PublicAccess for Planning  - Application Comments (10/00294/DISC)

"Mr And Mrs Ron Glynn" has used the PublicAccess for Planning website to submit their comments on a Planning Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 19/10/2010 17:24:41

Application Summary

-------------------

Application Number: 10/00294/DISC

Address:

Land North East Of Oxford Road West Of Oxford Canal And East Of Bankside Banbury Oxfordshire

Proposal:

Discharge of condition 15 of 05/01337/OUT - Provision of Master Plan and Design Code

Case Officer:

Andrew Lewis

Customer Details

----------------

Name:

Mr And Mrs Ron Glynn

Address:

Crossways

Canal Lane

Bodicote

Oxfordshire

OX15 4AD

Customer objects to the Planning Application.

Comments:

My wife and I strongly object to the application on the following grounds:

Why is this development now called "Longford Park"?  And why is it referred to as "Longford Park, Banbury", when this development, apart from alongside the Canal, is in Bodicote?

Canal Lane - This is a private road.  The School and new houses front Canal Lane - this will inevitably lead to traffic using Canal Lane on a regular basis, despite the assertion that no vehicular access will be permitted, by putting in a couple of gates.  These will prove useless.  Gates will be continually left open and, in any case, what is to prevent anyone from opening the gates and driving in regardless?  What will happen if coaches are needed to bring children into the school or to take them on school trips, etc.?  Having spoken to Paul Drew (Architect) at the exhibition of the Design Code in Bodicote on 9 October, he has suggested using the new technology of rising bollards, to prevent vehicular entry by anyone except those who are legitimately entitled to drive along Canal Lane.

Being a private road and there needs to be some protection against people from the new houses parking there or using this road.  We have two requests:- That the new dwellings on both sides of the lane, currently shown as fronting onto Canal Lane be turned round, so that they are pointing away from Canal Lane and towards the new development.  This is more appropriate and will remove the temptation to use or park in Canal Lane.

That the hedges along Canal Lane which are to form a barrier between Canal Lane and the new houses be given protected status, so that new occupants cannot cut them down and further, that wire fencing be erected on both sides of these hedges to promote the idea of the hedges as a barrier to Canal Lane.

The School is situated in the wrong place. It should be closer to Banbury as It is unlikely that the school will be filled only by children from the new development.

School parking -  People driving their children to school from other locations will use the service road on the Oxford Road to park in whilst dropping their children off, or may even drive into Canal Lane and park.  Where is the parking for the school and how will people access it?  

Car parking for the new housing - where this is to be on-street, the street must be wide enough to allow easy access for emergency vehicles.

Further comments are:

P.18 - We object to the Oxford Road being designated as "Banbury".  These houses are all in Bodicote!

P.13 of the submission shows an area called "Haynesbridge" - we have never heard of this area.  Where has this name come from?

P.37 of the submission shows purple lines which are not identified in the key.  What do these lines designate?

P.10 - proposed tree and hedgerow planting/mitigation: it is difficult to see where it is intended this will go.  Certainly, the rear of all the existing housing on the Oxford Road must be well protected by trees.  In the original plans a ribbon of trees was to be planted to keep a good distance between the existing and new houses.  This is imperative, but appears to have disappeared from the plans!  These trees must form a barrier between the existing houses and the new development and must be protected by TPOs, so that the new home-owners cannot cut them down.

P.22 & 23 - Why is the character precedence of Deddington being considered?  It is acknowledged in the submission that Deddington is 7 km. away, so this is not relevant to the new development.

The play area near the sports area is well away from all the new housing, so that people cannot keep an eye on their children.  It is also near the roundabout and main roads, which is dangerous.  Parents are unlikely to permit their children to play so far from home.  Play areas should be integrated into the housing area.

Condition 14 makes reference to protecting Canal Lane as a rural footpath and bridleway.  Having the school halfway along Canal Lane will not achieve this aim, in fact, it will be contrary to this stated objective.

Suggested re-location of the school and Community Centre:  We believe it would be far better if the school were to be located where the sports area currently is, i.e. up at Bankside.  This would allow easy access on good roads, without the problem of people using Canal Lane, which is a private road.  The Community Centre would also be better located in this area.  We believe the original plans showed the school at Bankside.

P.72, the Community Engagement Process - Bodicote Parish Council, a key consultee, was given only a few days' notice of the exhibition held in Banbury in July 2010, not sufficient notice for many of the Councillors to get to the exhibition nor for the Parish Council to inform Bodicote residents that this was planned.  

The full 21 days consultation period for the Master Plan and Design Code was not given, as the relevant Conditions alluded to in the application were not put on the District Council's website until at least a week later.
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