HORNTON PARISH COUNCIL

MINUTES OF THE EXTRAORDINARY MEETING HELD IN THE CHURCH ROOM ON

MONDAY 7 FEBRUARY 2005 at 7.30PM

Present:  Chairman Cllr Miles and Cllrs Burden, Fickling, Offord and Turner. Clerk: A Cater 

Apologies: Cllrs Jeffs and Cross

Members of the public present: Michael Prentice, Anne Prentice, Clive Hicks, John Abbott, Frank Jarrett, David Kings, Norman Britton, Virginia Britton, Simon Perkins, Hubert Keller, Mrs Keller, Peter Hart, Douglas Webb, District Councillor for Wroxton Ward, Damion Haines and 3 other committee members of Hornton Hill BSX Club




1. Declarations Of Interest

None

2. Extract from the Minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held on 31 January 2005

2.1.  Cllr Burden proposed that the minutes be adopted, seconded by Cllr Offord and agreed unanimously.

3. Planning Application 05/00038/F Change of use of land at OS Parcel 5262 South of Hornton Hill Farm

3.1. The Chairman confirmed that this meeting was to discuss this Application submitted by H A Hart & Sons.  He proposed opening the discussion to the floor after which the Councillors would consider their response to Cherwell DC.  The key issues raised are summarised below.

3.2. Damion Haines for the BSX Club said that they had been running it for about 2.5 years and it was set up with backing from Cherwell DC.  They took over a debt and have tried to promote the facility for the Banbury Community and as a national site as it is one of the best tracks in the country.  Cycling is a sport given top priority by the government.  Organisations like the British Cycling Federation, UCI, Manchester Velodrome are supportive and it is hoped that this could become an Olympic sport.  The Club is trying to do things correctly and to overcome the current obstacles and hope to put people’s minds at rest.   

3.3.  In responses as issues were raised DH said that the sport is getting bigger and 8 new tracks have been created in the UK.  They don’t have to hold so many national events where there would be approximately 150 riders.  With the number of tracks they are unlikely to get so many events but would like to continue with their own small series with approximately 60 riders.  The public address system is not on all day.  There are some initial announcements at 12 noon.  Racing then begins at 1pm and there is a commentary on the races up to approximately 5pm.  There is no licence for music.  He is the commentator and he doesn’t believe that it is too loud.  The events are spread between April and October (around 1 per month) and not every other weekend.  He denied that there has been a lack of control.  No camping is allowed – the organisers stay in a camper van to monitor this. It is not run as a business – it is not profitable and there is no profiteering.  For non-national races there is a charge of £15 per rider with around 50 riders.  Insurance is £3 per rider, first aid facilities £350, toilets and cleaning £160 and there is also the hire of the PA System and a small amount for staff.  The Club does not make a penny.  National events are run separately and the Club charges £500 for the use of the track.  Overall they may make about £500 profit which is ploughed back into the Club for Insurance (£1500), track maintenance and if there is any left over some rent for Peter Hart.  Prior to the Club taking over, there was no insurance, no first aid, no insistence on safety measures such as helmets and no restriction on the type of bikes.  Now, under the insurance requirements, it has to be a members’ track.  They do not turn local children away but tell them that in future the have to pay £4 per day.  This is considered to be a reasonable amount compared to the cinema and other activities and they have never had a complaint about this charge.  There are disclaimers around the track if non-members ever use the facility.  The track was not built as a play track – it is for races.  Without races the committee will go, as will the team, which is made up of local and national riders.  The track is for local youngsters for 365 days a year apart from the 8 race days.  The PA System will be monitored by professionals re the sound volumes but they need to hold events to test it.

3.4.  Peter Hart of H A Hart & Sons the applicants said that people need to read the new application, where there is a restriction to 8 meetings a year and 4.5 hours a day for the PA System.  The area will be landscaped and the caravan will be moved.  In responses to issues raised he said that there had been some overnight camping but this was from the Duke of Edinburgh Award Scheme and not the Club.  This was done without charge.

3.5.  John Abbott of New Poplars, Hornton Road (not far from the site) said that on event days there is no control over the PA System and the sound is so intrusive that his garden cannot be used.  The race meetings are out of keeping with the area.  His views are based on experience and not limited to the new application.  The site is left looking like a tip after events with sponsors’ signs not being removed and left to deteriorate.  He questioned how local children are able to use the facility if there is no one there to charge the £4 so that they are insured.

3.6.  Norman Britton said that it is a great facility for youngsters but if it cannot be organised and disciplined without the use of the PA System, it is not acceptable.  The problem is 95% noise and 5% traffic.

3.7.  Hubert Keller of Hornton Hall (adjoining the site) said that he believed that it was a wonderful facility for local youngsters and he supported the retention of it for that purpose.  The key issue is how the site has changed in nature to a national facility.  There is significant potential in the UK and outside for this to grow further and he does not believe that this is an appropriate site for gatherings, competitions and sponsorship of this magnitude.  This is no longer a facility for local children and is significantly out of proportion for the area.  The residents of the 3 or 4 adjacent properties have had several complaints and have tried to reach a compromise in discussions with the organisers.  He accepts that it is difficult to monitor and control the noise but it is incredibly intrusive.  He is not certain that the organisers can control and discipline events effectively when other clubs are involved.  The monitoring of noise is difficult technically and not enforceable.  Who is going to do it in reality?  The events are over 4 or 5 months so that the disturbance is every other week.  Discussions have been going on for some time and have been unsuccessful and the issues should have been addressed by now.  The revised application does not provide re-assurance.  Once planning has been granted there will be no control on behalf of the residents.  The issues have already been raised and there are no guarantees that all will be satisfactory.

3.8.  Simon Perkins said that this is a wonderful facility with the real concerns being about the PA System and overall control.  He suggested that this could be overcome by restricting the number of riders and if planning permission is granted restrict the number of events.  He holds Peter Hart in highest regard for what he does to support sport.  Business or sport has to be funded.  The PA System issue needs to be resolved.

3.9.  Clive Hicks of Quarry Farm House (opposite the track) said that for many years he had enjoyed seeing youngsters having a great time on the site.  This has all changed since it became a commercial enterprise.  He has seen local youngsters being turned away.  The organisers cannot control what they are doing already so how will they cope with more big events.  There have been children playing with the PA System at 6.30 on a Sunday and he has found young people in his garden at 1.30am smoking, cracking and breaking things.  He has to leave the house to get back his life.  It is claimed that the site cannot be seen from the road – this is not true and there is photographic evidence to support this.  The organisers are not able to control anything including running a business successfully.

3.10.  David Kings said that people in the village owed a great deal to local farmers like the Hydes (sic) (Presumably the Harts) as they are allowed to walk freely through the surrounding fields.  Farmers have had a difficult time and need to try new businesses.  The only issue is that the PA System is too loud.  There are already go-cart and motocross tracks in the area so what is the difference.  Provided the issue of the sound is resolved, the planning should be supported.  The low percentage of villagers present at this meeting suggests that this is not a major issue.  The Chairman commented that it is an issue for those residents directly affected.

3.11.  Michael Prentice of Starveall Barn (adjoining the site) said that he welcomes a local facility but the issues are with the bigger events.  Their experience has been that the PA System has been used for more that 4.5 hours and it is very loud. With the hills and valleys around the site the sound is very difficult to control or monitor.  It can be reasonable in one spot but very noisy elsewhere.  Noise is the main issue although they have had litter and intruder problems.  It is irrelevant whether the events run at a loss or a profit.

3.12.  Douglas Webb, District Councillor for Wroxton ward agreed that noise is the major consideration worrying the officers.  It appears that there are no problems of local people using it but only on the 8 main events.  Is it possible for people to air their grievances through a coordinator so that local children can continue to have a course of national standard.  This is similar to how issues were resolved at the Scout site at Horley.  He was asked whether Cherwell DC could run the site but he said that planning permission would still be required as soil had been moved to construct the track.  
4. Considerations of the Parish Council

4.1.  The Clerk explained that the ultimate decision maker on this application was Cherwell DC who may or may not accept the views of the Parish Council.  The Parish Council also has to respond to the Appeal against the refusal of the original planning application.

4.2.  Cllr Offord expressed doubts as to whether this is the right venue for the large events planned.  Despite the outstanding planning and appeal he found that there was now another caravan on the site.  PH explained that it had been dumped there and had now been moved.  Cllr Offord said that the PA System is a problem and it is audible in the village.  The difficulty of controlling and monitoring the noise probably means the track is in the wrong place.  He supports the use of the track for the local community.  The leisure use should be restricted to the BSX track so that it could be not used for something else without permission. 

4.3.  Cllr Fickling questioned whether the consent could be on a temporary basis and reviewed after 12 months.  She asked whether the PA System was necessary.  DH said that the events could not run without a PA System.

4.4.  Cllr Burden said that when the track was originally opened many local children used the facility but since the change of use over the last 2 years he has not seen very many.  He believes that as a national track of a growing sport it is likely that it will grow both in stature and number of events.  With 2 tracks in the area already using sound systems, one more could be to many.  He is wholeheartedly in support of a cycle track for local children for a small joining fee.  He is not against the change of use of land itself but for a national scheme with a PA System he sympathises with the local residents.

4.5.  Cllr Turner had no object to a local track.  He questioned whether it could become a national track without new buildings, better access, toilets etc, which would require fresh planning.  DH confirmed that the present facilities were good enough for a national track.  The PA System is a problem, which is difficult to control and monitor with the hills and valleys, which carry the sound. 

4.6.  Cllr Miles supported a track for local people.  The noise has not affected him personally but appreciates how sound can travel through the valleys.  It is clear that it is an issue for local residents.  If a PA System of any sort is to be used it should be advised well in advance so monitoring can take place.

5. Decision

5.1.  The Council concluded that it is not against the change of use itself and supports a local track.  However, it is against the use of a PA System and does not consider the site suitable for large events.

The meeting concluded at 8.50pm
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