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Comments and Observations 

1. In the Parish Council Chairman’s observations (p6) he states that “Katherine Pearce, a Senior 

planner at the vale, has been a regular attender at steering group meetings” However those of 

us who have attended many of these meetings can only recall her being present on one 

occasion. Furthermore on that visit the 2020 steering group appeared to be hostile towards 

her, and it seemed to try to make her a scapegoat for their own inadequacies. Not I would 

suggest the best way to keep her on side and cooperative towards the NDP! 

Drayton2020: Katherine Pearce (KP) (formerly McDonald) has attended at least 7 

Drayton2020 Steering Group and other Drayton2020 meetings, and her predecessor attended 

some initial meetings. This statement has been checked with KP and she states that both she 

and the VWHDC have been fully involved and engaged with the Drayton2020 NDP. She has not 

felt that any Steering Group meetings have been hostile to her. No Change to Plan required 

2. It is unclear if the Clerk of the Parish Council is a full member of the 2020 steering group, or 

if his role is purely administrative. Also in the last paragraph of the Chairman’s observations it 

should also be made absolutely clear that Clerk is not a resident of the village. 

Drayton2020: The Clerk is Drayton Parish Council’s Administrative Officer and Responsible 

Financial Officer (RFO). He was appointed to act as secretary to the Drayton2020 Steering 

Group (which is a subcommittee of the PC’s Planning Committee). His role is laid out in the 

Steering Group’s Terms of Reference as Clerk/RFO and advisor to Drayton2020. The Clerk’s 

address is a matter of record. No Change to Plan required [Introduction has been revised 

in Examination Copy] 

3. Under the heading of Community Engagement (p11) it gives the impression that meetings with 

“Major Landowners” have been on-going since February 2013. This gives a totally false 

impression as the one and only meeting regarding the Barrow Road Site was held on 19th May 

2014. A meeting I might add that was “hijacked” by a number of the 2020 steering group, this 

caused a large amount of friction and the meeting was rendered practically useless! 

Drayton2020: The dates of meetings with landowners/developers are included in the Record 

of Community Involvement. Other comments are personal view of the respondent. No Change 

to Plan required 

4. Under the heading Look and Feel (p16) how does the Barrow Road Site fulfil any part of this 

objective, other than by the provision of sports facilities? 

Drayton2020: The site assessment covers this issue, and these assessments are being 

checked again as part of the revision process for the Examination copy.  No Specific Change 

to Plan required 

5. Most of pages 23 – 32 appear to be a series of completely “Wishy Washy” paragraphs that 

attempt to support a number of other policy statements, but fail because of fact that they 

are inconsistent and incomplete. 



Drayton2020: Respondent does not supply sufficient details for a response to be made. This 

is a personal opinion. No Change to Plan required 

6. The lack of any form of strategy to deal with the traffic problems that already exist and can 

only be made worse by any of the developments is of major concern, as this is such a 

fundamental part of the whole plan this should have been a priority right at the start of the 

NDP process, not something that is hastily concocted in the last few months of the timeframe. 

It occurs to me that the number of houses planned for Drayton will have exactly the same 

effect on traffic in Abingdon as those planned for the site near the Oday Hill road junction, 

and therefore should come under the same stringent restrictions. 

Drayton2020: Similar views have been expressed by a number of respondents. Traffic 

section in Examination copy has been thoroughly revised to reflect work undertaken on 

this issue. 

7. When a respected member of the public suggested that the 2020 steering group should 

consider paying for a professional person to read through the final version of the NDP, to 

check that it was factually and legally correct, it was amazing to hear the arrogance of the 

2020 steering Group who seemed to believe that they had all of the skills needed. I do hope so 

as it would be an absolute travesty for the whole thing to be rejected on the grounds that all 

or parts of it are deemed to be inadmissible.  

Drayton2020: A number of consultants have been employed by Drayton2020 over the last two 

years to advise on content and policy development. Revisions to the NDP have been guided by 

professional planners at VWHDC, and by other specialists at OCC, ORCC and from statutory 

advisers such as English Heritage, Natural England and the Environment Agency. There was 

neither budget nor time available to submit the final Examination copy to further scrutiny, nor 

the necessity to do so.  No Change to Plan required. 

 

Colin and Carol Arnold 

30th July 2014 


