
Questions to the Alice Park Trust Sub-Committee 

Carly McKeever 

 

(1) When will the Trust publicly release their Covid-Specific risk assessments for 

their events to reassure the public that park user safety is paramount?  

 The general advice is that all event organisers and businesses should 

be completing a COVID-19 Specific Risk Assessment as a legal 

requirement. 

In any case, any event organiser, or activity organiser should ensure 

there is clear messaging to members of the public to ensure they feel 

safe and know how to behave at that event.  

(2) What COVID related safety measures do the trust plan to implement for public 

safety? 

The government guidance on using Alice Park is the same as that which 

applies to all other open spaces in B&NES. The public should practice 

social distancing, practice regular hand washing and wear a face 

covering when in a public space indoors; but this is guidance only and 

cannot be enforced. However, the restrictions on congregating in 

numbers have recently been tightened and genuine concerns about 

large numbers congregating in groups can be addressed to the police 

who may be able to enforce the law. 

(3) Since the last meeting on Jan 29th, what progress has the trust made for its 

proposed 10-year plan? Ref minutes from last meeting, action plan carry out 

actions. 

The report on the progress of the 10-year plan will be reported to the 

Alice Park Trust Sub-Committee, as of yet no date has been set. 

 (4) Are the ward councillor trustees adequately able to discharge their 

responsibilities as trust members alongside their councillor roles avoiding 

personal conflicting interests at this time?  For example, the Alice park 

community garden pays no rent for their space in the park. As Ms Wright is a 

committee member of Transition Larkhall who oversee this project, how can 

she balance offsetting the trust deficit and validate not charging rent to 

established park users but charging licence fees to other park users? 

If they not discharge their responsibilities adequately, what provisions have 

they put in place to oversee a smooth operation of the park that won’t affect 

the health and safety of park visitors during this uncertain time?  

The Ward Councillor members of the Sub-Committee are able to 

adequately discharge their responsibilities at this time. 



Commercial users of the park are asked to contribute by way of a 

licence fee, which is set to the published rate card adopted by the APT 

Sub-Committee. The community garden is not a commercial operation 

so does not fall within that scope. 

 (5) After using an image of the ward councillors celebrating the upcoming 

skatepark in party literature, why was no ward councillor available on site as 

works commenced for the skatepark, when the temporary works path would 

have conflicted with parts of the park other organisations must already pay to 

use?  

There is no requirement for ward councillors to be available on site for 

the commencement of works. 

And is a risk assessment in place for the works as they will take place in an 

area used by children who must be safeguarded? 

The contractors provided a full construction phase plan which included 

the site safety plan, risk assessments, COVID 19 measures, and method 

statements for activities such as deliveries onto site and excavations.  

The site and the temporary roadway have been securely fenced.  A 

banksman will direct vehicles from the park entrance to the construction 

site and again when leaving site.  

 (6) Why is the only independent member routinely uninformed of events 

happening in the park during a pandemic when their professional background 

in environmental health is crucial at this time? 

It is for all Trust members to satisfy themselves with issues of the park 

outside of the information and progress provided at APT Sub-Committee 

meetings. Enquiries are positively responded to. 

 (7) With the trust running a deficit, how are the trust funding events in the park? 

Financial information is presented to the Committee when appropriate. 

As mentioned in a previous answer the Trust is looking to balance its 

accounts by working with commercial users of the park to licence their 

activity. A process which is being successful and accepted as fair by 

those users. The park is open and free to use by all other users. 

(8)  

www.Democracy.banes.gov.uk/documents/557125/alice%20park%trust%20s

ub-committee.pdf clearly states ‘ward members for Lambridge are co-opted 

non-voting members’. If this was agreed as part of the trust formation by the 

charitable trust board, who authorised going against this to allow them to be 

the only voting members? 

The two ward members for Lambridge have been appointed by the 

Council administration as full voting members.  They are not the only 

voting members as there is also one voting member from the 

Conservative Group.  Under the terms of reference, the ward members 
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are automatically entitled to be co-opted non-voting members, but this 

does not exclude them from being appointed by the Council as voting 

members. 

 (9) If the original conveyance established a minimum of 6 trust members, when 

will applications for trust membership re-open to ensure balance within the 

trust. 

The original conveyance has been superseded and B&NES Council is 

now the sole corporate Trustee.  The Council has chosen to administer 

the Trust through the APT Sub-Committee, but the individual members 

are not Trustees. The vacancy for an additional independent member is 

currently under review. 

(10) In the last meeting it was stated by Mr Appleyard that the survey report 

undertaken by Bath Area Play Project was a private report. Why did it clearly 

state on it that it was commissioned by the Alice Park Trust and if it is relevant 

to the Alice Park Trust, why is it not being put forth for consideration and 

instead repeated FOI requests are being ignored by both Appleyard and 

BAPP at Mr Appleyard’s request?  Does this need to be referred to 

information commissioner’s office? 

The report is a private report intended for the Alice Park Trust and not 

commissioned by the Alice Park Trust. It will be presented to the Trust 

when appropriate and the next stage of improvements to the play area 

can proceed. As with the report, full consultation with members of the 

public and park users will be undertaken. 

 


