
 
 

 
 
Report of: Area Coordinator                                                           
 
To: Executive Board    
 
Date:  25th February 2008           Item No:     

 
Title of Report : Peers School – County Council Consultation on Land 
Disposal   

 
 

 
Summary and Recommendations

Purpose of report: To advise the Executive Board that the County Council is 
asking for the City Council’s comments on proposals to dispose of land on the 
Peers School site.        
 
Key decision: No 
 
Portfolio Holder: Councillor John Goddard 
 
Scrutiny Responsibility: Environment and Community  
 
Ward(s) affected: Rose Hill and Iffley, Littlemore, Blackbird Leys, Northfield 
Brook 
 
Report Approved by 
Portfolio Holder: Councillor Goddard 
Legal: Jeremy Thomas 
Finance: Andy Collett 
Strategic Director: Michael Crofton Briggs 
 
Policy Framework: Oxford Local Plan 
 
Recommendation(s):   
The Executive Board is recommended to comment on the County Council’s 
proposal to dispose of the land on the Peers School site, particularly as it 
relates to education provision and community and sports club use of the site 
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x
Name of Strategic Director or Business Manager

x
Name of Committee

x
Date of meeting

emace
Field to be completed by Committee Services

x
Title of report

x
To.... (insert one or two sentences explaining what the report seeks to achieve)


x
Yes/No – only applicable to Executive functions.  Say if not applicable.
In financial terms a key decision is one that is likely to result in the Council incurring expenditure or the making of savings that are significant with regard to the Council's budget for the related service or function.
The guidance figures for significant items in financial terms are £150,000 for General Fund or £200,000 for Housing Revenue Account. In more general terms a key decision is one that is likely to be significant in terms of its effect on communities living in an area comprising two or more Wards in the Council's area


x
Only applicable to Executive functions - there may be more than one.  Say if not applicable.


x
Identify which of the scrutiny committees has this function within its terms of reference – there may be more than one.

x
There may be more than one.

emace
Name the officers who have approved the report prior to publication.

emace
Enter name once approved

emace
Enter name once approved

emace
Enter name once approved

emace
Enter name once approved OR delete if report in name of Strategic Director

x
Identify the parts or sections of any plans or strategies adopted by the Council which the report either implements or is consistent with.  If there is no such policy or strategy say there is none.


x
These should be clear and concise and be identical to those at the end of the report. They should capture all the decisions the report author wishes the minute to reflect.  Authors should not “seek members’ views” but recommend a definite course of action.



1. BACKGROUND 
 
The County Council is working with partners to establish a new Academy at 
the Peers School site in Littlemore. The proposed development will require 
the demolition of all the current buildings on site, and a new site layout. In 
order to part fund the development, the County Council propose to sell a strip 
of 1.2ha of land along the western boundary for residential development, as 
shown on the attached plan, in appendix 1. 
 
The proposed disposal site includes buildings, hard plays areas and grassed 
areas, some of which are considered to be playing fields, and the consent of 
the Secretary of State will therefore be required. Although specified 
Government standards for schools do not apply to Academies, extensive 
consultation is still required over the disposal of former playing fields. 
 
2. CONSULTATION 
 
The County Council are asking for the City Council’s comments on the land 
disposal in relation to its impact on education, community use, including 
sports clubs eg Littlemore Rugby Club. This consultation does not relate to 
the planning application process, nor does it relate to their obligation to 
contact the Council as an adjoining landowner.  These consultations will be 
carried out separately. 
 
3. Additional Information  
 
The City Council owns adjacent land to the north and west of the proposed 
disposal land. If access to this land for houses comes from the north or west 
(the most obvious direction) the City Council should receive a capital receipt 
or other appropriate consideration as such access would need to cross its 
land. 
 
The northern most quarter of the proposed disposal land is allocated as open 
air sports facilities under policy SR2 in the Adopted Oxford Local Plan.  The 
policy seeks to protect such use from loss. Where this is unavoidable the City 
Council is able to negotiate to secure an appropriate improvement of its 
existing recreation facilities or new replacement facilities in the vicinity.   
 
 
4. VIEWS OF THE SOUTH EAST AREA COMMITTEE 
 
The consultation was considered by the SEAC on 4th February. It resolved (in 
draft):  
 
 

(1) That the Area Committee did not support the proposal for housing 
on this site, as there was already little open space within the area; 
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(2) To ask the Area Co-ordinator to investigate a previous land use 
survey to ascertain what proportion of land in the area could be 
defined as “open space”; 

 
(3) To note that the sale of this piece of land was not in support of the 

Peers Academy, as stated in a letter from Mouchel, but was to 
support the redevelopment of Mabel Pritchard School; 

 
(4) That there was a right of way across the proposed housing site, 

and this should be preserved; 
 
(5) To ask the Area Co-ordinator to pass on the above views to 

Oxfordshire County Council. 
 
5. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The Executive Board is recommended to comment on the County Council’s 
proposal to dispose of the land on the Peers School site, particularly as it 
relates to education provision and community and sports club use of the site.  
 
In particular the Executive Board is asked whether it agrees in whole or in part 
with the views of the SEAC.  
 
 
Appendices 
Appendix 1 – Letter from Mouchel (including a plan) 
Appendix 2 – Report submitted to Oxfordshire County Council’s Cabinet 
 
 
 
Name and contact details of author:  
Fergus Lapage and    Michael Crofton Briggs 
Tel. 01865 252249    01865 252360 
E Mail flapage@oxford.gov.uk  mcrofton-briggs@oxford.gov.uk 
 
Background papers: None. 
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x
Name, telephone number and email

x
These are any documents relied upon or drawn from in writing the report. If that document is already in the public domain (e.g. legislation, government guidance or a previously published committee report) they do not need to be listed here. Say if there are no background papers.



