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6 August 2013

Dear Sir

Cala Homes Planning Application – Ref 13/01056/OUT
I wish to object to planning permission being granted to the above referenced development. The reasons for my objection are as follows:

· Caversfield is not identified as an area for development in the Bicester Town Plan or the emerging Cherwell Strategy, furthermore, the quota of houses required by the Government has now been met and the development is therefore unnecessary;

· The natural boundary for development has hitherto be the “ring road” around Bicester.  Although this has been breached by the ECO Village it should not set a precedent for creating urban sprawl into green land;

· Thames Water has refused permission to connect to its services until CALA has developed a suitable strategy.  TW has refused to tell me whether there are inherent problems with the system but have admitted that water pressure at c12psi is at the low end of the acceptable range.  It is unclear what impact a further 200 houses will have.  Approval to develop should not be granted until it is clear that an acceptable strategy can be implemented.

· CALA’s Flood Risk Assessment, whilst considered objective, is in error when stating there is no record of flooding in the area.  The stream from Caversfield House has flooded the B4100 several times; the lake itself regularly floods as does the field behind South Lodge.  The small stream that flows under Fringford Road adjacent to Bicknells Farm has also flooded.  The report only identifies peak flow rates and makes no attempt to identify volumes and whether the local drainage system can cope with persistent, heavy rainfall.  The impact on the wider area leading to the River Ray has not been assessed.  This risks the sort of flooding that occurred in Wendlebury due to miscalculations in design of Kingsmere.  Approval should not be given until convincing evidence is produced that the drainage system can cope.

· Fringford Road, Thompson Drive and Skimmingdish Lane are all used as “rat runs” by drivers from surrounding villages.  Access to the wider road network is difficult at peak times.  Speed limits are widely ignored and cycling, due to a lack of cycle paths, can be hazardous.  The lack of services and infrastructure in Caversfield means that most requirements have to be met by a car journey.  Also the volume of traffic has caused considerable damage to the road surface which has only been partially rectified by some limited resurfacing.

· Although Caversfield is a semi -rural area, the right of way to Bainton is the only practical access to open land.  This path is also widely used for dog walking by non-residents and is heavily fouled.  The South Lodge development will inevitably exacerbate this problem.

· Although the proposed development site has limited wildlife value it does provide habitat have a number of species under threat.  It is on the flight path for bats and this will be threatened by development.  The likely increase in the number of domestic cats will pose a further threat, especially to Caversfield House where the owners have invested heavily in the ecology.

· The proposal to build a shop will not fulfil all shopping needs but is likely to attract traffic from surrounding villages for small requirements such as newspapers which will increase the volume of traffic.

· Should extra houses still be required I would suggest that the MoD be put under pressure to rationalise its assets on Thompson Drive and dispose of many of the houses which have stood empty since the closure of RAF Upper Heyford.

I appreciate the need to build more houses but they need to be the right houses in the right place and this development does not provide that.

Yours faithfully

John Nevill
