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At one time the gulley emptier came round 
4 times per annum, but over more recent 
years OCC has progressively reduced this 
to just once a year and in 2003 their own 
Scrutiny Committee came to the startling 
conclusion that for many locations this 
was insufficient. At that time OCC adopted 
the recommendation that those drains 
needing more frequent attention should be 
identified for appropriate action, but this 
still has not been implemented. Other-
wise, OCC has recently agreed to inspect 
the grids in the parish and clean them out 
if needed and in the meantime, if you 
have a grid nearby which is silted, it would 
be helpful if you were to ring the Northern 
Area Highways office to report it on 
0845:3101111 
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The County Council has notified that 
Paines Hill, Steeple Aston will be closed 
for 5 – 7 days from Monday 21st August 
for essential sewer repair works. 
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The service has been reduced to Tues-
days only and is now operated by Ban-
buryshire Community Transport Associa-
tion as a part of their Dial-a-Ride service. 
In view of this, patients using the service 
will have to be registered with Dial-a-Ride 
and the necessary forms can be obtained 
from the Surgery (01869-338611). Depar-
ture times are from Caulcott (Horse and 
Groom) at 10.18am and from Lower Hey-
ford (playing field lay-by) at 10.20am. The 
return is, of course, after all patients have 
been seen as hitherto. 
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These are now operational as follows until 24th September and local support will be appreciated: 
 10.18 13.18 16.18 Oxford 12.08 15.08 18.08 
 10.31 13.31 16.31 Heyford 11.54 14.54 17.54 
 10.45 13.45 16.45 Banbury 11.40 14.40 17.40 
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OCC is offering these free of charge 

 Banbury 7th September 
and 

Bicester 19th October 
 

Phone 01865-815600 for an appointment 

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
Concessionary passes may now be used 
for travel between Cherwell and West 
Oxon, South Oxon, Stratford upon Avon, 
South Northants and Aylesbury Vale pro-
vided the journey starts or finishes in the 
Cherwell District. 
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THE NEXT MEETING OF THE COUNCIL WILL BE ON THURSDAY 21ST SEPTEMBER AT 7.00PM (VENUE TO BE ADVERTISED) 

THE NEXT EDITION OF PARISH NEWS WILL BE OCTOBER 2006�
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VILLAGE HALL 
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The review of the Comprehensive Planning Brief has at last been completed and is open to 
public consultation until 11th September. The aim of the Brief is to guide the development 
of the Former RAF Upper Heyford and it will replace the previous outdated Brief as well as 
the Temporary Use of Land and Buildings Supplementary Planning Guidance, which cur-
rently governs the commercial usage. It is anticipated that adoption of the Brief, expected in 
November, will be closely followed by a new development application from site owners, the 
North Oxfordshire Consortium. 
 
The Draft Brief: 

·  reflects the new OCC Structure 
Plan Policy 

·  takes account of the requirements 
of the new planning system (Local 
Development Framework) with em-
phasis on evidence gathering and 
community involvement 

·  takes account of increased under-
standing about the heritage inter-
est, including the site’s designation 
as a conservation area 

·  takes account of the directives of 
the appeal decision when planning 
consent for development of the site 
was refused in 2003 

·  will guide the preparation of a new 
planning application 

�  strikes a balance between different 
objectives as follows: 

�  It identifies a Core Area of Historic 
Significance where the stark func-
tional character of the Cold War 
historic buildings and the land-
scape of the flying field of national 
and international importance will be 
retained 

�  Beyond the conservation, environ-
mental improvement is required in-
cluding improvements to the rela-
tionship with the surrounding land-
scape, removal of visually intrusive 
buildings, improving public access 
and creating an appropriate setting 
for the settlement 
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The related Sustainability Appraisal, which is a CDC LDF document, is also open to public 
consultation and all the extensive paperwork attached to these 2 consultations can be 
viewed via the CDC website or at local libraries or at the CDC offices at Bodicote and 
Kidlington 
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The Council has been aware of a certain amount of confusion and uncertainty with regard to what 
is, or is not, permitted with regard to these collections and has consequently put some questions to 
CDC as follows, with their answers and some comments where applicable: 

� � � � ! � � � �
WWiillll  bbiinnss  bbee  eemmppttiieedd  iiff  tthheeiirr  lliiddss  wwiillll  nnoott  ffuullllyy  
cclloossee?? - We would like the bin lids to be closed but our 
staff should not be leaving bins because the lids are 
slightly ajar. The problem does occur when a few house-
holders place several bags on the bin and the lid is 45- 
90 degrees from the closed position. In this situation 
bags will fall off onto the floor when the bin lifters oper-
ate. Also this situation is the same as a householder 
putting out extra bags next to the bin. Hence in this 
situation the collection staff may remove the offending 
bag or bags and then empty the green bin – In case 
the inference is missed; bags etc left by green 
bins will not be taken 
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WWiillll  aann  eexxcceessss  ooff  mmaatteerriiaallss  aacccceeppttaabbllee  ffoorr  
bblluuee  bbooxxeess  aanndd  bbiinnss  bbee  ttaakkeenn  iiff  lleefftt  bbyy  tthheeiirr  
ssiiddee?? We are trying to reduce the amount of excess 
material placed outside blue boxes or blue bins. If 
householders have capacity problems (i.e. produce a 
little more dry recyclable material than a 240 litre blue 
bin) they should contact us and we can provide an addi-
tional free blue box. Alternatively if householders just 
have boxes then they may want to consider ordering a 
blue bin*. The boxes and bins make manual handling 
better and remove many Health & Safety risks. Taking 
extra material next to bins or boxes reintroduces a risk 
we have largely removed. In addition sometimes house-
holders place out such extra material in a black sack - 
we do not want black sacks present since the sorting 
centre works at its most efficient if the materials are 
loose in the bins or boxes. In addition black sacks cause 
collection problems since the collection staff cannot eas-
ily tell if the contents are acceptable good quality dry 
recycling materials or unacceptable household waste. 
We do acknowledge that an occasional large cardboard 
box maybe present if it will not readily fit inside the 
boxes or bins - in such cases we should take the loose 
cardboard box. Overall, we do want to encourage 
householders to recycle as much of their waste as 
possible, but we also have the message of trying to 
reduce the overall amount of waste being produced. 
Maybe by rejecting over-packaged products household-
ers can help to limit the total amount of waste that they 
produce – Despite length of response, the ques-
tion is not really answered - the message 
seems to be no black bags and anything else 
might or might not be taken.* Costs £20 
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WWiillll  ppaappeerr  ssaacckkss  aallssoo  bbee  ttaakkeenn  wwhheenn  tthhee  
bbrroowwnn  bbiinn  iiss  eemmppttiieedd??  - Cherwell biodegradable 
sacks placed next to the brown bin should be collected if 
the sacks contain correct quality garden waste – Pre-
sumably, they will only take their own sacks 
because that guarantees biodegradability  

� 
 � � � � � � �
AArree  aallll  tthhee  nnuummeerroouuss  ffoorrmmss  ooff  ppllaassttiicc  aacccceepptt--
aabbllee?? - The main plastics we want are HDPE and 
PET. These materials are largely used in bottles. Nor-
mally the bottles are marked with the materials - typical 
examples are given below: 
   HDPE - milk bottles, shampoo bottles, washing ma-
chine liquid bottles  
   PET - fizzy drink bottles, washing up liquid bottles, 
shampoo bottles 
These bottles are sorted automatically at the plant into 
White HDPE, Coloured HDPE, Clear PET and Coloured 
PET. The plant does it by shining light at the plastic and 
an air jet is activated to blow the bottle into the correct 
bay. Other plastics will go through the process and get 
rejected- typically these are yoghurt pots & margarine 
cartons (these tend to be made from PS - Polystyrene). 
Hence we would rather other plastics were not added – 
The answer seems to be that despite the ex-
pressed preferences, any plastic would be taken�
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PPooiinntt  rraaiisseedd – It is accepted that our staff are not 
always as consistent as we would like. Last autumn all 
our collection staff received a days training on H&S is-
sues, Customer Service and the rules and instructions 
relating to the scheme were covered and further training 
is due this autumn. The other problem we have is that 
we do have periods when we employ agency staff .They 
are often the inconsistency culprits due to their lack of 
experience. We are addressing this issue and I expect 
to have more trained staff and only occasional 
use agency staff in the future 

� 
 � � � �
UUnnssoolliicciitteedd  iinnffoorrmmaattiioonn - I would like to make you 
aware of a trial re-useable bag we are delivering to a 
few areas. This re-useable bag is to encourage house-
holders take their glass to the nearest bottle bank. The 
bag is blue, made of a strong material and has the 
Cherwell details. We are intending to deliver one to 
each property in Lower Heyford during August. The ex-
pected benefits are an increase in glass recycling and 
less carrier bags littering recycling bank sites. It is a trial 
so feedback is welcome. 
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Neighbourhood Policing – Noted Lower Heyford to be included in the Bicester Rural North Neighbourhood 
Area, which is has been graded as ‘capable’ (low crime and population-lowest police cover), that each Area will 
be managed by a Neighbourhood Action Group and that implementation is to be completed by 31Mar08 
Freehold Street* - OCC’s response to the Council’s request for the hedge alongside Number 1, Bromeswell 
Close to be cut back in order to facilitate the vision of drivers’ exiting Bromeswell Close has been to cut the con-
stituent trees right down to 2/3 feet,  which has nonetheless solved the problem 
OCC Local Transport Plan – Noted that in response to the Council’s query as to why an agreed weight limit on 
the B4030 from Enstone to Hopcroft’s Holt is not to be continued through to Bicester via Lower Heyford, OCC 
has advised that, in fact when the time comes to implement this weight limit, consideration will be given to ex-
tension to the east by way of either B4030 or A4095 
Valley View* – Second repair to loose kerbing setts has been carried out by CDC (Valley View belongs to CDC 
and is consequently not an adopted highway) 
Parish Map – Noted that the current deficit on the account is £531.00 (The aim is to cover costs through sales, 
though the deficit includes some expenditure on the Phase 2 map currently in the course of production) 
Rights of Way-Community Improvement Fund – Agreed to register the Council’s interest in funding for a mi-
nor scheme to improve the Station Road access to Footpath11 (link between Paine’s Close path and Cold Har-
bour track where Footpath 5 turns across Hand Post Ground-see LH Parish Map) by cutting steps into the bank 
Street nameplates – Noted that the 3 identified by the Council as in need of renewal have been duly replaced 
by CDC (Cherwell Bank, Greenway and South Street) and that those in need of cleaning have been so treated 
by them with broadly acceptable result 
Clean Neighbourhoods and Environment Act 2005 – Noted that now fully in force and consideration of 
Council’s new powers (to make dog control orders and to enforce those orders as well as litter, graffiti and fly-
tipping offences) deferred to await guidance 
Heyford Station-volume of loudspeaker announcements* – Noted that this has been reduced by First Great 
Western as requested 
Heyford Station-community adoption – Noted that FGW/OCC to introduce an Adopt-a-Station scheme later 
this year (Council has been pursuing this end for some years) 
Audit 2005/6* – Resolved to record approval and acceptance of the Council’s Accounts for 2005/6 in response 
to the External Auditor’s Certificate and Opinion notifying that there were no matters to be drawn to the Coun-
cil’s attention 
Planning Applications – Decisions noted as follows: 06/00728/TCA (49, Freehold Street-reduce height of Ley-
landii tree by 15%) – Approved; 06/00764/F (72, Freehold Street-side extension to create new 3 bed dwelling 
with off-street parking using existing access and new porch to front of existing dwelling) – Approved with condi-
tions; 06/00779/F (Formosa, Station Road-two-storey extension with associated single storey lean-to and repo-
sitioning of solar water heating collectors) – Approved with conditions 
Banbury and North Cherwell Site Allocations-Issues and Options consultation – Noted that 3 sites in 
Caulcott for a total of 28 new dwellings were the only registrations within the Parish and it was agreed to object 
to all 3, though the Clerk had explained that this CDC Local Development Framework document offered an op-
portunity to landowners to register land available for development and that sites not conforming to development 
policy would be eliminated from the final list for adoption 
Timetable Display Case (Bus Shelter)* – Noted that perspex cover smashed yet again (the replacement re-
ferred to in these notes in the last edition lasted barely 3 weeks) and arrangements put in hand for replacement 
Annual Play Area Safety Inspection – Noted that no risk factor rated higher than just 1 of ‘medium’ (need for 
an attenuating surface beneath the climbing frame, instead of grass) and passed to Playing Field Management 
Committee for their attention 

3��&, 4.56#7�8 566#3��&, 4.56#7�8 566#3��&, 4.56#7�8 566#3��&, 4.56#7�8 566# �5 474&" �+ ! 8 �-  #04! 17�7*&! - 747 �5 474&" �+ ! 8 �-  #04! 17�7*&! - 747 �5 474&" �+ ! 8 �-  #04! 17�7*&! - 747 �5 474&" �+ ! 8 �-  #04! 17�7*&! - 747����
�

� ) #�548 �4&�6) 47�7*&! - 747�47�6! �- 1$(4.47#�9176�6) ! 7#�46#8 7�. ! &74, # #, �6! �$#�! +�"  #56#76�- 1$(4. �4&6# #76:�%) 4.) �) 50#�&! 6�$##&�. ! 0# #, �#(7#�
%) # #�4&�6) 47�- 1$(4.564! &:�%46) 4&�6) #�5054(5$(#�7- 5.#�� �+1((�. ! - 4#7�! +�6) #�� 4&16#7�8 5*�$#�- 1 .) 57#, �4&�5.. !  , 5&.#�%46) �6) #��  ##, ! 8 �! +�

�&+!  8 564! &�� .6�;� � - �- # �7) ##6<�$*�5  5&"#8 #&6�%46) �6) #�� (# 2�!  �8 5*�$#�4&7- #.6#, �! &�6) #�&! 64.#�$! 5 , �%46) 4&�6) #�.) 1 . ) �- !  . ) �
�


