Minutes of the Meeting of the Annual Parish Meeting held at Exeter Hall, Oxford Road, Kidlington on Thursday 26th March 2009


Present:
Cllr Chris Pack
(Chair)




Cllr D Betts




Cllr Jackie Garlick




Cllr Alan Graham




Cllr Andrew Hornsby-Smith




Cllr Carole Pack




Cllr Chris Robins




Cllr David Thompson




Cllr Tracey Wyse

District Councillor

- 
Neil Prestidge

District & County Councillor
-
Maurice Billington



County Councillor

-
Mike Gib bard
       




42 Members of the public

        Apologies:

Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs Guy Lawfull, Sara Hepworth, Deborah Holloway, Stephen Bird and Devena Rae, and District Councillor John Wyse.

1.               Introduction

Cllr Chris Pack as Chair to the Parish Council introduced the meeting, and welcomed those attending.  

2.              Kidlington Conservation Area

Cllr Pack introduced officers from Cherwell District Council, Planning and the Conservation team – Linda Rand, Rose Todd, Claire Sutton and Jane Dunkin.

Linda Rand introduced the concept of conservation areas in the beautiful and historic parts of Kidlington and explained that there existed 3 conservation areas already.  The boundaries of these had been recently reviewed and were being recommended for slight amendments with two additional conservation areas being Crown Road and Langford Wharf.

Conservation areas had been conceived under the 1967 Civic Amenities Act, though the 1990 Act had determined the criteria that currently existed.  Conservation areas covered those deemed of sufficient character and quality and there was a concentration of the special architectural and historic interest of the area with the intention of preserving its character and appearance.  It was the area that was to be preserved and it did not include individual buildings which would be through designation for listing.

Linda showed a plan of the areas that were covered and identified Mill Street and The Moors area included buildings fronting the old village green.  She also identified that there had been a large village green where the Exeter Close fields now lay and by including Crown Road as a conservation area it would be the inclusion of the boundary of the old village green.  

The meeting was shown a map of the Kidlington settlement pre-1830 showing a very small grouping of properties all of which would be covered by the introduction of the new conservation area sites.

Claire Sutton introduced the detail of the areas, the first being Church Street.  She explained that it was unusual for the church to be so far from the centre of the community.  The church was a Grade 1 listed building (the top 1% of all buildings).  It had a very distinctive spire, commonly known as “our ladies needle”.  Behind the church the fields that were under the jurisdiction of the Parish Council were an important element. Photographs of the church from the fields set it in its rural context.

It was shown how boundary walls can be striking as part of the landscape and required some preservation.  

Secondly, she identified The Rookery which was hidden away from the public and surrounded by more modern development.  It was the fact that it was so hidden that made it an important feature to be protected.

Thirdly, Crown Road. There was only one listed building in the settlement of Crown Road, being Exeter House which was the former doctors surgery.  The other additional site was that of Langford Wharf which had been a meeting of the new road, the railway and the canal.

Claire pointed out that the station had originally been named Woodstock Station reflecting how small the settlement of Kidlington had been.

Lastly, she showed the Wise Alderman public house which had a vernacular barn like appearance.

It was explained the implications of conservation area designation and the fact that the Development Control Officers would use the conservation area appraisals when determining planning applications as would any Planning Inspector at appeal.  Also important was the street scene, the trees and vegetation.

The consultation required comments to be received by the 8th April and a report would be drawn up for consideration by the District Council Executive on 11th May. The boundaries would be agreed by the Executive at that meeting.  If they were accepted they would take immediate effect.

It was stressed that there was no right of appeal against inclusion in a conservation area.

It meant that within the conservation area unlisted buildings could not be demolished without consent and this also applied to boundary walls which were over one metre in height.

There was a requirement to obtain permission having given 6 weeks notice to fell or lop trees within the conservation area even if no tree preservation order (TPO) existed.

The public were asked for comments and Reverend Ellis pointed out that he approved of the conservation area but his experience was that it was difficult to get works done to trees.

It was confirmed that the St Mary’s fields were already in the conservation area and noted that during the exhibition which had been held prior to the meeting, a request had been made for an extension of the St Mary’s field area within the conservation area boundary.

It was commented that there was “horrid” front door to the church, and Reverend Ellis said that it would be helpful if it was possible to receive grant for a new one.  Rose Todd pointed out that English Heritage was not a grant funding organisation and it was unfortunate if people looked to them as sole grant funding bodies for heritage grants.  She referred the meeting to grantsnet.com which was more generous in its allocation than English Heritage could be.

Janet Warren reported that English Heritage had taken into consideration money paid in salary to clergy when considering an application for the repair of the spire.  She pointed out that the Parochial Church Council would have been liable had the spire fallen into disrepair.

It was noted that listed building status trumped conservation area designations.  

The Chairman thanked the officers for an interesting discussion.

3. 

Weston Otmoor Eco-Town

Cllr Hornsby-Smith addressed the meeting and explained that Kidlington Parish Council had - along with other parish councils, and the district and county councils opposed proposals for a 15,000 dwelling eco-town at Weston on the Green.

Cllr Hornsby-Smith was the Kidlington Parish Councillor representative on the pressure group Weston Front which was in opposition to the proposal.

He explained that the proposal sounded good in providing needed homes but he asked that it be noted that out of the 15,000  only 225 homes would be socially rented.

He also outlined the fact that the developer was claiming 15,000 jobs on the site, but in view of the number of people who would be living there it was assessed that at least 19,700 jobs would be required. Even if all jobs on the site were taken by residents, there would be an excess commuting out of the new town.

The site had been chosen due to its location at the M40 / A34 junction.  This had to be because the developer recognised it as a location suitable for commuter travel which put the eco-status under suspicion.

The developer was promoting the site as achieving the rail cord on the future east / west rail link, but this link was already being promoted by railway providers.

Most importantly the Eco-Town proposal was not part of the development plan for this area.

He explained that he wanted to focus on Kidlington and how the proposals would affect the village.

Cherwell District Council and the parish’s own Health Check had informed on the performance of the Kidlington centre - showing it was under performing in comparison to similar sized communities nearby.  The Health Check had demonstrated that residents wanted to see improved retail offer and in order to be able to fund this, and to also meet local housing needs, some development within Kidlington was essential.  The Parish Council had assessed that approximately 1,300 homes would be required, and the Parish Council had considered the options submitted for consideration as part of the future development plan. and thought that these could be found without going into the green-belt.

How Would Weston Otmoor affect Kidlington ?

It was not felt that there would be room for houses and businesses at both communities as they were  so close together plus the fact that there would be a traffic effect on surrounding roads.

Additionally, Kidlington could lose the opportunity for a railway station.  There was insufficient room on the line for the amount of traffic which the developer - Parkridge – was proposing.

To have three medium sized villages / towns being Kidlington, Weston Otmoor and Bicester, so close together would be also be a major impact on the health services in the area.

After Kidlington had responded to the consultation a number of reports had been commissioned to analyse the proposal.

A main independent report, commissioned by the County Council and District Council and the Department for Communities – ARUP – had looked into the economics impact and found that it would compete with Bicester and Kidlington. In Kidlington this was mainly in employment terms.

There were also social and other impacts and it could take years for jobs to catch up with the amount of housing in Weston Otmoor. Those objecting to the plan had been encouraged by the ARUP report.

Halcrow had also produced a report on transport and had concluded that the traffic impact was only controllable if residents were charged to take the car out of the site and back in again.  The cost of this  would be £7,000 per year per resident, and unravelled the financial viability of the site. The meeting was asked to consider the impact of one road in and one road out of the site.   There would be restriction of 1,500 cars per hour, 1,000 of which would be coming towards Oxford, putting pressure on individuals. Cllr Hornsby-Smith thought that if the development took place, there would be pressure for additional roads.

Oxford Station would have to be adapted to take the proposed increase in trains if the developer was to achieve the green rail travel which it claimed.

The next stage of the process was continuing consultation documents that would be issued to the end of April, and it was now timetabled for a short listing of the final eco-town sites in June / July.  It was interesting that this had been deferred from the original deadline and showed how complex the process had become.  In fact so many reports were coming through that the government had been unable to cope, so the sustainability report had been done without all the information.

Finally, BARD – one of the other groups seeking a judicial review of the process and the lack of consultation in regard to another eco-town proposal - was going to appeal and if it achieved this aim, the Weston Front group would be supporting the appeal.

Cherwell Council had considered that an urban extension to Bicester maybe a viable alternative and had brought this into the discussion. It would be part of the development plan system.

Cllr Hornsby-Smith was asked whether the Parish Council assessment of a need for1,300 houses might strengthen the promotion of a previous application. Cllr Hornsby-Smith explained that the Council assessment had been based on 40 houses per hectare and it had been thought that it could be achieved over a period of 20 years by small infill throughout the village plus a substantial development of the existing Campsfield House site and the adjacent fields.  None of the proposed sites that had been suggested impinged on the fields behind The Moors and Mill Street, which he understood to be a common concern.

4.
Options for Growth in Kidlington

Cllr Pack explained about the local development framework process (LDF).

He reminded those present that 18 months previously a number of sites had been submitted as proposed development sites. the Parish Council had looked into these, as mentioned by Cllr Hornsby-Smith and the Council had responded as had many residents. He knew that many had been worried about the land behind The Moors.

He explained what had happened in the intervening period, mainly that the government had changed the rules and that the plan process was now concentrating on a core strategy.   The South East England Plan presented the overall framework with an allocation of numbers to be achieved by development within the area.

Currently the District Council consultation was concentrating on Bicester and Banbury.

In fact the proposed Eco-Town had diverted the attention of planners away from the production of the LDF and Core Strategy.

Cllr Pack referred to the effect of the LDF on the villages, and explained that because of its size, Kidlington was identified as a Type A village along with much smaller parishes.  However, Kidlington was larger than many Oxfordshire towns and he felt that it was the clinging on to the status of a village that was causing this.  He understood that many residents still wanted to retain a village style community, but - it was noted - you couldn’t have it both ways. It could affect ideas for housing and improvements to the local Kidlington infrastructure.

It was true that many wouldn’t want more housing, but they should remember that more housing brought developer funding for other activities, and also there was an unmet need for social housing.

He thought that the conservation area was important but he also wanted to protect the appearance and amenities of  Kidlington; but, he also wanted to help those who could not afford to buy / rent in Kidlington.

It was shown that outside Bicester and Banbury there was a target 881 for the rest of the villages including Kidlington.   But he stressed that this was a minimum target, and that there was no conflict between this number and the Kidlington aspiration for 1300 homes.

There was a question from the floor regarding the proposals for development in Yarnton which could link the two communities of Kidlington and Yarnton.  County Cllr Mike Gibbard addressed the meeting and explained that Yarnton had a population of approximately 2,500 as opposed to the combined Kidlington and Gosford population of approximately 17,000.

He explained that the greenbelt had been devised to prevent coalescence of communities, and that the land between Kidlington and Yarnton which had been the subject of a  proposal by the Oxfordshire University for up to 7,000 houses was unlikely to go ahead on that basis. The local planning authority must keep a control on development to ensure that it is done in a balanced way.  He explained that the Weston Otmoor proposal if built would be additional to the South East Plan figures, whilst the north-west Bicester option if it went ahead would count towards them.  

On being questioned as to what happened to the sites put forward 18 months previously Cllr Gibbard explained that they were still there but pared down. He confirmed that now the core strategy was focused on Banbury and Bicester.

With a new consultation now finished the District Council would be looking at the responses, and would be consulting further on Banbury and Bicester.

There was a question as to whether it was possible to conform building to where house purchases worked. It was not, though Weston Otmoor was attempting to do so.

The sites identified to accommodate all the 1,300 houses which the Parish Council had suggested would not impinge on the greenbelt and the university proposal had been rejected. 

This was also the case with the South East England Regional Assembly which had set the criteria.  The site identified by the Parish Council had all been infill sites.
5.
Chiltern Railways

Cllr Pack explained that recently a proposal had been brought forward by Chiltern Railways to improve the route from Oxford to Bicester which would dual the line and add a cord line towards Marylebone.  This would then make it easier to link in to future east / west line.  

The proposals were of particular interest in Kidlington because it included a Parkway station at the Water Eaton Park & Ride adjacent to the grain silo.  There would be two trains per hour and it was hoped that the station would be operational in 2013.  An exhibition identifying the detail of the plan would be held in Exeter Hall on Saturday 25th April.

6.
Street Furniture

Cllr Pack explained to the meeting that starting on the following Monday the old street furniture in the village centre High Street, would be removed.
The District Council which was paying for the operation had undertaken extensive consultation with local people and traders and the design that had been chosen was a mix of wood and steel.  It was understood that this would not be to everyone’s taste but that would be an impossibility.  Cllr Pack showed the drawings of the furniture, the seats in the bus shelter and the new bandstand plus the other furniture such as notice boards and finger posts.  

He was asked how much the project was costing and it was explained that the parish council was 
not involved in paying for this but Cllr Billington reported that the District Council was paying £110,000 for the works.  

7. 
Football Development Plan

Cllr David Betts addressed the audience to update on progress since the previous year.  

He was happy to report that the work at Stratfield Brake football pitches was almost complete and would provide two new football pitches to be used by the community.  Final works to Ron Groves Park had been completed the previous summer as had work to Exeter Close.
The main problem site had been that of Orchard Recreation ground which was still out of action.  Works to the field had been expected to have been finished in the summer but the wet weather had caused major problems and the contractor had been unable to get onto the land as easily as it had been hoped.
In consequence the decision had been taken to level and seed the field to ensure that there would be growth for the spring.  Drainage would be put in April / May but this was again weather dependent.

He understood that there were some residents concerns with the state of the field - with good reason - but he assured the meeting that the Parish Council had done its utmost to bring it back to use as quickly as possible.

Once the Orchard Recreation Ground site had been completed the Parish Council would have completed significant works to improve the facilities within the village.  The works had almost 
been wholly funded by external funding.

Cllr Betts was asked who had set the levels of the field because the tarmaced footpath now flooded when it rained.  Cllr Betts explained that this was because the drainage had not yet been put in place which should solve the problem.

A question was also asked about the far corner and it was explained that the environment agency had required that the drainage was confined to the site and not discharged into the other drains.
The erection at the corner of the site was a soak-away, commonly now known as a swale.

There will sometimes be standing water in the swale after periods of heavy rain but it would be mostly dry.

It was hoped that the site would be used for football in September, though Cllr Betts personally 

had doubts that it would be ready. He assured the residents that it would be available as open space land by then.

It was agreed that the temporary fencing should come down sooner rather than later though there had been reasons why this had had to remain.

8.
Exeter Close Project

Cllr Pack updated the meeting with the progress to the Exeter Close site and reported that many 

people had commented that they were pleased to see the old hedges scrubbed out. This had opened up the site and was a more pleasing appearance.
However, there had been complaints about the temporary fence that had had to be erected to the area.  

Cllr Pack was happy to report that work was to start on Monday and that the project would involve the installation of railings opening up the entrances with landscaping through the area with a cycle way to form a civic park area.

A plan of the proposals was shown to the audience and it was explained that the Council wanted to see this as a civic hub of the village. Cllr Pack wanted to see further improvements to the site including a full blown one-stop shop to benefit Kidlington residents and there was an aspiration for a new health centre.  It was felt that Kidlington deserved a first class medical facility which would be contained on the existing Exeter Hall site, with probably a two-storey building.
The work that was currently being undertaken was a kick-start to more general improvements to the site and had been backed by a bid which had been made by the Parish Council to the South East England Development Agency (SEEDA) market towns fund.
9.
Neighbourhood Policing

Cllr Pack introduced Sergeant Larry Jordan as the Sergeant for Kidlington - who explained that the priorities gathered from the community for the police was firstly about gatherings of youths.  Sergeant Jordan explained that he could not understand why there was a perceived problem with gatherings of youths and he would not be prepared to stop this unless there was an accompanying problem with anti-social behaviour associated with such gatherings.  Secondly, concerns were about speeding and thirdly drunkenness.  Sergeant Jordan explained that there had been identification of under age drinking and anti-social behaviour associated with the Black Bull public house and the police had been successful in getting the closing down of the premises until a new landlord had been put in post.
He explained that the overall crime figures for Kidlington had reduced and that this was the second highest reduction within the basic command unit.  This was substantially due to the residents who had taken action in securing their homes and properties.
Residents had also challenged anti-social behaviour rather than calling in support.  Praise was given to Councillors Sara Hepworth and Devena Rae who had gained funding for out of hours activities during the summer which had reduced many of the problems.  

Cllr Pack asked Sergeant Jordan to comment on a written question which had been submitted by Mrs Sue Laverty relating to cars parked on verges which were for sale. 

Sergeant Jordan referred to the 2005 Clean Neighbourhood Act and said that this had also been brought up at the Parish Meeting for Gosford & Water Eaton the previous evening.  He agreed that there was concern about these but the reality was that the Clean Neighbourhoods Act provided for removal where 2 cars were identified as a business being located within 500yards of each other.
He had spoken to the culprits parking the vehicles by the roundabout and he had noticed that one had been removed though it had immediately been replaced with another.

Where the vehicles were parked on the highway verge, it was the responsibility of the County Council to enforce.

It was difficult to prosecute for leaving vehicles on the highway verge as the police would then be bound to prosecute residents who would be driving over footways to gain access to their houses.

Cllr Pack as Chairman stated that the practice of parking vehicles on the verges destroyed the environment of the village.  A lot of work was put in to improving the appearance and the practice was counter to that.  He would like to embarrass those concerned, and was prepared to make a stand, but he wanted support for his actions.

There was a general consensus of support from the meeting.

The police were asked whether they could deal with those cars that were causing restriction to vision and this was a possibility.  Cllr Hornsby-Smith asked whether it would be possible to put police aware stickers on the “for sale” signs, but was told that such stickers were for specific purposes and would not be applicable in this circumstance.
10.
Minutes
The Minutes of the Annual Parish Meeting were held on 27th March 2008, were agreed and signed as a true record

11.
Annual Reports of Kidlington Parish Council

The Chairman referred the meeting to the Spring Report which had been delivered to all properties and asked whether there were any questions.  The only one being a query relating to the actual date of the Gala Day which was confirmed as the 18th July.

12.
Accounts for the Year ended 31st March 2008

The meeting was circulated with a financial summary of the accounts for the year 2007/2008.  

13.
Charities

The meeting received the accounts for the Roger Almond and the Frank Wise Memorial Charities.

14.
Resolutions / Written Questions

i) Yarnton Road

Mrs Jenny Colgrove had written requesting that something be done to alleviate the heavy traffic in Yarnton Road.  She suggested that the verged areas could be paved to enable car parking rather than on the road and also whether there could be lay-bys at the bus-stops towards the junction with Oxford Road which were opposite each other and could cause tailbacks.

She also asked for double yellow lines for at least 25 yards from the junction with Oxford Road into Yarnton Road.

Mrs Colgrove explained that Yarnton Road had become oppressive and much of this was to do with parking.  She thought that the yellow lines would be the cheapest option as cars often parked right upto the junction which was very dangerous.  It was explained that this was a County Highways issue and that the Parish Council would pass on her comments and Cllr Robins explained that the Traffic Advisory Committee that met twice a year was a meeting between Parish Council representatives and the Police, with the County Highways etc and that he would recommend that Mrs Colgrove’s letter was presented at that meeting.  
Cllr Gibbard referred to the double yellow lines request and made comments that often the police would not enforce parking infringements on these lines.  He also stated that the police and Sergeant Jordan who had now left the meeting had already said that parking right upto the junction could be enforced even without yellow lines, because it was already an offence. 
An alternative could be the introduction of a yellow box feature at the end of Yarnton Road.  The request to pave the verges could be considered but it was suggested that there maybe a funding problem.

ii) Paul Young – Orchard Recreation Ground.

Mr Young had issued a letter about the lack of completion of the Orchard Recreation Ground and the state of the fencing and it was believed that he had been present during Cllr Betts earlier explanations.

Other questions submitted from the floor

i) Parking in High Street

Concerns were expressed that the western end of High Street resembled a car park.  The Chairman agreed and explained that the Parish Council had been trying for some years to get something done about it.  He was happy to report that money was now being put aside for the following financial year for a feasibility study. However, officers were carrying out preliminary works to see what could be achieved in the short term.  

A member of the audience suggested that if there could be no solution, it might be better to return to a road and pavement situation which would reduce the parking.

ii) Tesco access road

A question was asked about whether the feasibility study could also look at the access road to Tesco’s that more cars were actually using it to get into the car-park there had been problems for pedestrians crossing it and felt that it was now potentially dangerous.  It was explained that the feasibility related totally to the possible pedestrianisation of the other area but the comments were noted and accepted.
iii) Parking Issues
A resident asked whether sufficient car-parking spaces were being introduced for the new flats that were being erected in the centre.  It was explained that the planning laws required sufficient spaces for them but it was known that there were always additional car-parking spaces required.  It was felt that the main problem with parking in Kidlington was the abandonment of vehicles in side roads and car-parks in order to access buses into Oxford.

iv) Sports Centre

Cllr Gibbard asked that the meeting be aware that the sports centre would be fully re-opened (having been extensively refurbished by the District Council) on 13th June. 
v) Exception site

Cllr Gibbard referred to the development of an exception site at Bicester Road.  This was a development that would provide only for those with a local connection.  As it was in Gosford it would be by application from Gosford initially and then from Kidlington.  All houses on the development - which it was hoped would be completed by September, would be “affordable” homes.  It was important that anyone hoping to be allocated one of these homes made an application for inclusion on the housing list.

The meeting closed at 9.55 pm.

Chair.
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