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RADLEY NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

Notes from the Steering Group Meeting on 6 January 2016 in the Church Room, Radley 

Present 

Lynda Pasquire-Crowley – Parish Councillor 

Priscilla Dudding – Parish Councillor, Chair - Neighbourhood Plan Working Group, Chair - Housing 

Topic Group 

Richard Dudding – Infrastructure Topic Group 

Jane Dymock – Clerk to the Parish Council 

Robin Calvert-Fisher – Thrupp Lane Topic Group 

Chris Henderson – Parish Councillor and Chair - South Kennington Topic Group 

John Huddleston – Shape and Cohesion Topic Group and general support 

Andrea Saunders – Shape and Cohesion Topic Group 

Sheila Smith – Shape and Cohesion Topic Group 

Jennie Standen – Chair - Parish Council 

Martin Wilson – Chair – Shape and Cohesion Topic Group 

Mike Wilson – Thrupp Lane Topic Group 

Christine Wootton – Chair – Thrupp Lane Topic Group 

 

[Note – minutes and other material from the Steering Group, Topic Groups and a wide range of 

background information are available on the Radley Village Website at 

http://www.radleyvillage.org.uk/radleys-future/topic-group-meeting-notes-and-papers/]. 

Introduction 

PD welcomed everyone to the meeting.  She reviewed the objectives of the Steering Group and 

Topic Groups as set out at the first Steering Group meeting.  The provisional timetable is given at 

Annex A.  The deadline for submission of comments on the Local Plan to the Inspector was 6 January 

and the Parish Council submitted its comments on 4 January.  The thrust of the comments was that 

the Green Belt Review was conducted in an improper manner and that the proposed Green Belt 

boundary changes should be set aside and a new review conducted if required. PD felt there was 

only a small chance of success, but that, if successful, the Parish Council would be in a strong 

position with respect to the next version of the plan.  The Inspector’s conclusions would be known 

mid-year (May-July).  To progress the Neighbourhood Plan, we should aim to have an informal 

consultation on ideas and issues of importance to the village in April/ May with a view to forming a 

draft plan by the end of July.  This would then be adjusted according to the Inspector’s conclusions 

prior to a formal village consultation. 

Reports from the Topic Groups 

Infrastructure  

RD introduced the key working papers from the Group – a drawing localising the issues and the 

working tabulation of issues.  Both will be updated on the website as necessary.  List A is considered 

the more important issues with list B covering other issues. 

http://www.radleyvillage.org.uk/radleys-future/topic-group-meeting-notes-and-papers/
http://www.radleyvillage.org.uk/installer/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/Notes-Radley-NP-Steering-Group-11Nov13-final-v1.pdf
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On road use, the Group considered it important that the through route should be via White’s Lane 

and Foxborough Road for local traffic and services.  Thrupp Lane and the Lower Radley road should 

be for access and recreation.  To that end, Thrupp Lane should be closed to traffic above the 

industrial area, which should be served by a new link road to Audlett Drive. 

The Group felt strong importance should be attached to cycle tracks and that footpaths should be 

improved or established within the core village and between the proposed new developments. 

The Group had looked at other issues including station parking, sewage transmission and, for the 

school, was endeavouring to facilitate communication between Radley College and Oxfordshire 

County Council.  It is important to convince Thames Water that the sewage capacity requirements 

are greater than they currently consider to allow more funds to be allocated to sewers. 

Shape and Cohesion 

MW said that the Group felt strongly that the opportunity should be taken to have the facilities 

forming a ‘heart’ to the village.  The Group had considered the requirements of the communal 

facilities.  The school needs expanding, a bigger shop with a Post Office would be desirable, playing 

fields needed to be near the Village Hall, there should be a play area near the Village Hall but also 

ones in the potential developments, access to the southbound rail platform, and relocating and or 

expanding the number of allotments.  A pharmacy and GP surgery appeared unrealistic.  If the 

current playing fields were built on, the proximity of houses would limit any potential enhancement 

to the current Village Hall.  

It was difficult to achieve the objectives due to the Green Belt and some parts of the Green Belt 

areas may have to be utilised.  Options for the above facilities currently being considered are north 

of Church Road, the Scheduled Monument fields behind Stonehouse Crescent adjacent to the 

railway and on the current allotment site.  PD confirmed that Greene King had written to say they 

were not interested in releasing land for development at present. MW concluded by stressing that 

coherency was important, particularly with the White’s Lane site. Cycle and pedestrian access should 

be provided from the White’s Lane site towards the shop/ pub/ church/ station to avoid people 

using their cars to reach them or using Abingdon’s facilities instead. 

Thrupp Lane 

CW reminded everyone that the Group was considering a wide area reaching down nearly to the 

Leisure Centre.  The Group had an outline plan for the conversion of the old coal yard to residential 

accommodation.  This was a brownfield site and such areas were deemed priority by the 

Government.  Immediate residents are in favour of the change of use.  The Review of Mineral 

Permissions (ROMP) was imminent and the result was important to the future of the industrial area.  

Gravel would be needed for the new housing developments.  Currently, Thrupp Lane is unsuitable as 

a route for heavy lorries whilst also providing access to the recreational sites, hence an exit to 

Audlett Drive was important.  There are several possible routes, though none were straightforward 

to implement.   

The draft report on the website considers access to the Radley Lakes, recreation and leisure use, the 

local industrial site and the mineral workings. 



Page 3 of 5 
 

 

South Kennington 

This Group had been unable to meet as yet.  Curtin/ Redrow were still waiting until the Local Plan 

was in place before moving further, so plans are still as they were last year. CH observed that 

sewage transmission needed special attention and that an improved cycle track to the village is 

essential. 

Housing 

PD advised that this group had not met either. West Waddy has prepared a report for the PC on the 

Vale and national rules for housing developments to see what scope is available for the 

Neighbourhood Plan to influence developments. Their report is on the website. 

Key issues to raise in the informal consultation with the village 

The informal consultation needs to be constructed so as to stimulate feedback from village residents 

about the areas they consider important.  This can be used to guide the formal consultation and 

ensure strong positive support at the referendum on the Neighbourhood Plan.  This then gives the 

Parish Council guidance on the subsequent allocation of CIL monies. 

From existing work, PD identified the following topics to be included in the consultation 

Location of village hall and playing fields 

Location for other possible facilities – new cemetery, larger shop, village green  

Priority for infrastructure investment – school expansion, sewers, new village hall, larger shop, 

new Thrupp Lane/ Audlett Drive link road, improved White’s Lane junction 

Development of the old coal yard 

Housing tenure and size 

 

At the meeting, improving the village pond and additional allotments were also suggested. 

 

Form of the informal consultation 

PD suggested that responses should be solicited via a questionnaire.  This would be introduced and 

supported by posters around the village and a number of display/ presentation sessions.  The 

context needs to be explained clearly, particularly the fact that the Inspector’s review may cause the 

Local Plan to be altered or withdrawn.  Opinion was that there are still a significant number of 

villagers who were not aware of the possible impact of the plan on the village.  All residents need to 

be engaged, possibly by handbills, information posters at meeting places in the village, and banners 

at the entrances to the village. JS commented that the high response rate for the Village Plan 

questionnaire was only achieved because questionnaires were hand delivered and collected.   

Other questions and observations 

PD enquired how many of those present were aware in February 2014 that the Vale had proposed 

that the Thrupp Lane area should be taken out of the Green Belt.  At least three present were. 
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It was agreed that it was important that all developers should be asked to work together to ensure 

that a cohesive solution for the whole area was achieved. 

The North Abingdon site initial plans include a new school.  If that comes to fruition it would 

presumably limit County funds available for the expansion of Radley Primary School. 

 

Date of next meeting 

16 February in the Church Room at 19:00. 

 

 

 

 

John Huddleston 

12 January 2015 
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Annex A 
 

Provisional timetable 
(needs to fit around Local Plan decisions) 

 

October 15 – 
March 16:  

Set up working groups and develop 
proposals under 5 key themes 

April/May 16:   Consult community on  proposals 
under 5 themes 

May – July 16:   Modify theme proposals and prepare 
draft Neighbourhood Plan around 
them 

Summer 16: Modify draft as necessary to reflect 
decisions on Local Plan  

Autumn 16:  Formal consultation on draft plan 

Late Autumn 16: Submit plan for (a) checking by 
district council and (b) independent 
examination 

Early 2017 (at the 
earliest)  

Referendum 

 


