
Chairman’s Report 2015 

1. Each year we invite representatives responsible for various activities in 
village, on a traditional but fairly random basis; it’s not clear why some 
organisations are invited to speak and not others. Here are the missing 
ones I have identified: 
 
Parish church (after all we look after their churchyard) 
 
Quaker Meeting House (Sibfords very proud of Quaker heritage back to 
origins of Quaker movement at Battle of Edgehill, this makes the 
Sibfords unique in England).  
 
Primary school: we are never consulted, and not even informed when the 
head changes, or what the situation is with Academy status application. 
 
The surgery: should they not be offered the opportunity to tell us of their 
achievements and plans? 

 
So in the interests of making the Annual Parish Meeting a better forum for the 
activities of  the community as a whole, not just the Parish Council, we have 
this year invited reps from the Church and the Quaker Meeting House  to 
address us; and in future we will also write to primary school and surgery, 
asking whether they have anything they wish to report on to village.  
 

2. The PC held 3 meetings this year in June, October, January; in addition 
the chairman attended Ferris meetings when items of common interest to 
both villages were on the agenda. Items discussed during year were: 

Planning:  

Planning publicity: at present information about planning applications are 
confined to a street sign and immediate neighbours, and the Sibford website. In 
future we propose also to put all applications on the notice board at the 
crossroads. 

There were 7 applications last year apart from tree pruning: none raised serious 
issues. 



One major application is outstanding at Muddle Barn Farm, where  demolition 
and rebuilding as a large neo-Georgian mansion is proposed.  The PC raised 
objections to this on the following grounds: 

National Planning Policy Framework 59-60 do not permit prescription on style but do suggest 
concentrating on overall scale, density, massing, height, landscape, layout ... in relation to 
neighbouring buildings and the local area more generally’, and state that ‘it is proper to seek to 
promote or reinforce local distinctiveness’ (quoted in Planning Statement 3.5-6). 

Local Plan H 17 (quoted in Planning Statement 3.7) permits replacement of a dwelling outside the 
limits of an existing settlement provided that ‘the proposed replacement is similar in scale and within 
the same curtilage’. This proposal is of a quite different scale, and is stated by the applicants to be in 
terms of floor area approximately five times the size of the original dwelling (Design and Access 
Statement 4.1). The claim that this discrepancy can be mitigated by invoking permitted development 
guidelines seems to us irrelevant, and still leaves a shortfall of over 1000 sq. feet.  

Local Plan C 30 requires compatibility with appearance, character, layout, scale and density of 
existing dwellings in the vicinity. This has not been demonstrated in relation especially to New Barn 
Farm.  

Local Plan C 13 Areas of High Landscape Value: The valley in which the property stands is open 
farmland designated as an Area of High Landscape Value. While this designation does not affect 
permitted development rights it must be asked whether the development is compatible with the aim of 
the Council to seek to conserve and enhance the environment in such areas.  

Emerging Planning Policy ESD 16 (quoted 3.15-16) require justification in terms of complementing 
and enhancing the context and an explanation of the design rationale. This has not been provided. 

In short we believe that this proposal contravenes all the cited policies, especially Local Plan H 
17, and is an inappropriate development in open countryside in an Area of High Landscape 
Value. 

 [In the event the application was withdrawn at the last moment, but we expect 
it to return] 

The annual village clean-up and sign-washing was well attended, and 18 sacks 
were collected. Thanks to all who participated. 

Earlier in the year we asked for possible new councillors: a couple of residents 
showed willingness to join the PC. But in the event existing councillors decided 
to continue for the moment, to give new people chance to attend meetings and 
familiarise themselves with the business. 

Miriam Tebbs land: a preliminary clearing of the land has taken place, and I 
propose forming a small committee of Philippa Martindale, Fiona Pidgeon and 
myself to carry plans forward over the summer. The present idea is to replant it 
with half a dozen eating apples as a communal orchard, available for juvenile 



scrumping. Anyone with other ideas is invited to get in touch with the 
committee. 

Matters jointlywith Sibford Ferris: 

Temple Mill: SFPC rejected our suggestion for traffic calming measures. 

Allotments: these were advertised in the May Sibford Scene in connection with 
the new development ; they are open to both villages. Matters are proceeding. 

Churchyard: the new arrangements have been continued for a further year’s 
contract, and appear to be working satisfactorily. 

Broadband: no further information available. 

Village Power Consumption Project: both PCs decided not to participate, since 
we have no village owned buildings 

2015 is the year for celebrations of Magna Carta and VE day: any parishioner 
interested in organising events is invited to get in touch with the Clerk. 

First responders and defibrillator: Gil Soden to report. 

Sibfords Community plan: I propose we formally thank Richard Hartree, who 
is leaving the village for his tireless work in organising this very successful 
project. 

Bishop Blaize: 

At a magistrate’s court hearing in Oxford on 29th September 2014 Mr and Mrs 
Noquet were found guilty of the criminal charge of failing to comply with a 
lawful requirement to cease residence of the Bishop Blaize except as ancillary 
to its use as a public house. They were given a conditional discharge for twelve 
months in recognition of their previous good character. They were ordered to 
pay prosecution costs of £17,000 at the rate of £200 a month. 

On 1st October 2014 the PC agreed that, whilst the Parish Council should not get 
involved directly in any way to purchase the property (let alone run it as a pub) 
it would be ready to support any village initiative to buy the pub, including 
convening a public meeting when plans come forward, and providing backing 
and advice. 



Further actions:  Cherwell Enforcement is pursuing the owners for removal of 
shed/mobile home. A list of actions by Cherwell since 2006 in relation to the 
Bishop Blaize has been received, and can be consulted from the Clerk. 

Church: Rev Ronald Hawkes was invited to speak. 

Quaker Meeting House: Judith Weekes was invited to speak. 

 

 


