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MI�UTES OF THE MEETI�G OF BLOXHAM PARISH COU�CIL HELD AT 

THE PARISH ROOMS, BLOXHAM O� MO�DAY 23 JULY 2012 AT 7.00PM 
 

PRESENT: Chairman David Chapman; Councillors Phil Cavill, Jim Golby, Gloria Lester-
Stevens, Alan Miller, David Tyrrell and Jenny Yates.  

   
ALSO IN ATTENDANCE: District Councillor Christine Heath and approximately 100 
members of the public.  
     
APOLOGIES:  Councillor Nick Rayner, County Councillor Keith Mitchell and District 
Councillor Lynda Thirzie-Smart 
 
Due to the number of members of the public which were in attendance, it was agreed 
that it was in the public interest that the meeting be adjourned and reconvened at 
7.15pm in St Mary’s Church. 
 
12/172 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 

  There were no declarations of interest. 
 

12/173 PLANNING APPLICATION - 12/00926/OUT - LAND ADJOINING AND SOUTH 

OF ST CHRISTOPHER’S LODGE, BARFORD, BLOXHAM - SCREENING 

OPINION FOR 12/00926/OUT 

 
The Parish Council considered planning application 12/00926/OUT which was a 
proposal for a development of up to 75 residential dwellings, landscape, open 
space, highway improvement and associated works. 
 
District Councillor Christine Heath informed the meeting that this application was 
due to be considered by Cherwell District Council’s (CDC) Planning Committee 
on 13 September 2012.  
 
She had attended a briefing by the Planning Solicitor for CDC and she raised 
the Barford Road planning application with him and got the following advice: 
 
There is a presumption in favour of sustainable development, however it was not 
sustainable if there were no spaces at the local school, (there were 5 spaces in 
yr 5 & 6 at Bloxham Primary School).  If no planning money was allocated, the 
application could be refused and Councillor Heath would support the residents’ 
wishes.  If CDC planning officers recommend that the application be refused, the 
Committee was likely to agree with this. The appeal to the Planning Inspectorate 
would then be the issue. 

 
The Chairman stated the Parish Council was against the development and had 
prepared a brief with key points for residents guidance.   He requested that 
residents send in letters and emails of objection to CDC Planning Officers at  
Bodicote House or respond via the CDC website.  
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Responses should be copied to all County & District Councillors for Bloxham 
Ward, CDC Planning via Caroline Roche, CDC Councillors who were members 
of the Planning Committee, Tony Baldry M.P. and Theresa Goss, Temporary 
Clerk & RFO for Bloxham Parish Council. 

 
Sarah Curtis reported that residents had started a petition which 127 people had 
signed so far.  Some of the feedback she had received was that if Primary 
School was full the County Council/Gladman could offer payments to residents 
of the proposed site, towards transport costs to schools outside Bloxham.  Sarah 
was thanked for being proactive.   

 
Some residents highlighted that they did not know about meeting tonight until 
told being told by Sarah and it was asked that the Parish Council improved its 
communications. 

 
Councillor Jenny Yates ran through some of the points from the Gladman 
planning application.  The report constantly referred to Bloxham as a town not a 
village.  It stated that Barford Road was a wide road however, at the site 
entrance there were warning signs for road narrows and ‘z’ bends.   It also 
stated that there were pavements on both sides of the road, which there were 
not and that the Doctor & Dentist Surgeries were not full.  However, they were 
full in Bloxham but there may be spaces at their Hook Norton or Banbury 
Surgeries.  
 
It stated that there were public amenities on Little Bridge Road, however there 
were tennis courts, but these belonged to Bloxham Private School that were not 
available for residents use.  The application stated that the small park on 
Gascoigne Way was a green area with no play equipment.  
 
All of these errors cast doubt on Gladman’s credibility as a developer and the 
Parish Council requested residents to add to the PC’s submission and to write to 
CDC objecting to the development. 

 
Councillor Jenny Yates encouraged residents to resend any letters already sent 
to CDC and also copy in the Parish Council.  However Jenny explained that if 
residents had sent emails to the old Parish Council email addresses, they 
should resend to the new address which was bloxhampc@aol.com 
 
Mary Groves reported that CDC’s website was not reporting comments already 
fed in on their planning website and residents had to use a separate tab to 
access the site, therefore it was better to email or write to CDC. 

 
A resident stated that the Parish Council response needed to be hard hitting. 
 
Sarah Curtis stated that a roundabout was planned for the site entrance on 
Barford Road, but why was this the case if there was no problem with 
infrastructure.  There were already reports of theft and drunken behaviour on the 
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two new Milton Road sites and Bloxham did not want a third new site with the 
same problems.  
 
When approached to sign the petition, residents from the new development on 
Milton Road stated that they could not sign, because they had already signed 
contracts stating that they would not object to any new developments in 
Bloxham.  
 
Gladman seem to be unscrupulous and driven by money showing no 
consideration for residents’ feedback or wishes. People who drove on Barford 
Road everyday knew there was a blind bend near the site entrance and there 
was a traffic counter for one day recently at the junction of Barford Road and 
Milton Road. 

 
A resident from Queen Street stated that with regard to the development on 
Queen Street/Kings Road, the planning appeal inspector agreed with the 
developer traffic report rather than the County Council report. 

 
Mary Groves had phoned Sterling Maynard, who had produced Gladmans traffic 
report and she confirmed that the survey was done on 31/01/2012 monitoring for 
one day only. However, they confirmed that they were positioned in a lay-by 
which Mary claimed all traffic was not visible from. 

 
Rodney Hobbs Chairman of Barfords Parish Council reported that their Parish 
Council would be objecting to the application.  Their concerns included traffic & 
speed through Barfords.  They already had a problem with speeding traffic and 
would supply their data to BPC. Barford children go to Bloxham Schools and 
their residents would be concerned if they were squeezed out due to revision of 
the catchment areas.  It was also known that Deddington Primary School was 
full. 
 
Sarah Curtis felt sure that Gladman would appeal if the application was turned 
down by CDC and she asked if residents would have advanced warning of the 
appeal date. 
 
Councillor Christine Heath responded that there would be plenty of notice for the 
appeal hearing, but there was no appeal against the Planning Inspectorates’ 
decision.  
 
A discussion followed about the quality of the solicitors representing both 
parties. Councilor Christine Heath assured residents that the CDC solicitor was 
competent and highly rated. 
 
John Groves asked if BPC could use Barfords traffic speed data in their 
response.  Gladman had stated that there had been two accidents in last twelve 
months and that Barford Road was a wide road.  However, John had submitted 
a Freedom of Information request and discovered there had been twenty five 
accidents in the last three three years on Barford Road. The Adderbury Milton 
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Road development had been rejected at appeal on traffic grounds - Bloxham 
should be the same. 

 
A resident who lived opposite the site entrance asked why it was proposed to 
have an unsuitable roundabout on what was essentially a country lane.  At the 
moment, there was little street lighting and this would change with the 
roundabout and cause light pollution.  Services already had a problem with 
numerous electricity supplies being cut and there were problems with drainage 
of surface water on Barford Road. 
 
Mr. Curtis had met with Ray Avery M.D. at Bloxham Mill and they were opposed 
to the development.  There were one hundred car parking spaces at the Mill 
which were in constant use during the day.  There would also be additional cars 
entering Bloxham Mill when the new Nursery and Dance Studio was built. 
 
John Groves reported that there had been a second traffic survey on 13th April, 
when the schools were on the Easter holiday. 
 
A resident asked if the Parish Council could pay for its own traffic survey.  He 
had a contact specialising in this type of work and monitoring was normally over 
a two week period.   
 
Another resident stated that there were forty seven houses for sale in Bloxham; 
thirty of which were on the two new Milton Road sites.  If properties were not 
selling, why build more. 
 
Councillor Jenny Yates stated that the government guideline which CDC had to 
implement meant that it had to have a five year supply of housing target + 20%. 
 
The latest local plan stated that five hundred houses had to be built between the 
category A villages over a plan period from 2006 to 2031.  This meant that 
Bloxham’s share on new housing over twenty five years was eighty three and 
the village had already had one hundred and ninety one since 2006. 
 
A resident had spoken to Caroline Roche at CDC and she had said that this 
application was “contrary to CDC Planning Policy”.  She also advised that in 
Adderbury the strength and numbers of opponents to the development had 
carried weight with the Planning Inspectorate. 
 
All those wishing to object were advised to copy in CDC’s Planning Committee 
members on all responses and John Groves agreed to add their details to the 
Broadsheet website. 

 
Carmen Guard offered to distribute email address details and flyers at the W.I 
Country Market on Friday.  Councillor Jenny Yates said that the Parish Council 
would get details in this weeks’ edition of the Banbury Guardian and place 
details on village notice boards. 
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Another resident stated that young families would have to walk to the other side 
of Bloxham on dangerous narrow footpaths on Milton/Barford Road. 
 
Councillor Christine Heath advised that this development was technically outside 
of the existing village boundary and this should be mentioned in all letters of 
objection. 
 
Another resident stated that Adrian Colwell, CDC Planning Officer said at the 
Annual Parish Meeting that this development would be turned down after the 
new Local Plan had been published. 
 
Councillor Christine Heath informed the meeting that the draft Local Plan would 
be going out to consultation at the end of this month.  Adrian Colwell had said 
that the Parish Council could use it in defense of planning applications when the 
Local Plan had been adopted by CDC.  However, it would carry weight with the 
Planning Inspectorate before that. 
 
A resident of Maule Close commented again that he found out about this 
meeting by accident and the village needed to improve communications.   He 
had also been woken many times at nights by accidents. 
 
Roger Nowell reported that a planning application had been submitted by the 
previous owners of St Christopher’s Lodge and this was turned down because it 
provided a soft edge to the village boundary. 
 
The Chairman thanked residents for attending and also thanked Rev’d Sarah 
Tillet for use of St Mary’s Church.. 
 
The meeting was then adjourned for five minutes so that it could be reconvened in 
the Parish Rooms. 

 

12/174 PUBLIC AND PRESS 
 

It was agreed that in accordance with the Public Bodies (Admission to Meetings) 
Act 1960, that the public and press be excluded from the meeting for item 
numbered 12/175 on the grounds that it could involve the likely disclosure of 
private and confidential information. 

 

12/175 STAFFING ISSUES 
 
The Chairman reported further to the decision made at the Parish Council meeting 
on 2 July 2012, the Clerk had now been paid his sick pay. 
 
However, in accordance with the Parish Council’s Standing Orders (number 10), 
a decision could not be rescinded within 6 months.   
 
Therefore, the Parish Council agreed to suspend Standing Order number 31, 
which meant that the Parish Council was allowed to discuss the matter again.   
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The Parish Council then agreed to revoke the decision to withhold the Clerk’s 
pay, which was made at the meeting on 2 July 2012, due to the possible 
unlawful nature of this decision. 
 
The Parish Council then agreed to endorse the actions of the Chairman and 
Councillor Jim Golby in making the payment to the Clerk. 
 
 
 

 (The meeting closed at 10.00pm) 
 
 

________________________________ 
Chairman  

6 August 2012 
 


