CHERWELL DISTRICT COUNCIL

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

Appeal by University of Oxford against the decision of Cherwell District Council to refuse planning permission for the widening and extension of the southern access road to Begbroke Science Park, including highway junction alterations and associated works at Begbroke Science Park and on OS parcels OS0004 and 0028 adjacent to Woodstock Road and Sandy Lane, Yarnton.  
	Appellant
	:
	University of Oxford  


	Appeal Site
	:
	Begroke Science Park Access Road And Land Including Part OS 0004 And OS 0028 Adjacent To Woodstock Road Yarnton Oxfordshire  


	Appellant’s Agent
	:
	Thomas Ashley, Turnberry Consulting, 91-93 Maddox Street, London, W1S 2PD  


	LPA Reference
	:
	08/00899/F  


	Planning Inspectorate Reference
	:
	APP/C3105/A09/2095056  



COMMENTS ON THE APPELLANT’S STATEMENT OF CASE

1
Page 6 – 01/00622/OUT approved subject to legal agreement concerning green travel 


arrangements, business occupancy restrictions and off site highway works including 


pedestrian crossing on A44. Application remains live. Most latterly held off taking action 


to resolve matter of non-completion of legal agreement to consider this application/


appeal.

2
Page 6 – 01/01872/OUT It is considered that it is likely that this permission could be 

granted again as previously permitted.

3       Page 8 – Contrary to the comments concerning footpaths on Sandy Lane, there is a
complete footway from the existing access road to the Science Park to the A44 – 

albeit that it changes sides of the road at one point.

4       Page 9 – It is not explained whether the intention is to make the new road an adopted 

highway. The LPA has assumed that it is as there would be no physical restrictions 

upon its use. It is possible that the Highway Authority will require at least the junction to be illuminated.

5       Page 10 – Clearly the appellants are in breach of the condition attached to the interim 

consent. The LPA has been tolerant in not taking enforcement action from June 2006
to date whilst consideration was given by the appellants as to how to tackle that problem. Clearly this matter cannot be allowed to continue without some action being taken to address the issue by either the appellant or the LPA.

6      Page 11 – Little information has been tendered by the appellant about “the University 

was not able to procure the land on the original alignment.” This land is believed to be        owned by a University college. No information is provided as to whether reasonable  endeavours have been made with respect to the acquisition of this route.

7      Pages 12/13 – Openness- visibility of the new roadway from Woodstock Road will be 

     available along the alignment of the road from the junction.

8      Page 14 – In terms of affect upon the purposes of including land in the Green Belt,

           the addition of over 6,600m2 of hard surface is considered to represent encroachment.
9      Page 21 – The North Warwickshire BC case referred to is considered to be directly 
     relevant. Whilst it is obviously desirable to afford the Science Park with a new access,

     it is only achievable on the appeal site with significant effects to Green Belt policy, and in 

     the LPA’s opinion the original route has significantly less impact upon the openness,

     objectives/purposes of the Green Belt.

10      Page 25 – With regards to Sandy Lane the appellant includes a mis-print that occurred

           In the Committee report. The word “above” in the 3rd line should have read “the closure”
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