
Thame Community Governance Review: we'd like 
your feedback 

 

1. Are you responding as:  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 
a resident within the 
parish 

  
 

50.00% 6 

2 
someone who works 
within the parish 

 0.00% 0 

3 
a business / organisation 
operating within the 
parish 

  
 

8.33% 1 

4 
a visitor or interested 
party 

 0.00% 0 

5 
a councillor (parish, 
district, county) 

  
 

16.67% 2 

6 
an officer (parish, district, 
county) 

  
 

25.00% 3 

7 Other (please specify):  0.00% 0 

 
answered 12 

skipped 0 

Other (please specify): (0) 

No answers found. 

 

2. If you are responding as a business / organisation, council or body please provide 
its name:  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 5 

1 Thame Town Council. SODC 

2 Great Haseley Parish Council, Oxfordshire 

3 Thame Town Council 

4 Thame Town Council 

5 Great Haseley Parish Council 
 

 
answered 5 

skipped 7 
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3. To help us analyse responses, please provide your full postcode (e.g. RG9 1XX)  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 11 

 
answered 11 

skipped 1 

 
 

4. Which proposal would you like to comment on: Tick all that apply.  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 

Make no change to the 
boundary between 
Thame Parish and Great 
Haseley Parish 

  
 

58.33% 7 

2 

Amend the ward 
boundary between 
Thame North and Thame 
South wards so that there 
is a more equal 
representation 

  
 

66.67% 8 

 
answered 12 

skipped 0 
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5. How far do you support or oppose the proposal to make no change to the boundary 
between Thame Parish and Great Haseley Parish?  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Strongly support   
 

33.33% 2 

2 Tend to support  0.00% 0 

3 Neither support or oppose  0.00% 0 

4 Tend to oppose  0.00% 0 

5 Strongly oppose   
 

66.67% 4 

6 Not sure  0.00% 0 

7 I don't have a view  0.00% 0 

 
answered 6 

skipped 6 

 

6. If you have any comments to support or oppose the proposal, please provide them 
below:  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 5 

1 The boundaryu was set in 1972 to the outskirts of Thame, without reference to the historic boundary. 
Development is now taking place within the area which Thame has no control over, but has great 
effect on the Town. This would restore the historic boundary and bring any proposed develoment in 
the envelope for Thame. This area is so far remote from Great Haseley, and across the M40, that 
they have little concern for it apart from any monetary interests. 

2 The business park at the edge of Thame now extends beyond the town boundary and further along 
Rycote Lane. In addition, the Thame Farmers Mart has planning permission to move to the area just 
next to the business park. This historic cattle market has been located in Thame since it was founded 
and has been running continuously for hundreds of years. It's important to the people of Thame and to 
the Town Council to retain this connection. The cattle market has no connection with Great Haseley, 
nor have Great Haseley Parish Council indicated any interest in taking over the relationship with 
Thame Cattle Market from the town of Thame, at least to my knowledge. Moving the boundary to the 
first sharp bend in Rycote Lane brings the whole of the expanded business park together into one 
parish and also allows the cattle market to stay within the Thame parish boundary. There is no 
detrimental impact to the parish of Great Haseley. 

3 Housing Development of Thame towards the cross-hatched area, this has changed considerably in 
last 5 years and must be considered. 
Industrial/commerical development in the cross-hatched area is not rural so not suited to rural ward 
Proximity to Thame closer than Gt Haseley therefore needs influence of a town council. 
Close Proximity of cross-hatched area to Moreton which is in Thame parish. 

4 Thame Town Council maintains its original arguments in support of changing the parish boundary. In 
addition to this, Thame Town Council understands that Thame Cattle Market’s charter limits it to being 
held within the boundary of Thame, but the site it has permission for is currently within the parish of 
Great Haseley. 

5 Response below received via email.  
 
Great Haseley Parish Council wholeheartedly supports the revised draft proposals, agreed by the 
Community Governance and Electoral Issues Committee at its meeting held on 25 May 2022 to make 
no change to the requested boundary change between Great Haseley and Thame parishes. 
 
For completeness, please find below Great Haseley Parish Council’s (GHPC) response submitted 
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6. If you have any comments to support or oppose the proposal, please provide them 
below:  

previously. In Thame Town Council’s justification for the proposed boundary changes it states: 
 
• Thame’s Cattle Market, once relocated, would be within the Thame parish, rather than Great 
Haseley which would be the case with the current parish boundary. 
 
• GHPC counter that despite planning permission being granted no movement has been made to 
develop the site. Development may not take place at all thus there is no justification to move the 
boundary at the present time. Successful companies and organisations often outgrow their place of 
origin and move sites, keeping their corporate identity operating within different parishes, counties or 
countries without detrimental effect to their business or the local area. 
 
• Potential for Thame to have more influence over future development in this area if its 
Neighbourhood Plan area was also extended to include it. 
 
• GPHC counter that a draft agreement is in place (see second set of bullet points, page 2). 
 
• Within the proposed new parish boundary is a live Reserved Matters planning application for 
employment land that currently falls under the parish of Great Haseley. This would be dependent on / 
serve predominantly Thame’s facilities and people but Thame currently would not receive any support 
to manage the impact on its infrastructure. By moving the parish boundary, Thame would be eligible 
to receive developer contributions to offset the impact of the development on Thame’s infrastructure. 
 
• GHPC counter that the Reserved Matters application has now been approved and that the eligibility 
to receive developer contributions will be considered and shared to offset the impact the development 
will have on both parishes. 
 
The Parish Council reiterates that despite its largely rural character, Great Haseley Parish is in fact an 
interestingly varied area: 
 
• 252 houses in 4 village “centres” (Great Haseley, Little Haseley, Milton Common, North Weston) 
 
• 3 significant light industrial estates (Thame Road, Farol, Ariens) with other developments, principally 
changes of use from agricultural to light industrial or services 
 
• Development of planned and completed renewable energy farms 
 
• Predominantly agricultural land. 
 
This balance gives GHPC a range of different perspectives, and the need to respect the interests of a 
wide range of citizens, residents and commercial interests. 
 
We note that Thame Town Council proposes a change to its southern / our northern border to 
incorporate the new industrial estate north of Thame Road, and including the settlement of North 
Weston. We understand that the principal benefit to Thame Town Council would be to secure 
provision of ‘employment land’ in their neighbourhood plan above and beyond that allocated in the 
District Local Plan on the basis of evidence of need. This can be done through negotiation of 
Neighbourhood Plan boundaries as has already been agreed rather than hard parish boundary 
change, and this is indeed the position that GHPC agreed in principle to approve: 
 
• Negotiations were concluded between the two parties to agree that Thame should include the whole 
of the industrial estate for the purposes of its Neighbourhood Plan 
 
• And that in return, GHPC would agree a split of any s.106 and CIL money that might accrue. 
 
The reason that this was not finalised is that Thame Town Council informed GHPC that they needed 
to push on with their Neighbourhood Plan process and could not wait for GHPC to secure its own 
legal advice. 
 
Nevertheless, GHPC remains open to conclude the deal with regard to the Neighbourhood Plan 
boundaries should Thame Town Council wish to re-engage. 
 
However, the GHPC position in the consultation response from Thame is misrepresented and 
overstated. GHPC did not agree to a change in the Parish boundary, as the Thame response 
suggests – and we are happy to share the relevant paperwork relating to the draft agreement set out 
to above. 
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6. If you have any comments to support or oppose the proposal, please provide them 
below:  

 
Furthermore, GHPC would not, and does not, agree to redrawing the parish boundary for the 
following reasons: 
 
Planning 
• Retaining a strong influence and planning responsibility for the industrial estates that form the 
boundary of the parish is, and remains, an important safeguard against over-development: our ability 
to protect and preserve that boundary if we lose that part of the parish is significantly weakened: we 
become simply a party to be consulted by Thame rather than a statutory consultee ourselves. 
 
• In particular, if Thame secure a change of boundary it could weaken our ability to resist ribbon 
development along the A418 and A329 within the area Thame wish to secure into their parish to 
increase their evidenced employment need. Great Haseley would argue that there are other 
development areas within the existing Thame parish that can be identified for commercial 
development but GHCP would not be a statutory consultee. 
 
• We have a very direct interest in such development, not least because of the significant increase in 
HGV traffic to service these estates – which, coming direct from the M40 to the industrial estates 
outside Thame has no impact on the centre of Thame itself, but will have a real impact on the A329, 
which is the only viable route into and out of the village, and is already being used as a “rat run” by 
heavy traffic to avoid Oxford. 
 
• SODC will already be aware of the problems of heavy traffic on this road: we share with our 
neighbours in Little Milton the desire for Oxfordshire County Council to act to reduce HGV traffic on 
this road, by imposing weight restrictions and enforcing 20mph speed limits: further industrial strip 
development will only increase it, but a change in parish boundaries will reduce GHPC’s role in 
commenting on any such proposals. 
 
Resources 
• The dwellings and residents of North Weston represent roughly 10% of our funding base. The loss 
of these properties, as well as the commercial development that is already underway, as agricultural 
building are converted to business use, significantly impacts on GHPC revenues and represents at 
least a 10% reduction in our direct funding. 
 
For these reasons, GHPC strongly argues that the redrawing of this boundary is unnecessary and 
inappropriate and should be resisted. 

 

 
answered 5 

skipped 7 

 

7. You can upload any supporting documents using the button below.  

File Type 
Average 

Size 
Files 

Uploaded 

.pdf 121392Kb 1 

To view the files uploaded, go into the individual results. 
answered 1 

skipped 11 

  
Please see Appendix for the supporting document uploaded. 
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12. Do you have any other comments that you would like to make on the Thame 
Community Governance Review 2022?  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 1 

1 regarding the settlement of North Weston, this could also be moved into the parish of Thame, as it has 
strong connections, both historic and geographic, with Thame and none with Great Haseley. For 
example there is no direct route by any road from Great Haseley to North Weston, only from Thame. 

 

 
answered 1 

skipped 11 
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