


5. Where would any run off or effluent from such building and processes be drained 

and could this have impact on the water drainage or overspill from the nearby pond 

which collects from the fields above and has an underground outlet onto other 

properties below?

6. Should any planning permission be granted by Cherwell DC, could the building be 

reduced in size and particularly in height so that it does not have such an impact on 

the visual beauty and grandeur of the wood and trees, many of which are splendid 

Scots Pine trees, and a visible landmark from miles around as well from the footpath 

walks that cross the field, especially on the descent towards the village of Epwell.    

[Footpaths Sibford Gower 348/16 and 348/17 both cross this field and 348/11 is a 

Bridleway above the adjoining field.]   All these footpaths wholly or in part overlook 

Spring Field and are frequently used by many Epwellians and by longer distance 

walkers who value the unspoilt nature of this landscape.

7. Should planning permission by any chance be considered, could there be landscaping 

and planting to deflect the impact of any such building from a distance, which over 

time would create space for fauna and flora.

8. Where will the utilities enter the property and with what impact, it seems unlikely 

that they will not be required, and where for instance would water for the processes

be obtained from?

In conclusion our comments are to formally object.   If this application should be

approved it needs to be with conditions to secure the future.

Yours sincerely, Allison Pollard, [Footpath Warden] & Charles Pollard


