Louie Memorial Playing Field – Redevelopment 

Public Consultation – 20th February 2010

Comments put in the Suggestion Box 
JK
Lower Copse area – North of concrete footpath.  This area needs careful managing by re-introducing hazel coppicing to open up areas on a regular basis by introducing light to encourage ground flora.

30/40 years ago there was evidence of edible dormouse in this area.  A combination of hazel and blackberry provides suitable habitat for them.  I am aware of a person competent to carry out this work.

No Name 

Given the extensive re-development of the upper field principally for the use of local residents, I believe it is only fair that the lower field be developed with local wildlife interest being of most importance.  Furthermore, any path must not be detrimental to wildlife and if paths are chosen then potentially less access should be given to the fen areas.

No Name
I believe that the wildlife is most important thing for the lower fields.  I would prefer if there was no path redevelopment to the lower field and that it was developed in the interest of wildlife mainly.  There is a lot of development already proposed for the upper field for human enjoyment and access.

VC
1. Thank you for giving us access to the plans and ideas you have for this area.  The form of consultation has enabled (fairly) clear views of the options.  However, the timing on a Saturday morning in half term will mean that some people will still be on holiday and also that those who work on a Saturday are unable to attend. I would suggest that a further (evening) opportunity needs to be given.

2. The proposal relating to the upper field has been arrived at in consultation with Matthew Arnold school pupils.  It is good to involve the local schools BUT a lot of the pupils there do not live in this area.  There has been no opportunity for young residents in this parish to have an input to the suggestions.  

3. The siting of a list of facilities in the upper field will only be a success if there is adequate supervision/policing. This needs to be discussed much more fully with local residents.  There is already a good deal of anti-social behaviour in the field especially in the summer with broken glass/underage drinking etc.  We have had no follow up to the meeting with the police last summer.

4. It is difficult to see how the provision of more substantial paths in the copse will be of benefit to the wildlife (having read all the reports) and it will undoubtedly lead to further vandalism/anti-social behaviour within the copse itself – an area which is extremely difficult to police.  I have personally put out fires in the copse on occasions in the summer months when young people have left them unattended.  It is also an attractive area for under age drinking.  Please let me know what the next phase in this consultation will be?  Not clear from today.

No Name 

I understand it is necessary to manage the fen area, having been convinced by Cllr Mr Lambert but please no new paths and urbanisation of the area!

No Name 

1. Not in favour of a path being constructed from Arnold’s Way down through copse.  I would prefer it to be left as it is. It’s a natural wild area and you expect it to be muddy and rutted.  Kids would ride down it.

2. Not in favour of trees round the Lower Field playing area, not round the car park, not along the edge of the top field.  There is a fabulous view out across the countryside which should be preserved for everyone to enjoy at lunchtime in summer people often sit in their cars enjoying the view whilst having their sandwiches.

3. Not in favour of trees/bushes around play area – this should be kept open for safety reasons.

4. Not in favour of trees along the houses in Cedar Road.  As a resident I enjoy the view and don’t want to worry about activity in the bushes.  And NO I don’t have a gate to the field.

No Name 

An interesting display.  Very valuable talks with experts on Lower Field area.  Would like conservation volunteers to have better leadership on how to deal with work they do – how to cut down trees, no burning etc.  I was sorry that they removed a perfectly good shelter built of natural material, blending in with the wood and causing no problems.  I would not like to see trees planted around the open side of the Lower Field or Top Field.  Look forward to next stage of planning.

LN
In answer to NC assertion that roe deer have already been lost due to clearance in the copse, a couple from Hurst Rise Road told me they saw one in the fen last week.

No Name 

Another meeting required.

DM
I think most proposals are constructive most importantly the paths through the copse area need to be made safer as they are extremely slippy in wet weather – the proposed chipping for example would be an improvement.

No Details 

Please leave the plum tree near the concrete path.

No Details 

There used to be a metal sign at the entrance to the lower field explaining the donation of the land by Mr Kingerlee in memory of his wife Louise.  Could information boards also explain this donation?

DB
5 a-side pitch should be full size and the surface should be appropriately recommended by ??  to suit all types of sports.

Trimtrail equipment (wooden) sometimes becomes unusable in winter times due to being very wet and slippy.

JW
I think the PC plan is an excellent one.  I often cut through on the concrete path to Cedar Road, and feel that the area is very sadly neglected.  I hope you succeed in your plans.

No Details

I though the set up and information provided was very good.  I really hope that some of the initiatives are implemented especially such facilities as the football pitch, trim trail, which would be excellent facilities for teenagers.  At the moment there is absolutely nothing for teenagers to do, this may also alleviate some of the anti-social behaviour found today.
JS
Yes to everything.  Brilliant for all ‘walks of life’ in Botley.

No Name
Thank you for a very informative exhibition.  Good luck with your proposals.

No Name
Let’s have another minuted meeting to discuss these issues.  There is too much information to take in.  No decisions should be made after this.

MS
No information until today.

MA
Sticking coloured bits of paper onto boards is not the way to consult residents in the area – more thought needs to be put into the mechanics of registering people’s wishes.
NB – I deeply resent the phrasing on the Council leaflet regarding “claimed” anti-social incidents as I spent the better part of Sunday night dealing with the police and a group of youths throwing things at my house.  To have the reality questioned is deeply offensive!

L?
Trim trail – yes in principle but no to wooden one’s very slippery in winter, cannot see them used for purpose.  Purpose built metal fitness trail would be good.  Tavistock (Devon) park has a fantastic fitness trail.

JS
Who else is interested in the little copse?  I’d like more trees like oaks, beech etc planted and I’m willing to contribute.

BF
Please note that the tarmac path from Cedar Road/Hutchcomb Road is the property of the Vale of White Horse.  Responsibility of this is therefore not parish council.  Repairs to sections of this path are necessary.

No Name
The most important point with regard to the copse is that the woodland is properly managed for the benefit of wild life and the vegetation – clearing some areas to enable wild flowers to grow would improve the pleasure of going there.

No Name
Please keep the Lower Field area as wild as possible.  There are very few public places in towns that have wild-ness and this is an important quality of life for people to be able to experience.

AP
Unfortunate that none of this information was provided in the circular delivered on 10 Feb, as was promised at PC meeting on 26 Nov.  

Copse – leave paths as they are – people use them at their own risk.  Some management of the wetland desirable.  NO trees along Arnold Way, keeping the open views to Port Meadow and Upper Heyford.  ? need for more seats.

Upper Field – keep the open view.  Put MUGA between existing tarmac and wall (don’t destroy them).  Refurbish skatebowl.  Wait for Lime Road development before doing cycle path – it may not be needed.  Are all these facilities needed with MA on one side and Brookes sports facilities on the other.

Why were only MA children asked about the facilities?  Why weren’t others e.g. scouts?  Have the local 5-a-side and basketball teams been asked if they would use the MUGA?  Kids on the whole like to do their own thing, not have it organised for them.
No Name
Please no trees along the Arnold’s Way line of the fields.  Please no bike route in the Upper Field.  Please no lights after dusk in the Upper or Lower Field.  Please no paths, walkways or benches in the woodland.

Sorry I forgot to say I want long grass at the edge of the wood on the longer field as per Dr Webb’s report.

ET
I was expecting to see that the area of unmanaged woodland below Hawthorn Rd and on the junction between Hutchcombe and Cedars Rd would be included in these discussions.  The fact that it is not gives us great cause for concern.

There is a vast array of information here to which it is difficult to respond with “yes” and “no” answers.  I think the complexity and implications do not lend themselves to this kind of exercise.


My main position here is of a new resident seeking information about what appears to be an extremely interesting area – and wishing to participate and volunteer.

The botanical, landscape and hydrological were most interesting to me but I appreciate the importance of the “social” developments and think it is of extreme importance to provide AND SERVICE areas of interest to the young.  I found the Q&A responses by the Parish Council patronising in the extreme!

No Name
The survey of MA school would include children who don’t live in the immediate areas.  Could it be arranged to include some local children.

No Name
Many people here are not parishioners.

(A number of the no name comments appear to be in the same handwriting).  
SKATEPARK

PC
I would like very much to be involved in the design and development of a new skate/BMX park if repairs on the current bowl are not possible.

PH
I would really like to be kept up to speed/involved with developments to the skatepark situation and would relish the opportunity to be on a committee for planning any future skatepark facilities.

No name
Would very much like to be involved in the making/planning of a new bowl.

No name 
Big bowl for more room. Nicer couping.  Big long wide BMX track so you don’t you up on turns and have more pump air and speed.  Plenty of street area like a bench etc.

CE 

Need of a large skatepark need to look at other skateparks and as much money put into the skatepark as can be raised.

No Name
B SK8A Friendly

No Name
I’m concerned about the site of the skatepark.  Is this not too close to the houses?  If you get rid of skatebowl this would be a better placement.

AM
Very well organised exhibition, well publicised too.  I’m impressed by the response and analysis of the questionnaire.  There are good reasons both for and against having a skatepark at the front of the field as shown, but in the meantime it would make sense to put the skatepark into good order while the plans are finalised.  Accidents are more likely if it’s left in its current state.  It’s a pity to undermine the good effects of this kind of public consultation by your angry response to criticism.

