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BYFIELD  PARISH  COUNCIL  
 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COUNCIL  
held on  

MONDAY 13 JANUARY 2020 in BYFIELD VILLAGE HALL  
at 8.00pm                                                                                                                     

 
PRESENT  Cllrs J Gillic (Chairman), Mrs S Boddington, M Buckley, Mrs S Davis,                           
Mrs B Ridyard, S Crowshaw and M Taylor.                                                                                                                            
Also present – District Cllr Frost and between 27 and 40 parishioners from Byfield and 
surrounding villages (not all signed the attendance register)    
 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE were accepted from Cllrs Clark and Shepherd.    
 
1. Declaration of disclosable pecuniary interests.   None  
 
2.  PLANNING MATTERS   
a)  DDC Application – DA/2017/0826 amended – outline application for new Medical Centre 
and residential housing development on land to the south of Woodford Road.   
 
The Chairman introduced himself and explained the procedure for the meeting.  He reminded 
all present that this was a meeting of the Council held in public and not a public meeting.  
There would be an opportunity for members of the public to speak about the items under 
discussion and to ask questions.  He reminded those present that they could only speak once 
and would be limited to 3 minutes. He reminded anyone wishing to speak that they should 
give their name and say at least which village they were from.                                                            
The only items for consideration were further amendments to the application in relation to 
changes to the highways in response to objections by County Highways –  these were  
 

• Proposed changes to the roads at the Fiveways junction  

• Moving the access road to the proposed medical centre and housing development 
further east along Woodford Road 

• Changes to the location of the proposed bus layby and replacement bus shelter on 
the south side of Woodford Road – moving further west.  

 
The Chairman explained that this was the 3rd change to the required Transport Plan.   
Notification of the amendment had only been received on 6th January with comments officially 
required by 20th January.  However, as the application was due to go before the DDC 
Planning Committee on 15th January the Parish Council had been advised it would be best if 
its’ comments could be with the Case Officer no later than close of work on 14th January so 
they could be relayed to members of the Committee.   The Parish Council had been advised 
that it was not likely that the applicants would seek yet another extension of the consultation 
period and the application had at present to be determined by 31 January.  
 
Meeting closed for public comment/questions   
 
1.  A Byfield resident asked where the new access road to the site would be?  
The Chairman advised further east off Woodford Road, approximately opposite 22 Woodford 
Road.   
 
2.  Mr Boyle of Fessey Road Byfield advised that as a transport engineer he had analysed the 
figures produced by the consulting engineers in their models for traffic movements and found 
them to be somewhat lacking in clarity.  He queried the number and type of vehicles used in a 
census on which the projected models were based – not only the actual number and type of 
vehicle but also the use of a 7.5ton truck (the smallest truck available) to justify the creation of 
3 lanes on the Woodford Road at its junction with the A361 – two travelling west and one 
travelling east.  He advised that the Woodford Road takes a large number of full size HGVs to 
various business locations in Woodford Halse. To achieve this the newly created footway on 
the north side of Woodford Road and round onto Charwelton Road for the pedestrian crossing 
point would have to be removed in order to widen the road.                            
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The consultants had also used the smallest size refuse lorry in their modelling for access from 
the development onto Woodford Road.  He maintained the size of vehicles actually used by 
the District Council would not be able to leave the site without colliding with the proposed 
pedestrian island in the centre of Woodford Road.   And the proposed bus lay-by only catered 
for a small bus and not the full-size double deck used as school buses.   
 
3.  Mr Johnson of Woodford Halse felt the issue of the number and size of HGVs using 
Woodford Road was not an issue as there had been such vehicles in the past.  Also he did 
not see there would be a problem for refuse lorries as they seemed to cope in Woodford.          
He asked about the proposal for the traffic lights for the Fiveways junction.                                                                                               
The Chairman advised that the proposal to install traffic lights had been removed and 
replaced with the present ideas – County Highways advising that the majority of the cost of a 
traffic light system must be funded by the developers/applicants.   
 
4.  Mrs Middleton of Woodford Road said HGVs had been using the road for some time and 
she felt that a Medical Centre for the area was needed.   
 
5.  A resident of Woodford Road said she had for many years walked down to the village and 
not found it difficult to cross Woodford Road by the junction with the A361.   
 
6.  Mrs Hall of Church Street Byfield said she felt the proposed changes to the junction of 
Church Street with the A361 were detrimental and the existing system worked fine if used 
properly by drivers.  She also felt the proposal for 3 lanes on Woodford Road was not at all a 
good idea.   
 
7.  Mr Walden of Becketts Close suggested that perhaps one larger roundabout at Fiveways 
might be more beneficial.   
 
8.  Mrs Rymer a new resident of Woodford Halse said she felt that the traffic problems were 
not really a major issue and she too felt one single roundabout might be better.  
 
9.  A Church Street Byfield resident felt that traffic problems are an increasing issue at 
Fiveways with difficulty for those exiting from Church Street.  
 
10.  A resident of Little Preston asked if the Parish Council would be pursuing constructive 
solutions to allow the proposed development to go ahead? 
Cllr Gillic replied that the Council was open to comments but the Council’s main requirement 
was to consider the impact of the whole application – medical centre and housing 
development on the residents of Byfield.  
 
11.  A resident of Bell Lane, Byfield felt that the Council had been objective in its handling of 
the application.  He asked how it would be possible to safely cross the Woodford Road by foot 
to get to the proposed new medical centre.   
The Chairman told him there is a proposal for a pedestrian island in the centre of Woodford 
Road near to the proposed access to the whole site.  At one time there had been discussions 
about a suitable gradient footway from the proposed medical centre down beside the existing 
medical centre to Church Street.  This would need to be suitable for prams, buggies and 
wheelchairs.  It was not included in the present amendment.  He reminded the meeting that 
much of the existing and newly created footway on the north side of Woodford Road would 
disappear in the proposal to make 3 road lanes at the junction.  
 
12.  A resident of Woodford Road said she felt the number of large HGVs had increased in 
recent years and often mounted the footway at the junction with the A361 in order to turn in 
from the north (Daventry).   
 
There being no further questions or comments the Chairman re-opened the meeting so that 
Councillors could consider their comments to Daventry DC.   
The majority of members of the public left at this point with 6-8 remaining to hear the 
Council’s discussions and proposals for comments to DDC.   
 
The Chairman reminded Council that the proposal for the Woodford Road junction to create 
2 lanes from the east (Woodford direction) and one travelling towards Woodford would require 
the removal of most or all of the newly created footway on the north side of Woodford Road.  
This improvement, along with the pedestrian crossing point on Charwelton Road, had been 
made possible following pressure from Byfield PC for S106 money arising from the large  
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housing developments at Woodford Halse to be spent on improving pedestrian safety for, in 
particular, residents of the Dolls Hill area, as the continuing increase in housie building in 
Woodford Halse would result in even more traffic using Woodford Road and the Fiveways 
junction.    

 
The drawings for the proposal to make a left-hand lane and straight ahead/right turn lane at 
the Church Street junction with the A361 are not at all clear nor is it clear how much 
additional land on either side of Church Street would be required to allow for this or how it 
would be acquired.    
 
Cllr Crowshaw suggested Council should object as the proposals are not feasible and the 
projected modelling for the number of vehicles using the Fiveways junction is not accurate as 
it is based on a too small number of vehicle movements. Numbers of vehicles recorded on the 
Parish Council’s traffic monitoring device are higher than those used by the consultant 
engineers.  He would provide Council with the latest readings.                                              SC            
He assumed this amendment is to resolve the objections by County Highways and to make 
the costings less expensive than the previous scheme for traffic lights, for which County 
Highways were only able to offer a 10% of funding.  
  
The Chairman reported that someone had mentioned to him their concern about the pollution 
from the already existing standing traffic at Fiveways and a non-Byfield resident had 
suggested that the Parish Council might want to seek a postponement of the application 
going before the DDC Planning Committee so that further discussions might be had with the 
applicants.  He reminded members that Byfield PC had had a recent meeting with the 
applicants, at the request of the applicants.     
 
New site access off Woodford Road  It was considered this was still not in an ideal place 
and the proposed bus lay-by was not apparently long enough or fit for purpose.  There was 
concern for the safety of pupils crossing Woodford Road for school buses as the proposed 
pedestrian island is too close to the proposed site access road.    
 
The Chairman proposed that due to the lack of clarity, the many concerns about the 
Woodford Road/A361 junction proposals, the concerns about the location of the Woodford 
Road pedestrian island that Council should OBJECT to the amendment.  He felt that the 
whole proposal was somewhat rushed and it could have been gone about in a more 
consultative manner.  Seconded by Cllr Crowshaw and agreed by all.  
 
The Chairman would write and send off the decision email to the Case Officer.                    JG  
 
b)  Any urgent planning matters to be brought to the attention of the Council.  
None.   
 
 
There being no further business the meeting was closed at 9.15pm.  
 
 
 
 
 
Signed             
Chairman                February 2020  
=======================================================================   


