confirmed that the Council has not obtained a valuation of the land and that no officer is authorised to determine or offer a purchase figure on behalf of the Council. The matter was therefore referred back to Full Council for consideration on 16 September 2026.

Planning application status: the email chain does not record a new determination, withdrawal or other formal change to the planning application itself. The correspondence instead relates to the landowner’s subsequent approach to the Town Council about a potential sale or transfer of the site. Any separate formal planning status should therefore be taken from the Local Planning Authority’s current application record.

4. Matters for Members to Consider
A nominal acquisition price does not remove the need to assess the full financial implications of ownership, including maintenance, insurance, legal costs and future liabilities.
The landowner’s view regarding future maintenance requirements should be independently tested as part of any due diligence rather than relied upon without verification.
If negotiations are to continue, the Council would need appropriate title information and legal due diligence, together with any valuation or other professional advice Members consider necessary.
The planning process and any potential land acquisition are separate matters. Any decision to negotiate for the land should be taken on its own merits and in accordance with the Council’s adopted Land Acquisition Policy.

5. Financial and Legal Implications
Financial: There is no committed expenditure at this stage. A transfer at a nominal sum could nevertheless create material ongoing revenue liabilities and one-off professional, legal and registration costs.

Legal: Any acquisition would require confirmation of title, boundaries, rights, restrictions, covenants, access arrangements, tree or environmental constraints and any other liabilities affecting the site before completion.

6. Decision Required
Members are asked to:
note the update and the correspondence received.
determine whether the Council wishes to indicate a specific nominal figure for the land, or whether further valuation and/or legal due diligence is required before any figure is discussed; and
authorise the appropriate officer to respond to the landowner in accordance with the decision of Full Council.

Following much discussion, Councillor Dave Addison proposed that officers prepare a business case linked to the BSTC Land Acquisition policy with a view to offering a sum of money for the piece of land and also investigate the registration of the piece of land (not owned by the Town Council) as a Town/Village Green, seconded by Councillor Sue Bandcroft, carried unanimously.  
  


The Meeting closed at 9.30pm



APPENDIX A
Notes from Bradley Stoke Town Council Working Group regarding Special Expenses – 30th July 2026

Those in attendance
Councillors: 	Dave Addison
Sue Bandcroft
John Bradbury
Terri Cullen
Jenny James
James Nelson
Ben Randles
Officers:	Sharon Petela – Town Clerk
		Rachel Pullen – RFO/Finance Manager
Apologies:	Councillor Natalie Field
		Phil Francis-Barber – Facilities & Operations Manager/Deputy Town Clerk

Background information to formation of working group - Extract from Full Council meeting on 17.06.26:

Documentation circulated. Much discussion took place on the need for an early conversation with SGC officers regarding potentially taking on assets, expectations, costings etc. Possibly teaming up with other local parish and town councils to ask specific questions.

Following discussion, Councillor Sue Bandcroft proposed that Bradley Stoke Town Council supports the Special Expenses Policy in principle but has significant concerns regarding its implementation from April 2027. It was considered that the policy should be introduced gradually over a number of years. Further clarification is required in relation to long-term liabilities, the legal implications of asset and service transfers, and the associated costings. In addition, adequate support from South Gloucestershire Council (SGC) officers will be necessary to respond to queries, address inaccurate information, and resolve any anomalies arising during the implementation process. The proposed was seconded by Councillor Tom Aditya. A vote was taken, 8 in favour, 2 abstentions, proposal carried.

Councillor Tom Aditya proposed that, if the SGC Special Expenses Policy is adopted in July, a working group is established  which will be tasked with working with SGC officers to identify a way forward with potentially taking over assets etc. The proposal was seconded by Councillor James Nelson, carried unanimously. Councillor on the working group are:

Dave Addison			Sue Bandcroft			John Bradbury		
Natalie Field			James Nelson 			Ben Randles
plus any other councillors not in attendance at this evening’s meeting 

Points covered during the working group meeting

Potential benefits
· Greater local control over valued community assets. 
· Ability to align maintenance standards with community expectations. 
· Improved responsiveness to local issues. 
· Greater transparency over how local taxes are spent. 

Potential challenges
· Increased financial risk. 
· Higher staffing and management requirements. 
· Long-term maintenance liabilities. 
· Increased insurance, health and safety, and legal responsibilities. 
· Possible need to expand operational teams or contract management capacity.
APPENDIX A
General discussions
· Insufficient information available at the moment from SGC to enable meaningful decision to be made by BSTC. Need details on grass cutting standards, asset transfers, leases, specifications of works etc.  
· No confidence in the maps supplied by SGC relating to land ownership etc (Dewfalls Drive is a case in point). Need our own precise asset register and identify where discrepancies occur with SGC information. Noted that Ambience cuts some highway verges for BSTC (on behalf of SGC). 
· Ideally, a detailed recognisance of all grass areas identified on the SGC maps is required to ascertain condition etc. SGC need to check all areas with Land Registry to ascertain/confirm ownership as BSTC need a guarantee of proper maps to define which areas are contracted.
· Brook Way wildflower beds could be taken on, although there are potentially significant costs involved to maintain them to current standard. 
· BSTC needs a detailed breakdown of maintenance work and task lists etc. It is thought that SGC may not have that information available.
· Three Brooks Nature Reserve requires a separate detailed conversation as this is a vast area with many unknown issues at the moment, especially linked to wooded areas within the reserve. Clarification will be need linked to descriptions of works etc. For example, what is the specification of a conservation cut?
· If SGC quotes a cost for a job (with all their overheads) BSTC may be able to do it for less but we can’t obtain costings from current highway verges contractor until detailed specification is provided by SGC. 
· Consider waiting for current BSTC grass cutting contract to expire, and then seek quotes for additionals.

Forthcoming ALCA meetings:
· Clerks’ and Officers’ Technical Briefing: Wednesday 5 August, 11:00am–12:10pm
This afternoon session is for Clerks and Officers. This session will focus on the documents, process, precept implications, service and asset information, SLAs/managed services and practical questions.
· Chairs and Councillors Briefing: Wednesday 5 August, 6:20pm–7:30pm
The evening session is for Chairs, who may also invite Vice Chairs and other members of council as appropriate. This session will focus on the strategic implications, council decision-making, the September Expression of Interest (EOI) stage and the issues members may wish to consider locally.

Fennel Drive Play Area
This play area is owned by SGC and could potentially be taken on by BSTC (dependent on condition of the play area). Need sight of most recent Play Area inspection and clarification as to if asset is transferred over whether there will be any funding accompanying the transfer.  

Three Brooks Nature Reserve
Working group members felt BSTC should consider saying no to taking on nature reserve at this moment in time and see how things progress. However, it was felt that BSTC could take on maintenance of grass verges within the Nature Reserve  (Benefit will be greater local control and direct accountability) But BSTC is not inclined to take on responsibility for tree populated areas - due to the additional technical complexity and expertise required to manage such sites. Clarification required whether the opt-in would need to be for the entire reserve locations on the map or whether just some areas (i.e. grass verges) could be taken on. 

Action Points from the meeting
· Request one to one meeting with SGC officers from Special Expenses Team to get a clearer definition of what precise requirements are for maintenance etc. of all areas including specifications for all areas and task lists linked to Three Brooks Nature Reserve and other grass areas identified within Bradley Stoke. 
· Request copy of most recent play area inspection for Fennel Drive Play Area
· Identify whether any areas are highlighted by residents who complete the current BSTC Residents Survey which can then feed into a potential list of areas to be taken on from SGC going forward.
· Assess all grass areas identified on the SGC maps to ascertain condition and ownership etc. SGC need to check all areas with Land Registry to ascertain/confirm ownership of areas included on the map.  

APPENDIX B
BRADLEY STOKE TOWN COUNCIL
INVESTMENT STRATEGY & POLICY 2026/27
Bradley Stoke Town Council acknowledges the importance of prudently investing temporarily available or longer term earmarked and surplus funds on behalf of the community and providing residents with investment and strategy details adhering to transparency and democratic accountability requirements.
This strategy complies with the revised requirements set out in the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister’s Guide on Local Government Investments and ‘Chartered Institute of Public Finance and Accountancy’s Treasury Management in Public Services: Code of Practice and Cross Sectoral Guidance Notes and takes account of the Section 15(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 2003.
INVESTMENT OBJECTIVES
In accordance with Section 15(1) of the 2003 Act, the Council will have regard to such guidance as the Secretary of State may issue and to such other guidance as the Secretary of State may by regulations specify.
The Council’s investment priorities are the security of reserves and the liquidity of its investments.
The Council will aim to achieve the optimum return on its investments commensurate with proper levels of security and liquidity.
All investments will be made in sterling.
The Department for Communities and Local Government maintains that borrowing of monies purely to invest, or to lend and make a return, is unlawful and this Council will not engage in such activity.
Where external investment managers are used, they will be contractually required to comply with the Strategy.
INVESTMENT OPTIONS
SPECIFIED INVESTMENTS
Specified Investments are those offering high security and high liquidity and that meet the following criteria:
· The investment is denominated in sterling and any payments or repayments in respect of the investment are payable only in sterling. 

· The investment is not a long-term investment and provides a contractual right to repayment within 12 months, either due to maturity of the investment or through a non-conditional option. 

· The investment is not defined as capital expenditure by virtue of Regulation of the Local Authorities (Capital Finance and Accounting) (England) Regulations 2003 (as amended).

· The investment is made with a body or in an investment scheme described as high quality or with one of the following bodies:
I. The UK Government
II. A local authority in England or Wales (as defined in section 23 of the 2003 act)
III. A town/parish council or community council    
Councils Strategy
Applying a prudent approach to council’s investments, maintaining sufficient levels of security and liquidity, Bradley Stoke Town Council will use the following types of investments: 
· Banks, Building Societies, local authorities and other public authorities.

APPENDIX B
Council’s current investments within this sector are:
· Barclays Bank Plc Current and Active Saver Accounts – A daily cash sweep is applied between the accounts to maximise interest. 
· Cambridge Counties Bank – 180 Day Notice Business Account
· Cambridge Counties Bank – 4.2% Fixed rate 1 year bond – maturing 13/1/2027.
· United Trust Bank – 4.21% Fixed rate 1 year bond – maturing 6/10/26.
· United Trust Bank – 4.11% Fixed rate 1 year bond – maturing 30/12/26.
· United Trust Bank – 4.01% Fixed rate 6 month bond – maturing 27/1/27.

NON SPECIFIED INVESTMENTS
A non-specified investment is any financial investment that is not a loan and does not meet the criteria to be treated as a specific investment. Such an investment has a greater risk potential, and examples include money markets and stocks and shares. 
Councils Strategy
Bradley Stoke Town Council has deemed such investments as being too high-risk due to their unpredictability and exposure to loss. Based upon this, council will not use this type of investment.
LOANS
A council may choose to make loans to local enterprises, local charities, wholly owned companies and joint ventures as part of a wider strategy for local economic growth even though those loans may not all be seen as prudent if adopting a narrow definition of prioritising security and liquidity.
In order to make such loans, the following requirements must be demonstrated and included within the investment strategy.
· Total financial exposure to these types of loans is proportionate;
· An allowed ‘expected credit loss’ model for loans and receivables is applied in line with the International Reporting Standard (IFRS) 9 Financial Instruments as adopted by proper practices to measure the credit risk of the loan portfolio;
· Appropriate credit control arrangements to recover overdue repayments are in place;
· Council has formally agreed the total level of loans by type that it is willing to make, and the total level of loans is within a risk assessed limit.

Council’s Strategy
Bradley Stoke Town Council has adopted a narrow approach to investments, prioritising security and liquidity and loans are not deemed prudent within this strategy. In addition, as this type of investment is higher risk, it would require a robust debt recovery mechanism. Based upon this, council will not use this type of investment.
LIQUIDITY & SECURITY STRATEGY
LIQUIDITY
The RFO in consultation with council will determine the maximum periods for which funds may prudently be committed so as not to compromise liquidity. This will then be presented to Council for formal approval.
This period will commence upon the date of investment as confirmed by the provider.
Council’s Strategy
Bradley Stoke Town Council has determined the maximum investment period should not exceed 12 months with the exception of specially approved and risk assessed long-term investments itemised below.
APPENDIX B
LONG-TERM INVESTMENT-STRATEGY   
Long term investments are defined within the Statutory Guidance as being greater than 12 months.
Bradley Stoke Town Council held a £60K investment in the Church, Charities and Local Authorities (CCLA) Property Fund between 2017/18 and 2024/25. The investment was sold in April 2025.
Councils Strategy
Bradley Stoke Town Council has deemed such investments as being too high-risk due to their unpredictability and exposure to loss. Based upon this, council will not use this type of investment after the sale of the CCLA Property Fund investment in April 2025.

ETHICAL INVESTMENTS
Bradley Stoke Town Council is an ethical body and also aims to align its investments with its Environmental Statement. 
Councils Strategy
Bradley Stoke Town Council will only Invest with suitable providers that have a published Ethical Investment Policy which must include modern day slavery, environmental impact, carbon goals and investing in communities etc. The Finance Manager RFO will review and report the position to Council and/or the Finance Committee which will be included in any decision for new investments.

COUNCIL’S REPORTING & STRATEGY REVIEW
INVESTMENT REPORTS 

The investments are monitored at all times and council is advised of any adverse or other significant market changes in the first instance followed by a full report to Full Council and/or the Finance Committee.
At least one review is carried out annually by the RFO in conjunction with council. The review date is generally determined by the investment maturity dates, new investment or change in the regulations. A full report will also be presented to Full Council and/or the Finance Committee.  
Investment forecasts for the next financial year are always accounted for within the various stages of budget setting.

STRATEGY REVIEW

The strategy will be reviewed at least annually by the RFO in conjunction with council, generally aligned prior to the investment maturity dates. Any change to strategy must be formally approved by Full Council and/or the Finance Committee. Council reserves the right to make changes to the strategy at any time, subject to the approval of Full Council and/or the Finance Committee and any such changes will be made available to the public via the website, paper format or email. 




APPENDIX C
	BRADLEY STOKE TOWN COUNCIL - MEETINGS & EVENTS 2027

	day
	date
	month
	event
	location
	time 
	m

	Friday
	1
	January
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	1

	Wednesday
	20
	January
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	1

	Wednesday
	27
	January
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	1

	Wednesday
	27
	January
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	1

	Wednesday
	3
	February
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	2

	Monday
	22
	February
	Leisure, Youth & Amenities
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	2

	Wednesday
	24
	February
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	2

	Wednesday
	24
	February
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	2

	Wednesday
	10
	March
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	3

	Wednesday
	24
	March
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	3

	Wednesday
	24
	March
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	3

	Friday
	26
	March
	GOOD FRIDAY
	 
	 
	3

	Monday
	29
	March
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	3

	Wednesday
	21
	April
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	4

	Monday
	26
	April
	Leisure, Youth & Amenities
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	4

	Wednesday
	28
	April
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	4

	Wednesday
	28
	April
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	4

	Monday
	3
	May
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	5

	Wednesday
	12
	May
	TOWN ASSEMBLY
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	5

	Wednesday
	19
	May
	Annual Town Council Meeting
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	5

	Monday
	31
	May
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	5

	Wednesday
	2
	June
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	6

	Wednesday
	2
	June
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	6

	Friday
	11
	June
	COMMUNITY FESTIVAL
	All Sites
	 
	6

	Saturday
	12
	June
	COMMUNITY FESTIVAL
	All Sites
	 
	6

	Sunday
	13
	June
	COMMUNITY FESTIVAL
	All Sites
	 
	6

	Wednesday
	16
	June
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	6

	Monday
	21
	June
	Leisure, Youth & Amenities
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	6

	Wednesday
	23
	June
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	6

	Wednesday
	23
	June
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	6

	Wednesday
	21
	July
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	7

	Wednesday
	28
	July
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	7

	Wednesday
	28
	July
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	7

	Monday
	23
	August
	Leisure, Youth & Amenities
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	8

	Wednesday
	25
	August
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	8

	Monday
	30
	August
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	8

	Wednesday
	15
	September
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	9

	Wednesday
	22
	September
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	9

	Wednesday
	22
	September
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	9

	Monday 
	27
	September
	INFORMAL STRATEGIC PLANNING
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	9

	Wednesday
	20
	October
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	10

	Monday
	25
	October
	Leisure, Youth & Amenities
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	10

	Wednesday
	27
	October
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	10

	Wednesday
	27
	October
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	10

	Sunday
	7
	November
	FIREWORKS
	Jubilee Centre
	 
	11

	Wednesday
	17
	November
	Council
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	11

	Wednesday
	24
	November
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	11

	Wednesday
	24
	November
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	11

	Monday
	20
	December
	Leisure, Youth & Amenities
	Jubilee Centre
	1900
	12

	Wednesday
	22
	December
	Finance
	Jubilee Centre
	1830
	12

	Wednesday
	22
	December
	Planning & Environment
	Jubilee Centre
	1930
	12

	Saturday
	25
	December
	CHRISTMAS DAY
	 
	 
	12

	Sunday
	26
	December
	BOXING DAY
	 
	 
	12

	Monday
	27
	December
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	12

	Tuesday
	28
	December
	BANK HOLIDAY
	 
	 
	12

	1. SGC have only set their meeting dates up to end July 2027, and will not be setting rest of dates until mid 2027, therefore some BSTC dates may be required to be changed mid-2027 when SGC Full Council meeting dates are confirmed. 

	2. BSTC Full Council meeting on 17th February 2027 clashes with SGC Full Council meeting, so as per Standing Orders, the BSTC Full Council meeting has been moved to 3rd February 2027 as SGC also have a Full Council meeting on 10th February 2027

	3. BSTC Full Council meeting on 17th March 2027 clashes with SGC Full Council meeting, so as per Standing Orders, the BSTC Full Council meeting has been moved to 10th March 2027

	4. BSTC Finance committee meeting on 26th May 2027 clashes with SGC Full Council meeting, so as per Standing Orders, the BSTC Finance committee meeting has been moved to 2nd June 2027

	5. BSTC Planning & Environment committee meeting on 26th May 2027 clashes with SGC Full Council meeting, so as per Standing Orders, the BSTC Planning & Environment committee meeting has been moved to 2nd June 2027
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