Minutes of the Meeting of the Annual Parish Meeting held at Exeter Hall, 
Oxford Road, Kidlington on Thursday 18th March 2010

Present:
Cllr David Betts
(Chair)




Cllr Andy Dyer



Cllr Tim Emptage




Cllr Alan Graham




Cllr Andrew Hornsby-Smith




Cllr Roger Marshall




Cllr Chris Pack




Cllr Carole Pack




Cllr Chris Robins




Cllr David Thompson




Cllr Maurice White
District Councillor D Williamson
       




Plus 55 Members of the public

Apologies :  Apologies for absence were received from D Holloway and T Wyse, 
and District Councillor J Wyse, and County Councillor M Gibbard.
1.           Introduction   
Cllr David Betts as Chair of the Parish Council introduced the meeting and welcomed those attending.  He referred to the new newsletter sent out by the Parish Council in replacement of the Spring Report and asked those in attendance to put comments on the questionnaire that had been left on the seating.

2.           Chiltern Railway

Cllr Betts introduced Alan Dare, Julian Alexander, and Paul Tregear who were representing the Chiltern Railways proposal for a scheme of particular interest to Kidlington.

Mr Dare explained that Chiltern Railways had a 20 year franchise geared to investment and growth for the future of the railway infra-structure.  There had been a 250 % growth in rail traffic on the Chiltern Line in the last 10 years, and he added that 95.2% of Chiltern Railway trains arrived on time.  The £400 million investment in the network was all from private sources.  He claimed that this illustrated the great experience of Chiltern Railways in planning and delivering large scale projects.
The current proposal was for £250 million investment funded entirely by Chiltern Railways with no public money and which would achieve a faster journey time from London to Birmingham plus a new route to Oxford.
It would consist of a cord-line to the new east – west rail link and involve the rebuilding of the Bicester to Oxford line which would get rid of the main crossings along that stretch of railway.
Bicester and Islip stations would be rebuilt and new platforms added at Oxford plus a new station at Water Eaton.

The Water Eaton Station was important for the serving Kidlington and North Oxford.

There would be two trains each way and the statistic he thought would be most interest to 

the Kidlington community was that it would be 58 minutes from Water Eaton to London.

The Station would be adjacent to the bus park and ride which was a strategic link to Oxford and to the hospital and was also central to the road network.

The land was in Green Belt but was currently a brown field site and the plan would involve the removal of the grain silo building.

The main obstacle to the proposal was that planning permission already existed for a waste transfer site, but Chiltern Railways believed that a railway station was better use of the existing railway line, as there was no proposal by Grundon’s who held the planning permission for railway access to the site.

Chiltern Railways proposal would be for a fully staffed station involving 850 additional car parking spaces with a possible future second deck for an increase to parking if it should be necessary. 

The junction layout with the Banbury / Oxford Road would be completely remodelled to improve traffic flow.

The station was to be built in traditional red brick giving it a low profile, and access would be both from the Banbury Road and from the existing car park.  New bus stops would be positioned outside to facilitate access.  Mr Dare stressed that the proposal had nothing to do with the Northern Gateway scheme in the Oxford Strategy; nor with any property development proposals at Water Eaton - was it a stand-alone proposal.  
Mr Dare referred to the number of level crossings along the line which included crossings for footpaths and bridleways etc.  It was a national policy to eliminate as many crossings as possible and to replace them with single bridges. This affected those crossings located in the immediate vicinity of Kidlington.
The timescale for delivery depended on the award of the Traffic and Works Act Order for which consultation had now closed.  A public enquiry was to be held scheduled for October 2010.

Once the order had been given there was an estimated 18-20 month build time, but that included works throughout the whole line. Work would be undertaken mostly in daytime.  During construction, local trains would be replaced by buses.

A construction compound would be utilised at Pear Tree. The benefits of the scheme were seen as linkage to the East – West Rail Link; and also to taking a number of vehicles off the A34.  Mr Paul Tregear who worked for PFA Consultancy - the planners contracted to work for Chiltern Railways had produced a traffic model of the access.  Oxfordshire County Council had access to a model of the road networks through Oxford reaching to the far end of the M25.
The model displayed both private and public transport vehicles.

PFA had taken a micro simulation model from this of the Park & Ride and of the Kidlington Roundabout.  The simulation showed an inefficient junction into the site where buses triggered the red traffic light from a distance.  The proposed scheme would provide for the retention of the bus lane but would improve traffic flow.

Passenger forecasts were that the peak for rail passengers was between 7.30 – 7.45am whilst that for highways peak traffic was between 8 - 9am.  The predictions illustrated by the traffic modelling that the junction would work.
The team then took questions from the floor and it was noted that the modelling did not include the Cutteslowe Roundabout which - it was claimed -was congested. they were also not aware of any interaction problem associated with the cross-over of traffic coming from the north and from the south.

The bus stop on the opposite side of the road that blocked vehicles travelling north was that the bus stop would be moved into a lay-by.

On questioning it was said that the modelling showed that 2016 during the highway peak hours of 8-9am there would be 1,304 vehicles both ways without the railway station and 1,350 with. Moving forward there was a 2026 prediction of 1,520 but this prediction applied whether or not the railway station was built.

The south bound bus stop would be positioned within the bus lane.

It was acknowledged that use of the station would remove other vehicles from the road, and thought that there would be less people driving into Oxford, as well as fewer driving in from Bicester to use the Park & Ride buses for Oxford.  It meant that although there would be increases in traffic using the station there would also be substantial decreases for other reasons.  The major reason for choosing the Water Eaton site for a station was because of the very good bus links.

The railway sidings were to be projected and moved to the north side, to land that Chiltern Railways was allowed to purchase through compulsory purchase. Chiltern Railways was convinced that if the railway station went ahead, the waste facility would not. 
There would be a pedestrian crossing from the bus stop for passengers arriving by bus from the south.
The Chair thanked Chiltern Railways for their very interesting presentation.


3
Core Strategy Local Development Framework (LDF)

The Chairman introduced Mr Philip Clarke who was a Planning Officer with Cherwell District Council.

Mr Clarke reminded the meeting that 18 months earlier the District Council had consulted 
over options for growth i.e. how and where the district would grow over the next 
20 years. It had not been to determine the preferred strategy. 
 A consultation draft had now been produced taking into consideration earlier comments, but this draft was still not the final word on the policies for the future.

Cherwell District Council was not a master of its own destiny and was told it had to grow.  The figures for that growth had been provided by the South East Plan.

The figures covered the period 2006 – 2026 during which Cherwell District Council had to find 13,400 new homes, and decide how they could be distributed.  The Draft consultation document set a total for the different areas, and for the area referred as “rest 
of the central area” which included Kidlington, there were 1,500 required.

The district planners were suggesting that more housing could be allocated to Bicester than had been originally suggested due to the acceptance of the Eco-Town proposal.  This would deliver (during the 20 year period) 600 more homes than had been anticipated.

The planning officers had therefore looked for areas that could deliver less. They had concentrated on what was classified as the rural areas and at where there were more constraints on where housing could go, eg, there were green belt constraints.  There would be a disproportionate effect on the villages not covered by green belt if they were made to take the major share of the allocation.  

It was noted that the requirement included homes built or planned for since 2006 meaning that a total of 393 homes only were required throughout the sub-area.
The Bicester Eco-Town was a major proposal. It would deliver 5000 homes but was not anticipated to be completed until 2034 / 35.  The District Council already had allocated reserved lands at Southwest Bicester if the figures were unattainable during the period in question.  Similarly the Canalside development at Banbury was the major development together with 800 more houses, but the district officers had identified the bankside development close to Bodicote village and Bretchill as opportunities to take the balance.
There were approximately 90 villages in the District of which Kidlington was by far the largest, so the District Council had looked at the most sustainable for development.

In the Kidlington area there were approximately 25 homes earmarked for delivery. Although Kidlington was large, it was a compact village and it had to be assessed whether it could take more. The area of land for growth without taking any from the green belt, was extremely limited.   Mr Clarke said that he would welcome consultation and that if needs for Kidlington were identified they would have to look at the possible release of some green belt land, but he added that this was fraught with difficulties.
Kidlington had strong links with Oxford and not many more options for employment growth.  

Mr Clarke referred to the village centre which was officially considered as land to the West of Oxford Road.  He was aware that there was discussion on the extension of the village centre to Exeter Hall and a retail study was being commissioned that may change the views of the planning officers.

The next part of the process was for more work to be done on the strategy and move to the next stage consultation.
There was a possibility that a supplementary document could be issued if it was thought that there should be additional growth.

Mr Clarke took questions from the audience and referred to the 150 houses currently under the development at Yarnton. He explained that there was a deliberate grouping of adjoining villages so to allow for flexibility in the different levels of development within the various villages within a grouping.  
Cllr Pack referred to Mr Clarke’s comment relating to the Village Centre that could be seen as controversial, and the fact that Kidlington Parish Council had made strong representations for the village centre to be expanded to include Exeter Hall. He said that this was why the Exeter Hall site had been opened up with grant funding achieved for the purpose.
Philip Clarke reported that the implication for the extension of the centre was that it would encourage retail and have an impact on what could be permitted as development.  He claimed that Cherwell District Council did not think that it for additional retail was a realistic aim within Kidlington.

Mr Clarke confirmed that the reduction on the number of houses in the area from 800 2 years earlier to the current target of approximately 200 was genuinely related to the introduction of the Bicester Eco-Town option. Normally concerns were expressed by communities not wanting too much in the way of growth.

Mr Clarke was thanked for his attendance.

     4.              Police

The Chairman welcomed Inspector Martin Percival and Sergeant Colin Travi.

Inspector Percival explained that he was the sector inspector - that also covered Bicester. 
He had held the post for just under 2 years.  He introduced Sergeant Travi as the new Kidlington Sergeant - who had been in post for 2 weeks.  He gave a resume of policing in Kidlington which included Sergeant, PCs and also now an additional 4 PCSOs for the area.
As well as the neighbourhood team within Kidlington, the village was backed up with response from Bicester plus units in Banbury and Oxford which could provide additional cover.  Generally speaking 1-2 police cars covered the Kidlington area.
The Neighbourhood Action Group (NAG) had looked at local priorities and determined these as speeding (on the A44), burglaries and youths hanging around together with under-age drinking.
They also looked at other issues as they came along. There was some progress in regard to the speeding but he noted that overall the A44 road casualty rate numbers were low.

With regard to youths hanging around, there was a perception of anti-social behaviour, and he assured the meeting that if anti-social behaviour which was a crime was identified it would be dealt with.  However, if the youths were just “hanging around” and not doing anything the police would not take any action.

He also stated that burglaries in Kidlington were not a real problem - there had been a slight increase which was due to a crime surge in West Oxfordshire / Buckinghamshire but on average in Kidlington there were 2 burglaries per month, and 5 thefts from vehicles.

Inspector Percival reported that Cllr Rae had contacted the police about parking outside schools and this had prompted the PCSOs to attend the site and give out leaflets explaining to parents the dangers of their activity.  This has upset parents but had worked
Sergeant Travi introduced himself to the meeting and said he was available for contact at anytime.
He was looking for projects for the youth, but he made it clear that he would not make promises that he could not keep.  He promised to always be realistic about matters brought to his attention.
It was suggested from the floor that residents felt that there was a loss of police presence on the streets in comparison to the past.
Inspector Percival said that a lot activity was in fact taking place. Youths had been moved on many times. He said that the presence of officers on foot, and working on the ground was not always well communicated to residents.

5.
Pedestrianisation

Cllr Betts outlined the project to look into the feasibility of pedestrianisation in the High Street area.  The intention was to improve safety and make the area more pedestrian friendly thereby encouraging shoppers.  He was constantly being requested for the Parish Council to lobby for action to manage vehicles and to stop the indiscriminate parking that existed in High Street.
It was important that any scheme made maximum use of what was abundant parking within the village centre.  Work had started on the feasibility, and a joint working group consisting of the District Council, County Council Highways and the Parish Council had been set up to examine the options available.  Once a possible scheme had been designed there would be a full consultation on proposals.

The team were looking for funding, and they thought that there was some initial kick-start funding coming from Cherwell District Council.  

Cllr Betts was asked about the legality of parking on double yellow lines and it was confirmed that this was unlawful but enforcement was difficult.  There was no traffic warden in Kidlington currently and it was understood that the traders may perceive problems to a scheme. this would be part of the consultation process to make a balanced assessment  between the economic and the environmental benefits.
Cllr Betts acknowledged that the group was aware that buses parking outside Tesco’s could be a problem. It was looking into that as well.

He was asked if

 the group wanted to move the market from High Street and explained that the intention was not to move all of it but to make use of the new piazza area which was thought to be an opportunity for activity including the markets to the rear of the centre.

6.
Burial Ground
Cllr Betts explained that there was a maximum of2 years of burials left at the existing site but he stressed that there was a large area behind the existing burial ground made over for Garden of Remembrance.  The Parish Council had started looking into the feasibility of a new burial ground in 2003 and had made detailed investigations on 3 sites.
A site had now been identified as the most appropriate and negotiations had commenced 2 years previously with the land owners.  This took time but he was confident that the process should be complete within the next year. He identified that the costs of purchase and layout of the new site would be in the region of £150,000.  The land was located off the Bicester Road.

He confirmed that there would be double depths burials permitted and access would be off the Gosford link road.
7.
Shoppers Guide

Cllr Chris Pack explained that in partnership with Cherwell District Council a guide had now been produced to let people know what facilities were available within Kidlington. This was being widely distributed.

8.
Minutes

The minutes of the Annual Parish Meeting held on 26th March 2009 were agreed and signed as a true record.
9.
Accounts for the Year Ending 31st March 2009. 

The meeting was circulated with an audited summary of the accounts for the year 2008 / 09 and it was explained that the difference in figures over the 2 years was due to the large projects undertaken during the financial year 2008 / 09.  These had included the Football Development Plan including the building of the new pavilion extension at Exeter Close and the opening of the site to form the civic garden.
These had been particularly large projects, with a lot of the income received from outside sources as grants.
10.
Finances for the Current Year
Cllr Betts explained that Parish Council runs a healthy reserve and operates a planned approach for capital projects. It does its best to obtain funds from outside bodies and is conscious that finances are now difficult.  
As part of the ongoing review the Parish Council is reviewing the way that it operates both its finances and its budget but he assured the meeting that the Council Tax receipts were wisely used.
11.
Frank Wise Memorial Award

The Meeting received and noted a report on the Frank Wise Memorial Award.

12.
Questions

i) Bin at Orchard Recreation Ground

Mr Paul Young addressed the meeting about a new dog refuse bin which had been installed at Orchard Recreation Ground 100yards from his home without consultation. He complained that he could see it from his dining room table.

He was concerned that it was only 100 yards from another bin and questioned why it had not been positioned closer to the end of Oak Drive where he suggested that the dog warden had previously recommended a bin be sited.

He had been in discussion with the Open Spaces Manager for the Parish Council whom he claimed had said he was not able to move the bin.  He wondered what authority the Open Spaces Manager had for this and why he had not positioned it 

10 feet further away behind a wall where it would have been outside his vision.
Cllr Betts said that if there were insufficient bins on the site the Parish Council wanted to deal with those problems.  He explained that most bins are visible to some householders.  He was aware that the Open Spaces Manager took reasonable view of the site before determining the position of a bin..  If there was a smell problem this could be looked into, but it was difficult to know what alternatives could be provided.

There was further comment from the audience that it was a larger bin than usual and concerns that it had been placed outside the children’s play area.

It was noted that this was a site where dogs were frequently walked and Cllr Betts said this was part of the recreational facilities for the village. He was willing to talk to Mr Young and anyone else with concerns on this matter outside the meeting.

The meeting closed at 9.30pm.

Chair.
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