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Parish Council Meeting 
St Edward’s Church Rooms, Stow on the Wold, Monday 3rd September 2018  

D R A F T  M I N U T E S  
 

 
Present:  Cllr R Fisher (Chair), Cllr H Webb (Vice Chair), Cllr B Russell, Cllr H Totham, 
Cllr J Bartlett, and Liz Sajewicz (clerk). 

In attendance:  County Cllr Nigel Moor, Stow on the Wold Town Cllr Jenny Scarsbrook, and 
23 members of the public. 

1. Apologies: Apologies were accepted from District Cllr D Neill and Mr D Brown. 

2. Chairman’s announcements 

a) Some regular agenda items had been deferred because of the likely length of this 
meeting. 

b) The clerk had been appointed to an additional role of deputy clerk to Stow Town 
Council.  Chairman congratulated Liz and expressed hope this would lead to more 
liaison between the two councils. 

c) Broadband (agenda item 6) would be brought forward because a Gigaclear 
representative was present. 

3. Broadband – Chairman introduced Tom Small, Gigaclear Account Representative, Network 
Extensions, and thanked him for coming to the meeting.  Mr Small apologised for the local 
difficulties.  He explained Gigaclear had two categories of fibre installation: commercial (self-
funded) and contractual (funded by county councils).  Maugersbury was currently in a gap 
between commercial or contractual areas.  Gigaclear had recently identified 280-300 
properties in this gap that it could serve with ultra-fast broadband, including all of the village 
of Maugersbury and most of the parish.  Preliminary costs had been approved, but more 
detailed work was still required.  Gigaclear’s estimated date for installation in Maugersbury 
was 2020.  

Mr Small responded to questions from residents as follows: 

• Gigaclear installs fibre to individual property boundaries. 

• Lack of capacity in Maugersbury means new-built properties cannot currently be 
connected. The plan is to install a cabinet with capacity for all properties in Maugersbury, 
but until that is in place no more properties in Maugersbury can be assessed for 
connection. 

• There was no rationale for determining which properties in Maugersbury had 
connections available.  A resident noted that a property listed on Gigaclear’s website is 
not in Maugersbury but next to The Bell pub in Stow, and wondered if better use could 
be made of those connections.  Mr Small said the connections had been built to the 
boundary of those properties, but a resident disputed that.  It was also queried whether 
residents of those properties were aware they could be connected.  Residents requested 
that Gigaclear have a better look at the current situation on the ground. 

• It would be helpful for Gigaclear if residents use its website to register their interest in 
having a connection when they become available.   

• Gigaclear is aware it has not acted particularly responsibly in Maugersbury. It is doing its 
best to rectify this with the plan put in place.  Maugersbury is Gigaclear’s number one 
priority after its contractual obligations. 

• Mr Small invited residents to contact him directly if they wished.  (Email 
tom.small@gigaclear.com) 

Mr Small was thanked for his attendance and his contribution to the meeting on this 
important subject. 
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4. Declarations of Interest: It was noted that Councillors must declare any personal or 
prejudicial interests in items on the agenda and Councillors with prejudicial interests must 
leave the room at the relevant time. Cllr Bartlett and Cllr Russell declared interests in item 
12. 

5. Minutes: The minutes of the Parish Council meeting held on 4th June 2018 were 
unanimously approved as an accurate record, and were signed by the Chairman. 

6. Matters Arising: There were no matters not covered on the agenda.  

7. Review of Documentation: It was noted that the annual review of Standing Orders, 
Financial Reporting, Risk Assessments, etc, would be deferred to the next meeting given the 
full agenda. 

8. County Councillor’s Report 
Cllr Moor gave the following update. 
a) Roads 

• Signage for new 20mph/30mph zones implemented 

• Digbeth Street 7.5 ton weight restriction confirmed, but shared-space plan on hold 
and unlikely to proceed given government safety concerns. 

• Sheep Street 7.5 ton weight restriction will go ahead if a meeting next week confirms 
the Burford Bridge weight restriction. 

• Oddington Road resurfacing a short stretch from 5th September will require road 
closure, but will be open at peak times to allow access for residents. 

• A429 Northleach-Cirencester resurfacing a sizeable stretch. 

• A429 in Stow will be closed 17-26 September between Unicorn junction and High 
Street for sewer connection for new houses.  GCC taking opportunity to do surface 
repairs at same time.  Closure will be 24/7.  Dates are worst-case and hopefully work 
will finish sooner. 

Action: Clerk to put details and diversion maps on MPC website re Oddington Road and 
A429 closures. 

b) Lengthsmen Scheme and verges 

• Work list for lengthsmen received from Cllr Bartlett and passed on to local Highways 
manager. 

• Stow Hill footpath and gulley clearing – noted Cllr Bartlett’s suggestion that this 
should be done only after leaves have fallen. 

c) Recycling - Recycling week starts 14th September.  Cllr Moor wrote a piece for this 
month’s Stow Times on the subject.  Stow Civic Society was planning some events and 
Cllr Moor expressed support for the society. 

d) Cllr Moor said his reports concentrated on roading issues because they were important 
to rural communities, but he would be happy to cover other topics if wanted. 

9. Village Environment: 
a) Highways projects – Cllr Bartlett reported that the Lengthsmen team would be in 

Maugersbury on 17th September and had been asked to: 

• Cut down brambles and generally tidy up the verge from the Gypsy field down to the 
village.  Remove ivy from trunks of trees.  Cut down elder bushes and other 
overhanging vegetation on verge adjacent to footpath.  Clear footpath. 

• Clear all drains and do any remedial work that is necessary within the village and in 
the Maugersbury Road. 

• Cut back brambles on verges in Pound Lane, particularly near the bend by Swallow 
Farm. 

Cllr Moor undertook to liaise with Highways manager to arrange for the Stow Hill work to 
be deferred to the November work list to ensure leaves would be down and could be 
cleared. 

b) Telephone kiosk – Clerk reported that BT had removed the equipment and adoption by 
MPC was complete.  The required notice was now displayed, and the kiosk had been 
added to MPC’s insurance policy, with no additional premium charged for remainder of 
the year.  Lock to be fitted.  It was agreed to send an email to residents seeking help 
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with painting and clearing surrounding verge.  A contractor may have to be employed to 
fit a lock.  Post meeting note: Graham Golby has kindly offered to arrange and pay for 
the painting of the kiosk. 

c) Lower House light – Cllr Bartlett reported that, following discussions with the owners of 
Lower House, a lantern had been chosen, similar to those in Chipping Campden High 
Street.  Chairman thanked Mr Warmington for initiating this project and thanked the 
owners of Lower House for their cooperation.  Cllr Moor undertook to try to find out when 
the new light will be installed.  It was noted that there is another lamp (on Maugersbury 
Road) and it would benefit from being replaced with a matching design. 

10. Finance (Cllr Webb): 
a) The setting up of a direct debit for annual Information Commissioner’s Office registration 

fee was approved. 
b) Payments were approved as per the payment schedule: D Talbot verge strimming £255, 

St Edward’s Church Rooms venue hire £8, Clerk salary and reimbursements £573.  
There was no income for the period. 

11. Remembrance Day:  It was agreed to purchase a Civic Wreath for this centenary year at a 
cost of £50, to be laid by the Chairman.  It was noted that there would be a programme of 
events in Stow on the day.  Clerk to circulate details when available and share with 
Maugersbury Residents Association. 

12. Planning (Cllr Totham): 
a) Cllr Totham reported that there were no current planning applications or recent decisions 

apart from minor conditions compliance. 
b) Land South of Bartletts Park 

Having declared interests, Cllrs Bartlett and Russell were given an opportunity to speak 
before discussion began.  Cllr Russell said that her interest was only as an owner of 
adjacent land, and added that her family’s land was not now subject to any options or 
proposals by developers. 
Cllr Bartlett and Cllr Russell left the room.  Clerk confirmed that the remaining three 
councillors constituted a quorum.  
 
i. To note the approach from Richborough Estates 

Chairman gave a summary of the background – two letters received from 
Richborough Estates (who describe themselves as land promoters for housing 
development), with a proposal for developing land south of Bartletts Park.  
Richborough had submitted the proposal to Local Plan consultation in 2016.  The 
Local Plan was adopted recently and the land had not been identified for housing 
development, being assessed as unsuitable for development.  Richborough’s plans 
were illustrative only, and no planning application had been made yet.  The letters 
stated their intention to submit a planning application in the very near future. 
Chairman opened discussion to members of the public.  Comments forthcoming from 
members of the public: 

• Lateness of approach to MPC noted. 

• References to affordable housing disingenuous without a clear definition – what is 
it and how many of the 75 houses would be affordable for local people? 

• Richborough should be asked to provide robust data about affordability for local 
people based on local wages data, and MPC should have this tested by an 
expert. 

• Status of ownership and details of any interests in the land should be disclosed.  
(Chairman advised that Cllr Bartlett has stated that no option has been granted.) 

• Stow Town Cllr Scarsbrook encouraged MPC to also meet with the Community 
Land Trust as they had had some involvement in this proposal.  She also said 
Stow Town Council hoped to survey local residents to better understand the 
affordable housing requirement which would then be updated in the local plan. 

• Several residents highlighted specific concerns around the 'leg' of land down to 
the Arch Road shown in the plan and what that was really there for. 
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• Concern about potential for another dangerous access on to Fosse Way or a road 
through the village. 

• Comment that in terms of the Local Plan Planning Policies there is no basis for 
this application to receive approval. 

• MPC and residents had been caught on hop by this late approach and should not 
have been – Cllr Bartlett could have been more open. 

• Recognise the cost of housing locally but distrusting and skeptical that truly 
affordable housing could be delivered by this proposal.  Considered unlikely that a 
development of 100% affordable housing will happen. 

• Important to meet with Richborough early to get best opportunity to influence. 

• Shares view that companies of this type don’t necessarily do what they say they 
will. 

• Make sure any planning process is properly adhered to and commitments are 
binding. 

• Chairman noted that Richborough’s business practice is apparently to get 
planning permission and then sell the land to another developer. 

• People who are born and bred here cannot afford to live here. 

• Major concern about a large number of properties feeding on to the A429 on Stow 
Hill, when Highways had closed access to Maugersbury because of the danger.  
(A number of people echoed this concern.) 

• Infrastructure issues a concern – there is already pressure on school and surgery. 

• Concern about erosion of green space between Stow and Maugersbury and the 
precedent it could set.  Expert advice should be sought. (Several residents shared 
this concern.) 

• Cllr Moor observed that companies like Richborough have a business model of 
going to appeal.  They will negotiate for as long as they think it’s worthwhile.  This 
proposal appears to be based on field boundaries rather than identified housing 
need. 

• If it goes ahead there may be facilities we could ask for.  Suggestion that MPC 
could receive 15% of any Community Infrastructure Levy that applies. 

• View that there are bigger considerations at stake than possible CIL benefits. 

• Cllr Totham said it needed to be looked at in context of the Local Plan and the 
information behind it.  MPC did not have sufficient expertise to do that properly. 

• Chairman noted it was clear that more information was needed in order to pursue 
a meeting with Richborough.   

ii. It was unanimously agreed to appoint a planning consultant to advise on CDC 
planning policies and any planning application from Richborough Estates (proposed 
Cllr Totham, seconded Cllr Webb). 

iii. It was unanimously agreed to set up an initial budget of £1000 from General 
Reserves for fees and costs arising from the above (proposed Cllr Totham, seconded 
Cllr Webb). 

iv. It was unanimously agreed to accept Richborough’s invitation to meet MPC, but only 
after requesting and receiving further information from them prior to meeting 
(proposed Cr Totham, seconded Cllr Webb). 

v. There were further comments from residents expressing a preference for a smaller 
piece of land to be acquired within the Local plan development area and used to 
provide 100% affordable housing in perpetuity via an appropriate charitable 
organisation.  Cllr Scarsbrook said that Stow Town Council was looking around, and 
that the Community Land Trust had access to funding. 

Cllr Moor left the meeting at 7.50pm. 

vi. A resident asked whether there was an opportunity to include any residents with 
appropriate skills and experience in the meeting with Richborough. 
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vii. A resident proposed a vote of thanks to MPC for all its work and clear thinking in 
response to Richborough’s approach, and it was endorsed by other residents present. 

13. Correspondence for information: Clerk reported that there were no significant items of 
correspondence. 

14. Date of next meeting: Monday 3rd December 2018 – at St Edward’s Church Rooms. 

Meeting closed at 7.55pm. 

 


