DC.10

MINUTES OF A MEETING HELD AT THE GUILDHALL,

OF THE DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE ABINGDON ON WEDNESDAY, 24TH

MAY, 2006 AT 6.30PM

Open to the Public, including the Press

PRESENT:

MEMBERS: Councillors Terry Quinlan (Chair), John Woodford (Vice-Chair), Roger Cox, Terry Cox,
Tony de Vere, Briony Newport, Jerry Patterson and Peter Saunders.

SUBSTITUTE MEMBERS: Councillor Matthew Barber (In place of Monica Lovatt), Peter Jones (In
place of Margaret Turner), Roz Smith (In place of Richard Farrell) and Tessa Ward (In place of
Richard Gibson)

OFFICERS: Sarah Commins, Steve Culliford, Rodger Hood, Terry Stock, Katie Barrett and Nick
Burroughs.

NUMBER OF MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC: Nil

DC.14 NOTIFICATION OF SUBSTITUTES AND APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

DC.15

DC.16

DC.17

DC.18

DC.19

The attendance of Substitute Members who had been authorised to attend in accordance with
the provisions of Standing Order 17(1) was recorded as referred to above with apologies for
absence having been received from Councillors Richard Farrell, Richard Gibson, Monica
Lovatt, Jim Moley, Margaret Turner and Pam Westwood.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Briony Newport declared a personal and prejudicial interest in item 6 'Vale of White
Horse Local Plan to 2011' as her son had objected to an element of the Plan (minute DC.19
refers).  Councillor Jerry Patterson declared a personal interest in item 14 'Formal
Consultation on the Draft South East Plan' as he was a member of the South East England
Regional Assembly (SEERA), its Executive and its Regional Planning Committee (minute
DC.20 refers). Councillor Roz Smith declared a personal interest in item 14 also as she was
an Oxfordshire County Councillor.

URGENT BUSINESS AND CHAIR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

None

STATEMENTS AND PETITIONS FROM THE PUBLIC UNDER STANDING ORDER 32

None

QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC UNDER STANDING ORDER 32

None

VALE OF WHITE HORSE LOCAL PLAN TO 2011

(Councillor Briony Newport declared a personal and prejudicial interest in this item and in
accordance with Standing Order 34, she left the meeting during consideration of her son's
objection.)
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The Committee received and considered report 7/06 of the Deputy Director (Planning and
Community Strategy), which set out the proposed response to the formal consultation on the
Proposed Modifications to the Local Plan 2011. The report set out the detailed responses from
the public and consultees, together with the recommendations from the Planning officers. The
Committee also received recommendations from the Strategic and Local Planning Advisory
Group that had met earlier in the evening. Further objections from Persimmon Homes, Ashbury
Parish Council and ProVision were reported also.

The Committee had to make recommendations to the Executive and on to the Council on 14
June 2006 to amend or adopt the Local Plan. Members noted that minor wording changes could
be made without the need to re-advertise these and delay the Local Plan's adoption.

The Committee carefully considered the Advisory Group's recommendations in respect of the
responses set out in the report and the additional responses. Some concern was expressed at
the allocation of the two housing sites in North Hinksey adding to the existing flooding and
drainage problems in the village. Members were reminded that any planning application would
have to include a flood prevention and drainage scheme. Developers were likely to be
responsible for funding such improvements.

Members noted that the further submissions from ProVision, on the housing allocation for the
former Dow site at Letcombe Regis, had been discussed at length by the Advisory Group, which
had recommended that the housing allocation of 100 dwellings should not be amended further.
The Committee concurred with the Advisory Group's view. However, it was considered that
Counsel's opinion should be sought on the fall back position of employment use at the site. This
could be reported to the Executive on 2 June 2006.

After careful consideration the Advisory Group concluded that there should be no further
substantive changes to the Local Plan. However, the following minor changes were suggested to
the Deputy Director (Planning and Community Strategy) to be made prior to adoption of the plan:
e Paragraph 5.24 of the Local Plan should be further amended to read 'The developer will
also be required to fund...'
¢ In relation to the housing site south of Lime Road, Botley, the officers will investigate the
possibility of protecting trees on the boundary of the site

RESOLVED

(a) that the Executive be recommended to recommend on to the Council to:

(i) note the representations received on the Council’s decisions on the Inspector’s
recommendations and the proposed modifications to the Local Plan and agree
the officers’ observations and recommendations as amended;

(i) accept there is no justification for making further substantive changes to the Local
Plan which would require the publication of further proposed modifications;

(i) delegate authority to the Deputy Director (Planning and Community Strategy) to
make minor editorial changes and up-dates to the Local Plan prior to adoption;

(iv)  adopt the Vale of White Horse Local Plan to 2011, as proposed to be modified,
and authorise officers to give notice of this decision and take the remaining
necessary steps in accordance with the regulations; and

(b) that the Executive be recommended to consider and make recommendations to the
Council regarding Counsel's opinion on the former Dow site at Letcombe Regis.
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DC.20 SOUTH EAST PLAN

(Councillors Jerry Patterson and Roz Smith both declared personal interests in this item and in
accordance with Standing Order 34, they remained in the meeting during its consideration.)

The Committee received and considered report 8/06 on the detail of the draft South East Plan,
together with the officers’ comments and recommendations. The Strategic and Local Planning
Advisory Group had made recommendations to the Committee and these were reported at the
meeting. The Committee was asked to consider these recommendations and recommend on to
the Executive on 2 June 2006 and the Council on 14 June 2006. Comments on the draft Plan
were required by the South East England Regional Assembly by 23 June 2006.

The Committee agreed broadly with the report and supported the views expressed by the
Advisory Group. A number of changes were recommended by the Advisory Group to strengthen
the Council's response. The Committee agreed with these as set out below.

RESOLVED

that the Executive be recommended to recommend on to the Council to make representations on
the South East Plan as set out in Sections 4 and 5 of report 8/06, subject to the following
amendments:

e The bold-type response in paragraph 4.12 of the report should be amended in the second
sentence to read more positively, stressing the significance placed on the economic
impact of the Harwell and Milton Park employment sites and strongly encouraging the
Government to invest in improving the infrastructure (i.e. the A34) to allow the economic
potential of these key sites to be exploited more fully.

e The bold-type response in paragraph 4.17 of the report should be strengthened to
express the Council’s concern at the proposed enhanced status of Southampton Port and
the consequential and urgent need for improvement to the A34 through the Vale District
to cope with the traffic implications of the enhancement. Care will need to be taken in
improving the A34 to reduce the impact on local communities adjacent to and severed by
the road.

o There should be a level of flexibility between the housing requirement figures for the
Central Oxfordshire area and the rest of the Vale District.

Exempt Information Under Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972

None

The meeting rose at 10.05 pm



