
 

DELEGATED DECISIONS BY CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORT 
 

MINUTES of the meeting held on Thursday, 25 November 2010 commencing at 
2.00 pm and finishing at 2.15 pm 

 
Present: 
 

 

Voting Members: Councillor Rodney Rose  – in the Chair 
  
Non-voting Members Councillor Jean Fooks – Item 1 

Councillor John Tanner – Item 1 
Councillor David Turner (Shadow Cabinet – Item 4) 

Officers: 
 

 

Whole of meeting G. Warrington (Law & Governance) 
S. Smith & D. Tole (Environment & Economy) 
 

 
The Committee considered the matters, reports and recommendations contained or 
referred to in the agenda for the meeting, together with a schedule of addenda 
tabled at the meeting, and decided as set out below.  Except insofar as otherwise 
specified, the reasons for the decisions are contained in the agenda, reports and 
schedule, copies of which are attached to the signed Minutes. 
 

 
 

36/10 QUESTIONS FROM COUNTY COUNCILLORS  
(Agenda No. 1) 
 
Councillor Jean Fooks 
 
“I am very disturbed to see that the two long-awaited amendments to North 
Oxford and Summertown CPZs have been delayed until February, despite 
having been in the Forward plan for November 25th for some time. Please 
would you explain why and whether they can be brought forward to deal with 
the very real problems they are intended to address? “ 
 
Reply from Councillor Rodney Rose, Cabinet Member for Transport 
 
“The Councillor will be aware from my responses to her questions at the 
September 2010 meeting that, given the current budgetary pressures, minor 
amendments to CPZs are low on my list of priorities. Indeed this position is 
being reflected in the proposals for savings and reorganisation within the 
Highways & Transport section of the Environment & Economy Directorate 
 
Indeed, the consultation on changes in the Summertown and North 
Summertown CPZs are only able to be dealt with in February 2011 because 
there is external funding from developers for elements of the proposals and 
officers have been able to ‘piggy-back’ other known concerns onto the back 
of these, thus reducing the impact on OCC budgets.”  
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Supplementary  
 
Councillor Fooks asked whether or not private funding would enable some 
schemes to be brought forward. 
 
Reply  
 
Councillor Rose replied that the problem lay with reductions in staffing levels 
and confirmed that the earliest likely date for these to come forward for 
decision would be February 2011. 
 
Councillor John Tanner 
 
“Given the shortfall in the Residents’ Parking account in 2009/10 was £22K 
and a 25% increase in charges in 2011/12 is likely to bring in around £93K, 
what is the extra £70K to be spent on. Could Councillor Rose explain what 
the ‘Other’ category includes? In these austere times, has the Cabinet 
Member considered reducing costs in line with income?” 
 
Reply from Councillor Rodney Rose, Cabinet Member for Transport 
 
“As set out in the report costs associated with enforcement of resident 
parking zones are in two parts: resident parking bays, as identified showed a 
loss of £22k and the yellow lines (of which approximately 75% were within 
resident parking zones) showed a total loss of £170k of which approximately 
£85k was attributable to resident parking zones. In total therefore the 
shortfall for operating the zones was approximately £117k not £22k.  
 
The 'Other' category in the financial information were a variety of costs 
including payments to contractors for implementing essential changes and 
maintenance in the zones, payments to the Traffic Penalty Tribunal service, 
payments for the provision of credit card payment services, membership of 
the British Parking Association and other small ad-hoc items such as 
training, printing, postage and stationary. 
 
The County had already made significant savings (approximately £250,000 
per year) and would seek to make further savings to balance the current 
deficit of £117k with the anticipated additional income of £93k. Additional 
savings in costs to meet the entire £117k shortfall would have to begin to 
target patrol levels and as such might only serve to reduce income through 
PCN's.” 
 
Supplementary 
 
Councillor Tanner thanked the Cabinet Member for excluding the Blackbird 
Leys and Minchery Farm areas from the proposals and asked him to 
consider changes to shift patterns in order to achieve improved enforcement 
and increased income rather than look to increase charges by 25%. 
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Reply 
 
Councillor Rose replied that existing shift patterns had been set in order to 
show a presence across the City to provide an equality of service across the 
region.  Costs for management and processing were pretty much fixed with 
very little more that could be cut.  It would not be in anyone’s best interest 
least of all residents to further reduce levels of enforcement. 
 

37/10 PROPOSED VARIATION OF CHARGES FOR RESIDENTS' 
PERMITS, OXFORD  
(Agenda No. 4) 
 
The Cabinet Member for Transport considered comments and objections 
received to a consultation on increasing the cost of residents’ parking permits 
in Oxford. 
 
Councillor Turner stated that in 2006 when this scheme had originally been 
set up the intention had been for it to break even and asked why a 25% 
increase was now being sought.  He also asked why there had been no 
county representation at Area Committees and whether or not the Cabinet 
Member had considered reintroducing charges at Thornhill to offset this 
latest increase. 
 
The Cabinet Member confirmed that charges in 2006 had been based on 
circumstances at that time.  However, changes made by the government in 
the period since then had affected the modelling.  He confirmed that he had 
not attended Area Committees because he had not wanted to fetter his 
discretion when considering these proposals and it had been up to officers to 
decide whether or not to attend if invited but he felt that they were already 
under a great deal of pressure.  In any event he felt that any public debate on 
these proposals should have taken place at this meeting when decisions 
would be taken.  With regard to Thornhill there was likely to be an 
announcement shortly. 
 
RESOLVED: to approve the proposed changes to the cost of residents’ 
parking permits in all the permit parking zone orders for the City of Oxford 
(excluding those for Blackbird Leys West, Brake Hill, Frys Hill and Minchery 
Farm and Waterside) as advertised in the Oxfordshire County Council (City 
of Oxford and North Hinksey) (Variation of Charges for Residents’ Permits) 
Order 20** 
 

38/10 PROPOSED CHANGES TO PARKING BAY - VICTOR STREET, 
JERICHO  
(Agenda No. 5) 
 
The Cabinet Member for Transport considered responses to a consultation 
on a proposed relocation of an existing permit holders parking bay. 
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RESOLVED: to authorise variations to the Oxfordshire County Council 
(Jericho) (Parking Places and Controlled Parking Zone) Order 2000, as 
amended in this report, to provide for: 
 
(a) relocation of a resident parking bay to the other side of the road to 

form one long bay in Victor Street; 
 
(b) a new section of NWAAT restrictions in place of the relocated bay.   
 
 
 

 in the Chair 
  
Date of signing  2009 


