The Brambles,
Claydon,
Banbury,

0X17 1EZ

20- October 2020

Cherwell District Council,

Dear sirs,

20/02446/F: Glebe Farm, Boddington Road, Claydon.

Claydon with Clattercote Parish Council I ebject to this proposal for the following reasons:
1. The scale of the development.

In a rural area of North Oxfordshire the size and scale of this development is wholly
inappropriate. The documentation provided to you as the planners is difficult to access but it
appears to be a marina with berths for ¢.240 boats.

The reduction of the number of moorings is noted in the amended plans from the original but
the scale of the proposed development is disproportionate for the area. The size of the pound
and the moorings appears to be greater than the size of the whole of Claydon village. This is
not appropriate, or in keeping with the quality of the environment of north Oxfordshire.

2. Traffic issues

The number of moorings in the proposal will still create a significant increase in general traffic
volume on the local network. The Parish Council are concerned about the impact this will
have on the roads in the village which already have issues with large vehicles attempting to
drive through the village and getting stuck. On the Fenny Compton Road large vehicles ignore
the weight limit on the railway bridge which has resulted in damage to the bridge. These
issues have been raised numerous times with the County and District Councilors and they are
looking into the different options to try to alleviate this. Clearly adding such a large
development to the area will be counterproductive.

There are several roads into Claydon, but there are three narrow lanes into the village with
limited passing places, particularly those closest to the proposed development. One of these
passing places is a parishioner’s driveway which we do not believe should be considered a
passing place as it is their land and they have every right to block this space should they wish,
therefore the long term availability of this passing place is not guaranteed. Another passing
place is not an official passing place and has been created over time by vehicles having to pull



over to the left before the bridge when leaving the village to allow enough room for vehicles
coming into the village over the bridge to pass. This ‘passing place’ is regularly used by
fishermen as a parking space therefore is not available as a passing space for most of the year.

3. Safety issues for road users

The road is so narrow it is difficult for cyclists to pass cars travelling in the opposite direction
so the road is clearly not wide enough to accommodate the additional traffic that would be
created by this application. As a regular cyclist I am very much aware of the current issues of
mixing cards and cyclists on narrow roads. | have in fact been knocked over by a car driver
who did not allow enough room when passing. He did not strike me but I am a careful cyclist
and had left as much room as | could.

The ‘proposed access arrangement with visibility splays’ document states that the width of the
track is 2.4m whereas in the Transport Statement (pg 6, paragraph 3.1) it states that the track is
3m wide. We have measured the width at various points of the track and believe it to be 2.75m
wide.

The proposal shows a new entrance being created for the use of construction vehicles and
marina users. We do not see why an additional entrance is required when the existing farm has
an entrance which is suitable for use by vehicles (Please see photo below of existing entrance).

4. Stress on local services

I would like also to echo the concern of the local GP, Dr Barry Tucker, about residential use
of moorings. The recently developed Cropredy Marina has led to an increase in registrations
at the GP practice, and reportedly to the increase in roll of the village school. These are
strongly indicative of residential not leisure users.

The planning consent for the Cropredy marina stated that people cannot reside in the
moorings, yet they do so. There seems little enforcement of the conditions attached to
planning applications here. We do not wish further strain to be placed on local services by
further developments along the canal. The services are under particular strain for reasons of
diminishing budgets. | do not have faith the Cherwell DC are able to enforce restrictions on
residential use. Hence | object for this reason as well.

5. Wildliffe

| am a keen bird watcher and have been resident in Claydon for more than 10 years. There has
been an increase in the avian biodiversity according to my experience. There are a number of
birds on this stretch of canal, which are not common locally.

In particular there have been breeding pairs of
1. Tawny Owls close nearby, that feed in the proposed development Area
2. | have also seen Barn Owils in the area of the development for the last two years after a
break of 9 years



3. Kingfisher breed nearby the bridge on the Boddington-Claydon road
4. Ravens in the old house which is right by the canal and the development.
5. And we have regular sitings of otters

All of these species are susceptable to disturbance. None of these are nationally exceptional
but all are unusual for this part of Cherwell. With so many threats to wildlife in Oxfordshire
this information should be taken into account. These birds will not simply move elsewhere.
Once the breeding site has been disturbed or damaged the species will be lost.

6. Other related issues.

Although we hope that the application will not be approved, if it is approved we believe the
following will be required to remedy the problems caused to the local roads:

1

That the Lower Boddington Road would be properly surveyed, its structure analysed and its
capacity examined and repaired and/or reconstructed where necessary to take the up-to-date
predicted usage by all forms of traffic during and after construction for a period of five years.
That the route of the construction traffic through the applicants’ farm be appraised as to its
suitability as the permanent route of all transport and other traffic to and from the marina,
thus making sure that conflicts with pedestrians and vehicles on the Lower Boddington Road
are avoided and that Claydon is not on the exit route from the marina.

If that is not agreed by the applicants, that safe routes then will be provided for pedestrians
and cyclists. The applicant also will ensure that all marina residents and travellers will give
priority, and give way, to pedestrians and cyclists on the Lower Boddington Road.

That all routes into and through Claydon will be inspected for their suitability for the passage
of whatever vehicles will be used to construct and supply and maintain the marina. Where
unsuitable, the applicants will ensure that vehicle sizes will be modified to ensure no risk of
damage, etc. to people or property will occur. Where this is not possible, or damage or injury
occurs, relevant compensation will be payable firstly to the Parish Council or then as relevant.
Where amendments to the roads within Claydon or a structure, property or service is
unavoidably altered, compensation will be sought to carry out any necessary works, etc. The
applicant will therefore carry public liability insurance as agreed with the local authority.

We would also like to highlight the following points:

Planning permission has been approved for an extension to the nearby Cropredy Marina.
There is a considerable oversupply of moorings in the central Midlands so we do not believe
there is a need/demand for further moorings in this area.

The parish council cannot see any benefit to the community, particularly as the application
states that the public will not be allowed access to the marina. If the application is approved
we believe that the following conditions should be included to provide some small benefit to
the parishioners:

1.

That the applicants and any subsequent owners of the farm and marina in their entirety will
agree to free public access to the marina by residents of Claydon. They will also confirm
compliance to this free access in the future by the owners and any subsequent owners of the



marina, its buildings, facilities, etc., and that any security requirements made for the marina
residents, employees, etc. do not affect the rights of the people of Claydon when visiting the
site.

2. That the proposed footpath that is to connect with PROW 170/6/20 will be maintained in
perpetuity for use by local walkers, etc. and by villagers from Claydon.

3. Some funding should be provided to the parish to allow the creation of a village hall
(potentially by conversion of an existing building within the parish) with suitable facilities for
disabled access which the village currently lacks.

The proposal is detrimental to the setting, character and appearance of the canal conservation
area. Claydon is currently a very rural village with no street lighting. There will of course be a
need for lighting at the proposed marina which will create light pollution and will dramatically
change the character of the area. Also, with the lack of street lighting in Claydon and there
being only one footpath in the village, the additional traffic will increase the danger posed to
parishioners walking in the village as in most places they have to walk on grass verges or on
the road which is particularly dangerous at night time. Should the application be approved we
ask that the following be included as a condition:

1. That all lighting will be designed to ensure that the dark night sky of this area is not affected
and that all lighting that is not required for safety will be extinguished by a time agreed with
the local authority, appropriate to the relevant season.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs Frederica Bull



