Philip and Mary Bowles

Bridge Brook

Wendlebury

Oxon

OX25 2PW

Dear Sirs
Objection  to Your ref. 15/00252/F   Proposer S Castle and Mrs A Grant 

We were surprised to see a notification that planning permission had been applied for on land adjacent to our property as we had not received any information from yourselves and our privacy will be significantly affected by the proposal of plot 2.
My wife and I strongly object to the proposal of two properties being built for the reasons given below:

Access and Design Statement

Philosophy and approach
(statement) -  vacant piece of land situated between public house and existing housing development 

(objection) This development (Farriers Mead) was built on a brown field site. The two proposed houses will be built on agricultural land. (stated under Application section 14 -  existing use)

Wendlebury is currently a small village, with no paths or street lighting and a brook that runs through the area. If permission was given to these two properties it would set a precedent for other owners of agricultural land to apply for planning permission for many other properties. Flooding is an ongoing concern to the residents of Wendlebury.   More houses increase flooding issues and safety issues for villagers walking in the village as the main road is already used as a rat run to avoid junction 9 of the M40.

(statement)  Proposed houses being close to the stables and paddock will add security to the horse(s).

(objection) The proposers/owners of the stables and one horse currently live only a 3 minute walk away and regarding security, number 1 and 2 The Villas are lived in by the proposers father and uncle. Both these properties have a clear uninterrupted view of the stables/horse/paddocks at the rear of their gardens. 

Key Design Issues

(statement i) The houses are positioned not to overlook any existing properties

(objection) This is totally incorrect as the proposed position of property 2 will have windows looking onto our land, (and Dunsford *), and directly into our bungalow bedroom windows.  To demonstrate this I have taken photographs from our bedroom window and it clearly shows the area where proposed property 2 would be built and the impact it would have on our bungalow and privacy.

To make this clearer, we would welcome a site visit by your planning officer so that this can be seen by yourselves. (away on holiday until July 15th)

(statement vi) The mature Ash and Walnut trees on site would be retained.
(correction) For your information it is a mature Walnut tree near to the proposed garage for plot 2, not an Ash tree as stated on the site plan, please amend.

(objection) It is imperative that these trees are retained as should any development go ahead they will offer some amount of screening. They also have a significant benefit to wildlife and the environment.  Contact has been made with Jon Brewin of  CDC tree preservation who advised he had not been consulted regarding the proposal and will investigate further regarding an arboreal survey of the proposed site .  Please request his report. 

Recently the Red Lion also in Wendlebury had permission granted for rebuild of the public house, and the terms of planning application stated that no trees or hedgerow would be removed. Before 7am 16th April 2015, a mature poplar tree was felled totally ignoring the terms of planning permission. 

To prevent this happening to the Ash and Walnut trees which would spoil the character of the land and environment, I ask that a preservation order is put on the trees in this proposed development to protect them.

Application Section 17 – proposed housing

Application states  2 houses with 2 bedrooms 

(correction) If you refer to the first floor plans on both properties, you will see that both the proposed houses have 4 bedrooms. Once again the information on the application is incorrect and misleading. 

Site Plan

* An affected property has been omitted which is misleading.

(correction) If you refer to the site plan you should be aware that a property has been omitted. There is a 2 storey house called Dunsford and it will be overlooked losing privacy from the proposed development. The property is accessed from Farriers Mead and the rear garden runs down to the boundary of plot 2 where it states ‘existing Ash tree’ (should be Walnut tree.) This property will definitely be affected with loss of privacy by the proposed development again making the proposer’s statement  - ‘The houses are positioned not to overlook any existing properties’  incorrect .

We trust you will note our objections to this proposed development, most importantly change of use of land and our loss of privacy, and thereby turn down the application.

Yours faithfully

Philip and Mary Bowles

Current view from window 1 of our bedroom, 
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Current view from window 2 of our bedroom,

