Minutes of the Drayton Parish, Annual Parish Meeting
held on 26th March 2024 at 7:00pm in the Caudwell Day Centre
Present: Richard Wade (Chairperson), Patricia Athawes (Vice-Chairperson), Graham Webb (Vice-Chairperson), Susan Harris, Pervin Shahin, 
Not Present: Elaine Wade, Adrian Cooke.
In attendance: Anita James (Clerk), Christopher Price (Deputy Clerk).
Public: 5 members of the public were present.
1/2024 Apologies for Absence. Elaine Wade, Adrian Cooke (PC and VWHDC), Richard Webber (OCC).
2/2024 Minutes of the Previous Annual Parish Meeting. It was resolved to approve the minutes.
Proposed: Susan Harris 
Seconded:. Graham Webb


Resolved: Unanimous
3/2024 Report from the Chairperson. Richard Wade. Welcome to the 2024 Annual Parish Meeting. During the meeting we will be hearing from our Committees and Working Groups so I will keep my remarks here about the work of the council as brief as possible. Hopefully we will also be hearing from community groups during the meeting. As always, the Parish Council has had a very busy year with word covering a wide range of issues that affect the village. Here are a few highlights. Following the departure of our previous clerk we have relied for most of the year on the support of a Locum Clerk Dianne, Rickerby, who has provided excellent support. Happily, in January this year we were able to appoint our new clerk, Anita James, who is quickly getting up to speed with some ongoing support from Dianne. After a great deal of work by our Programme Manager, we have taken ownership of the land at Walnut Meadows that will be the site of our new sports facilities, along with the children’s play area and two areas of public open space. This is many years later than planned due to Miller Homes failing to meet a number of planning conditions. We are now able to progress our plans for the new sports facilities but are still having to press Miller Homes and OCC regarding the adoption of some of the roads on the estate. Along with many other parishes in the county, Drayton saw the introduction of 20mph speed limits throughout much of the village. While not universally popular this measure has certainly reduce speeds through the village which must improve safety and is welcomed by the Parish Council. As reported last year, the parish Council has been working with the Vale of White Horse for a number of years on updating our conservation area definition including its extension. This new description was adopted by the District Council in September 2023. The resurfacing of the Eastway bridleway has finally been completed and seems to have coped well with some extremely wet weather in recent months. The Council has continued to work with OCC and its contractors (with the support of our County Councillor and the responsible OCC Cabinet Member on the implementation of traffic calming measures. Working on a prioritised list of improvements developed a few years ago, we now have costed plans and would hope to see work starting on these over the coming year. Local Elections including for the Parish Council took place in May 2023. Regrettably too few people put themselves forward to be Parish Councillors to require an actual contested election. The result is that only 7 of the 11 seats on the Council are currently filled, which is a problem both in terms of workload and proper democratic representation. A Landscape Management Plan was developed during the year in response to the failure in previous year of planting schemes funded by the Council. 
4/2024 Committee Reports.
a) Finance & Personnel. Patricia Athawes. I am Chair of the Finance and Personnel Committee for the year of 2023/24. This  report will give an overview of the financial position of the Parish Council, it was produced by Dianne Rickaby who was our Locum and so Responsible Financial Officer.  It highlights the current projects and services delivered from the precept demand we ask from our parishoners.

I take this opportunity to thank Dianne for the valuable work she has done over the past year, it has been most appreciated.
Financial Position and Spending Information
The Council has a proven track record in prudently managing and controlling spending against its approved budget. Savings have been achieved in recent years which has enabled the Council to build its balances and reserves to enable plans to be made for future developments such as the new MUGA and Sports Pitches at Walnut Meadows. The Council has successfully received approximately £35,000 in Community Infrastructure Levy from house builds within the parish. This levy can be allocated to projects by the council that have benefit to the community. Financial reports are submitted to the F & P Committee on the income & expenditure and the composition of the bank accounts. This is then reported to full council for ratification. This internal audit process when looking at the actual spend against budget gives an estimation of what the financial position may be at the end of the financial year 31st March. Good practices and governance is imperative to adhere to auditing regulations, the council reviews and adopts at each Annual Council meeting their Governance policies such as Financial regulations, Standing orders, internal controls / processes and Code of Conduct.

Looking at the breakdown of the reserves, shows that they are in: Drayton projects professional service, Drayton 2020 projects, Pavilion Fund, Pitches reserve, Sports pitches assistance, CIL money.

There are also General reserves. It is necessary to retain 3 months running costs in reserves for the following: Salaries, Costs, Environmental services, IT support.

There are 3 Accounts: Current, Project, NS&I.

So, to the final point which is Drayton Paris Council’s precept which for Band D 2024/25 will be £110.99. This equates to a 23 pence per week increase on Band D. Below Band D will of course be less.
b) Planning. Graham Webb.
Major Projects: The NDP restriction to Allocated Sites has been effective. All agreed sites have been built out and in theory there should be no more until 2031. The PC has discussed a strategy for revising the NDP. We successfully objected to an application for land in Steventon to the west of Abingdon Road.
Applications: There have in general been fewer than previous years. A few new houses/infill projects (High St, Crabtree Lane, Sutton Wick Lane) and a number of extensions.
Major works: An addition to the Local Development Order at Milton Park was made (supported). There were also additions to the consent for gravel workings on Oday Hill.

Land:
We declined invitations to consult with land brokers, referring them to the NDP.
VWHDC Planners: The lack of compliance by Miller Homes at Walnut Meadow was finally addressed after much pressure from the PC (who had made it known they were taking legal advice). In particular the Planners threatened Enforcement Action for the revision of pitch levels back to those in the Planning Consent (in excess of 800mm higher in places) and the removal of imported rubble from the land. Miller Homes then complied. Unfortunately the original Consent had lapsed and from a new Application the Planners insisted on a further archaeological dig, and an enhanced Landscape Plan.
5/2024 Working Group Reports.
a) Rights of Way & Conservation. Richard Wade. After numerous recalls of the contractor to finish the work on Eastway, the resurfacing of the stretch behind the Dovecote is now complete. The surface seems to have survived some very wet weather and is a big improvement. Following a long campaign by our County Councillor and the people of Marcham the   bridge at Marcham Mill as now been repaired and the path between Drayton and Marcham has now reopened. After a lot of work over a number of years by the Parish Council and the VWHDC a revised description of an enlarged Conservation Area was approved by the District Council in September 2023. The area covered has been extended to cover the east side of Church Lane,  Sutton Wick, the Millennium Green and an additional area in the centre of the village to the west of The Green.
b) Public Art. Pervin Shahin. The mosaic in the small hall in the village hall was completed during the summer last year, by various groups in the village: the school, the Drayton Art Group and the DAMASCUS Youth Group. I contributed, by running fund raising events through the Abingdon Arts Society, which raised £1,000 which financed five extra workshops with DAMASCUS. I arranged a "Grand Opening" of the mosaic at the village hall, during which Paul Mayhew-Archer gave a speech and did the unveiling. Afternoon tea and cakes were served, with beer also available for a sizeable turnout of local residents. The current footpaths will link in with the trail that the Public Art working Group are currently working on,  to create a wayfaring trail though the village, with artistic signs to show places of interest along the way. Different lengths of footpaths will be indicated by colour coding to show how long the various walks will be. We are liaising with the residents of the Bloor Homes site with the idea of linking up with their trail through the estate.
c) Neighbourhood Development Plan. Graham Webb.
Land Transfer: The Land Transfer was signed at a public meeting on 5 February 2024. This was the result of difficult negotiations over pitch levels and suitability, road adoption of Chestnut Drive. The PC took legal advice in order to protect the village’s interests in this. This has enabled us to proceed with the project as a whole. With this we achieved the best compromise and outcome possible. However more top soil is needed, the PC will commission and fund pitch drainage, but the PC’s liability for the roads has been limited.
Pitch:
The original design did not allow for sufficient runoff at the edges, and so the latest plan shows just a senior and a junior size pitch. Similarly, the drainage plan needed revision. A pitch consultant has been engaged.
MUGA: We price checked the MUGA during 2023, and are now out to Tender
Pavilion: Architect re engaged and we now have a revised design, an outline cost and some input from potential users.
Road Adoption: We have had serious delays and lack of engagement from OCC Highways, leading to time consuming problems with the Land Transfer. Now that they have at last declared Chestnut Drive non compliant with their standards, we expect that Miller Homes will be instructed to remediate the road.
Traffic Calming: Meetings have at last been held to discuss details of pedestrian crossings in High Street, Abingdon Road, and at Walnut Meadow/Sutton Wick junction. Also a “build out” along Sutton Courtenay Road.
d) Landscape Management Plan. Richard Wade. Following the failure of a couple of planting schemes the Parish Council resolved not to undertake further planting until an plan was in place to ensure that any new plants could be properly maintained. A Landscape Management Plan Working Group was established and a plan was agreed by the Council in November 2023. The plan incudes proposals to ensure that new planting can be watered, grass cutting better monitored and waste disposed of. The recommendations contained in the plan including some tightening of oversight of the grass cutting contract and revisions to the Caretaker contract will be undertaken in the coming year.
6/2024 Report from OCC Councillor. Richard Webber was unable to attend the meeting.
7/2024 Report from VWHDC Councillor. Adrian Cooke was unable to attend the meeting but had submitted the following report:
Planning – Walnut Meadows: After so many years of delays and frustration, Walnut Meadows has now moved on considerably.  I’d like to pay tribute to the tireless work of the Parish Councillors and the Project Manager, as well as a lot of work by Planning Enforcement – who had to work against a straitjacket of legislation and precedent imposed on them by central Government that always seems to lean strongly towards helping the developer. It’s not quite as good as I’d have liked to see, but given the above, it’s probably the best we could have got.  The Parish Council itself will have a more detailed report on this, but the fact that the land has been transferred across and plans drawn up for MUGA and Pavilion (I understand) is a huge relief. To be honest, I’d expected that somehow Miller Homes were going to find a loophole to wriggle out of even the obligations that we’d managed to place on them. There are other enforcement cases elsewhere in the village (such as on Dovecote) that are also still causing concern, however.
Planning – Housing Numbers: In the latest Joint Local Plan, we’ve planned for somewhat smaller numbers than we’ve had to plan for in the past.  We and South Oxfordshire informed Oxford City that we would not longer accept them exporting their housing need to us.  The obligation for councils to work together has its limits and only seemed to work one way, in Oxford City Council’s view. Given the well-known issues with road congestion experienced within Oxford, their continuing to build commercial properties (with associated need for more workers) whilst trying to send the housing requirement out to the Districts could only worsen the amount of traffic from commuters needing to get from where they lived outside the City to where they worked inside the City.  It’s absurd and unacceptable – it’s not just us being difficult. In addition, we had our new housing target calculations endorsed by the Planning Inspector when a developer tried a speculative application near Grove.  This endorsement led to another developer withdrawing their own speculative application for still more housing behind Hall’s Close, which gave me a wry smile of satisfaction.  We have a confirmed five-year land supply, so developers overturning rejections is much harder than it has been in the past. At least, it’s confirmed at the moment.  This leads on to the HIF1 rejection.
HIF1 rejection: The County Council rejected the HIF1 transport scheme in July 2023 (A4130 Widening, Didcot Science Bridge, Didcot to Culham River Crossing, Clifton Hampden Bypass); this does have repercussions on us at the District Council, especially our five year land supply. On 25th July, the government ‘called in’ the application the public inquiry commenced in February this year.  The Secretary of State will determine the planning application. The process is being carried out by a Planning Inspector and managed through OCC.  Vale of White Horse (and South Oxfordshire) are providing representations to this enquiry as statutory planning application consultees as Local Planning Authorities – this is confined to material planning considerations only. I don’t have any further information as yet.  The Planning Inspector will make a recommendation to the Secretary of State, who will make a decision based upon it (but doesn’t have to follow the recommendation).  That decision will be final (subject only to judicial review, and that would be based solely on the legal validity of the Secretary of State’s decision.
Joint Local Plan: The Local Plan redevelopment along with South Oxfordshire is well under way. 

Two rounds of consultation have now been completed, eliciting feedback on the overall thrust and on more detail on the proposed approaches across policy areas (including community infrastructure and transport needs, affordable housing, protecting and enhancing local heritage and landscapes, and nature recovery). Proposals include reduction of the number of new houses needed each year (whilst rebalancing to increase the number of affordable houses), increase biodiversity, and improve minimum standards on water and energy efficiency, and more. We’re doing it in consultation with South Oxfordshire (which is why it’s now a Joint Local Plan, to avoid clashes and redundancy, and to ensure it’s all robust.  It should govern planning here until 2041. And we want your feedback.  After all, it’s for all of us. Different options were drawn up and presented (whilst the preferred options were made clear – along with why they were preferred).  The core drivers behind it all are to meet the various requirements imposed by Central Government (including housing numbers, which we’ve managed to get reduced), meet the needs of our residents, protect and restore nature, and help address the climate emergency simultaneously.  This is obviously going to be a challenge. Some elements are:

· More of the housing that we are required to build in the districts needs to be affordable housing to help those struggling to get on the property ladder. 

· Setting ambitious targets, beyond the national standards, to ensure developments positively contribute to the local environment and wildlife, and deliver on climate action. 

· New policies to identify and enhance our most tranquil places, and protect our dark skies by minimising light pollution for both residents and wildlife.

The latest consultation ran for six weeks, closing at the end of February 2024. 
Budget: Despite projections in 2019 leading to bankruptcy by 2024, and despite a swathe of councils across the country falling into “Section 114” (effective bankruptcy), the Vale’s finances are solvent and solid going forwards. Whilst balancing the Budget, we’ve managed to boost funding for planning enforcement.  I know there are complaints and unhappiness about lengthy enforcement cases – I’ve raised a few myself! – but the amount of resources going into enforcement has increased considerably in the past few years.  I’d like to see more still going into this (together with massively increased power and authority for enforcement, but that needs to come from Westminster, unfortunately) and I think it’s somewhere we’ll need to continue increasing year-on-year – as long as we can.  There’s also an increase in funding housing provision to help deal with the still considerable pressures of the Cost of Living Crisis and the expected rise in homelessness.
Cost of Living: With the Cost of Living crisis over the last year, Vale and South between them managed to provide a number of support grants and have a “Community Hub” continuing (a positive lesson learned during the covid pandemic was to supply a single point of contact for assistance to those in need). I’ve provided details on this in every Drayton Chronicle article I’ve written, and I’ll include them again here on the principle that you can never make people too aware of a route for help when it’s needed. 


Tel: 01235 422600 


Email:  communitysupport@southandvale.gov.uk

Website: whitehorsedc.gov.uk/costofliving

Office hours are 8.30am-5pm Monday to Thursday, 8.30am-4.30pm on Fridays
Housing provision for families who supported the UK in Afghanistan: A significant number of families who had put themselves at risk by working and fighting for the UK were forced to flee their home country when the Taliban regained control. Since then, many of them have spent a lot of time in hotel accommodation provided by the Home Office. A new arrangement allows for currently unused MoD housing in Watchfield and Shrivenham as temporary accommodation for these families – getting them out of hotels and into homes.  These accommodations will be made available for 18-36 months, whilst we use the time to help them find and move into privately rented homes.  Government grants are funding the accommodation and support.  The Vale will act as landlords.
Waste and Recycling: Vale of White Horse are officially the third best Local Authority in the country for recycling rates.  
Renewal of Waste Contract: Together with South Oxfordshire, we’ve renewed our waste contract with Biffa for two years.  It feels a bit short-term, unfortunately, as we’d wanted to pursue a clear and new waste strategy over a ten year horizon, but central government dragged their heels on outlining the forthcoming changes in the waste industry stemming from the Environment Act 2021.
Garden waste service changes next year (brown bins): The brown bin service is shifting (from April 2025) to a system where a permit sticker will be provided and attached to the brown bin directly, ensuring that all bins for which the service has been paid will be picked up (and only those bins).  There were significant issues with the existing direct debit system (getting hold of people whose debits failed, or forgot to cancel the service on moving out has been extremely challenging).  In addition, brown bins for cancelled services have been known to be left out in some areas and automatically collected (free-riding on those who have been paying). The permit sticker system has worked well elsewhere (eg West Oxfordshire).  The sticker is tamper-proof and weather-proof. When customers sign up and pay for the scheme in 2025, they’ll be sent the sticker to put on their bin (or bins, if they’ve got multiple payments).  

In addition, rather than direct debits, customers will pay annually by debit or credit card with a similar payment year from 1 April to 31 March each year.  There will be an online account management system for customers to make it easier to manage and for customers to amend their details if needed – and to allow the Council to quickly contact people if there are any service disruptions (such as adverse weather).  There will also be a telephone contact system for customers who are not confident with online payments or simply wish to avoid doing online payments. As it’s a significant change, we’re aiming to give more than a year’s notice of the change.
Thames Water: This gets its own section, unfortunately.
Price rises: Thames Water has proposed huge rises in bills in order to help them service the debt that they’ve run up in paying dividends.  We think that’s totally out of order, and following a unanimous motion, have written to Ofwat and the Secretary of State for Environment, Food, and Rural Affairs.   Highlighting Thames Water’s failures in sewerage provision, leaks, and their own poor financial management, we’ve emphasised that it’s unacceptable to reward their incompetence with money taken from consumers. It could well just get a stiff ignoring, but we had to take a shot (we’ve had successes with things like this over the Expressway and a few others that surprised me out of my cynicism before no).
Sewerage: Another motion that was passed doesn’t rely on Ofwat or the Secretary of State, but was in our own hands – at least to some degree.  Thames Water’s failures with sewerage are well known – in our new developments, we’ve had issues with them being hooked up to the sewage mains, and we aren’t in the worst position.  In East Challow, there are new houses that are next to a sewage treatment plant and still not hooked up, years after they were supposed to be. We passed a motion proposing that the new Local Plan needs to highlight provision of adequate sewerage capacity in all development, to make this a planning condition going forwards (known as “Grampian conditions”), to seek ways of holding Thames Water accountable for their infrastructure maintenance and progress, to ask MPs to pass national legislation to do the same, and to have the local sewage discharges and related data continually monitored. The Grampian conditions and the regular monitoring of sewage discharge data is in our hands and we’re taking steps with that.  We’re not holding our breath on national legislation – at least, not just yet.  Things may change later in the year.  
Reservoir: Thames Water are, as always, pushing on with their mega-reservoir proposals, albeit sustaining some pushback.  GARD, as ever, has been great on this. I did get some illumination from within Thames Water as to why they are so insistent on the reservoir over the water transfer National Grid (the latter being the strong recommendation of the National Infrastructure Commission): they don’t trust the other water companies.  They don’t want to be reliant on other water companies who could theoretically refuse to release water to them.  This seems to be an Achilles heel of the entire setup at the moment.  It could be trivially solved by Government setting up a water transfer Authority (or even wrapping that into Ofwat), and giving that Authority the power to require water transfers. This could be part of the reason that Thames Water gloss over the many issues with the reservoir – that it’s totally reliant on the water-stressed Thames (and in the only scenario where it would be needed – a prolonged drought – it couldn’t be used for water supply as it would run dry too rapidly and couldn’t be refilled), that it would take decades to build (during which time not a drop of water could be forthcoming), that the disruption during construction wouldn’t be finished when built (the microclimate caused by suspending megatonnes of water above the Vale would cause fogs that would close the A34 and Western Main Line regularly in spring and autumn), the failure to provide any realistic Dam Break contingencies (you couldn’t empty it in less than a period of weeks in case of accident or sabotage, making it a huge danger to those around), and the floodplain displacement, amongst many other problems. Thames Water have finally started to look at the flooding issue (despite insisting previously that despite it having been more than 25 years in the planning, it was still “far too early”).  They’ve given a presentation (which kept insisting that it was “still very early” and hadn’t been properly calibrated yet.  They admitted that groundwater flooding looked like it would be elevated by about 1 metre around the south and east of the reservoir, but they’d try to dig a channel to alleviate that.  The presentation was concerning – their past events they used for sources were very limited, they only had one-point calibration, and they glossed over the crucial Dam Break analysis (yet again).  
Reservoir Clay Compaction Trial: At last, though, they’re proposing doing some of the necessary engineering testing.  This will be carried out off the Hanney Road on land they already own, and will involved digging down into the clay floor of the Vale and building up smaller versions of the embankments on an area the size of a football field.  The planning application goes in tomorrow; I’ll be speaking on it. This does NOT mean they’ve got the go-ahead; merely that they’re accumulating needed geological, civil engineering, and hydrological information for their application process.  The fight against it continues, but at least they’re finally looking at getting concrete data to put into the evaluation process.

Accordingly, I’m not objecting to it – if anything, this is late and too limited.  It looks to have limited utility in practice due to its scale (scaling up the outputs doesn’t really cover what’s needed).  It’s only in one location – due to the scale of the mega-reservoir, the soil mechanics and geology would need to be examined across the entire site.  It’s hard to see why they’ve never done even the small-scale trial before – certainly they should have had much more information before starting the RAPID process.  And the fact that it’s been repeatedly delayed due to the weather (understandably) does, to me, point to the fact that the megaproject itself would obviously take much longer than they optimistically claim, anyway.

That’s all I have for now, but my apologies for making this report so long.
8/2024 Reports from Community Organisations.

a) FODSA (Friends of Drayton School Association). FODSA is the parent teacher association of Drayton School. The object of the association is to assist in the education of the pupils of the school by helping to provide money and items which the school budget cannot cover in full. Laura and Emma thanked the Parish Council for the £700.00 grant to contribute towards the cost of purchasing food for the Drayton Village Fete. For a number of years FODSA have organised successful fetes which have been enjoyed by members of the village. The fete is a crucial fundraising event for FODSA and the money raised has a significant impact upon the school. During 2018 and 2019 FODSA extended the scope of the fete from a school focused event, to a village event. This has been received very well by members of the village and has proven popular. The BBQ and food stalls are our most successful fundraising stalls, but ones which we have to outlay costs for in advance, to purchase food.
b) GARD (Group Against Reservoir Development). Derek Stork (Hon Chairperson, GARD) reported on the mega-reservoir proposal from Thames Water: The past year has been quite busy. Thames Water’s draft Water Resource Management  Plan for 2024 (dWRMP24) closed after consultation a year ago. The draft Plan was almost universally condemned at all levels in Oxfordshire (from County council thro’ District and parishes to over 300 individual responses). In spite of this, Thames Water not only retained the Abingdon (SESRO) Reservoir as its major supply option before 2040, but actually increased the proposed size by 50% back up to the 150 Billion litre proposal, 50% larger than that rejected at the 2010 Public Inquiry. GARD and others’ objections were just disregarded (mainly without justification or explanation). Faced with this, GARD took legal advice and, having secured financial backing, decided to call for a Public Inquiry. A call for a Public Inquiry was therefore sent to Secretary of State, Steve Barclay, on 20th December 2023. Since then we have heard nothing.

9 Public Participation.
School Transport. A parishioner raised concern over bus travel for school children. 
The Chairperson declared the meeting closed at 8:24pm.
Signed:








Date: 9th April 2024
Name:
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