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18th April 2019 
 
 
Dear Mr Sturt, 
 
We refer to the transcript of your list of complaints against the Parish |Council. 
 
In all of the complaints you refer to the pre-prepared statements in the minutes. As the PC has 
already explained in its letter to Mr Bailey dated 5th January, councillors comments were neither 
pre-prepared nor pre-determined. In the following response the PC has not repeated each 
complaint but has responded using the same numbering as in your list. 
 
Item 1.  The chairman's statement in minute Item 18.93 of the 22nd October meeting was only an 
introduction to the issues prior to members of the public giving their own views. When the 
chairman made detailed comments later in the meeting about the two sites, in the minutes at Item 
18.98 he states very clearly on at least 4 occasions that the plans of the proposed hall were 
indicative only. I therefore feel that this complaint has no substance. 
 
Item 2.  This is largely answered in Item 1 above. In addition, the councillors, in giving their views 
on the relative merits of the schemes before them were entitled to mention the indicative 
illustrative material and the possible effect that what was shown may have on future use, 
fundability and impact on neighbouring policies.  
 
This is especially the case considering the fact , as stated to councillors by NDDC officers at 
previous meetings and presumably taken on board by the applicant, that there was not a realistic 
opportunity to locate the proposed new hall elsewhere on the Sandways site because of the 
various constraints raised by those officers concerning the impact on heritage assets and 
closeness of other residential buildings.  
 
Surely it is the case that, if there had been any choice for the applicant for the new hall to be more 
conveniently located nearer the main road, then he would have shown that location on his 
indicative plan. I believe it is correct to say that any such location nearer the road would have been 
rejected by NDDDC officers in the pre-application discussions. You may wish to check this with the 
applicant. 
 
Item 3. What is being inferred here is that the PC should not have made any comment on the 
schemes having regard to Policy 5 of the Neighbourhood Plan. This is not only unrealistic but 
would have meant that it would have failed to respond to NDDC as a Statutory Consultee, which is 
the right and expectation of the PC. 
 



Item 4.  This proposal, not Motion, is merely trying to establish what, in the Parish Council's view, 
was the preferred position of the majority of councillors in order that it could respond accordingly to 
NDDC. Stripping aside the many emotional non-planning views that were expressed, I believe that 
the PC did thoroughly listen to, debate, and give its opinion on the “identified planning 
considerations of the residents” in coming to its decision, when councillors gave their views 
following the public open forum debate. 
 
Item 5.  This is addressed in 4 above 
 
Item 6.   Neither the Council nor Councillor Chapman was aware of this matter until you raised it. It 
has not been raised by anyone else in the many months since the September 2018 workshops 
and the resulting Briefing Paper. It was evidently a straight forward error of copying the relevant 
page from the final draft rather than the as-made Plan. It does not appear to have a material 
bearing on this matter since the as-made Plan version is more prescriptive than the draft. 
 
 It is the PC's view that the alleged complaints are actually statements of disagreement with the 
decision taken by the Parish Council. The PC is not the Planning Authority, but a Statutory 
Consultee, and the honestly stated views given by councillors who voted for the Jubilee Field at 
the meeting on 22nd October remain valid. The PC's position, comprising democratically elected 
councillors, is to take decisions on behalf of the community on a number of matters, much as 
happens in the government of the country. 
 
Since the PC's decision in October there has been no response or engagement at all from the 
applicant who, one would imagine, would have had the biggest concern about the PC's decision.   
 
If you feel that it would be helpful to have a meeting before this response goes forward into the 
record of the next PC meeting, then please contact the Clerk to arrange. 

 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Mike Withers, 
 
Chairman, Bourton Parish Council 
 
 
 
 


