From: Public Access DC Comments 
Sent: 13 September 2016 13:37
To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 16/01645/F

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 1:37 PM on 13 Sep 2016 from Mr Donald Mccoll.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	Land East Of Bridge House And 2 The Villas Main Street Wendlebury 

	Proposal:
	Erection of 2 No detached dwellings with garages - re-submission of 15/00252/F 

	Case Officer:
	James Kirkham 

	Click for further information


	Customer Details

	Name:
	Mr Donald Mccoll

	Address:
	3 Farriers Mead, Wendlebury, Bicester OX25 2QB


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	Neighbour

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	13th September 2016

Planning Application 16/01645/F

The erection of No 2 Detached Houses with Garages by Mr S Castle.

Dear Sir,

We write in connection with the above planning application. We have examined the plans and we know the site well. We wish to strongly object to these houses in this field.

Wendlebury is a small village where development proposals should be considered very carefully. Using this field for building houses could ruin the character of the village.

1. The positioning of the proposed houses would clearly intrude on our privacy. We have two bedroom windows and a dining room window on the side of our property that could be overlooked if this planning was approved.

2. The proposed development is on land designated agricultural land. Allowing such a development to go ahead would surely open the flood gates to all of the surrounding farm land.

3. The proposer clearly states that they do not know when the land was last used for agricultural purposes and yet states the land is clear of pesticides. How is this possible?

4. The proposed development would add to the serious problems Wendlebury experiences with severe flooding. Additional properties would impose a greater load on the currently overstretched drainage system, whilst reducing the area of existing drainage soak-away. 

5. One of the reasons for the building of two properties is to provide security for one horse and stables. This does not make any sense. The stables are in full view of numbers 1 and 2 The Villas. The occupants of these properties are both close relations of the proposer. Also both of these houses have an uninterrupted view of the stables. If due to some strange set of circumstances planning permission is granted then the occupancy of the two properties should be restricted to those directly responsible for the security of the stables and the one horse. Sale of either property should also be subject to the same conditions for a set period of time.

6. We are also very concerned with the future of the mature trees that will be affected by the proposed development. The building of two large properties and associated garages and hard-standings would surely have an adverse affect on the tree root system. Conversely the removal/damage of these trees could also adversely affect the overtaxed ground drainage system in Wendlebury.

7. The majority of the houses in the vicinity of the proposed properties have good sized gardens. The proposed development on this field would appear to be an overdevelopment and resembles a 'garden grab' development. Thus the proposed development would not be in sympathy with the surrounding established properties.

8. The road infrastructure around and through Wendlebury is already poor. If we now add the traffic created by the recently renovated public house with its proposed hotel rooms to the additional traffic that would be generated by two 4 bed roomed houses we can clearly see traffic problems becoming worse.

9. The houses immediately in front of the proposed development are either two/three bedroomed semi-detached houses or bungalows, making the proposed large new-builds out of character and thus detrimental to the existing properties.

Mr & Mrs McColl


