From: publicaccess@cherwell-dc.gov.uk [mailto:publicaccess@cherwell-dc.gov.uk]

Sent: 15 July 2011 14:56

To: Public Access DC Comments; Paul Ihringer

Subject: PublicAccess for Planning - Application Comments (11/00114/F)

PublicAccess for Planning  - Application Comments (11/00114/F)

"Janice Kinory" 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 15/07/2011 14:55:59 from 

Application Summary

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

Application Number: 11/00114/F

Address:

Wincote

Cow Lane

Steeple Aston

Oxfordshire

OX25 4SG

Proposal:

Demolition in part of existing main house and outbuildings and the erection of a new residential dwelling

Case Officer:

Paul Ihringer

Customer Details

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

Name:

Janice Kinory

Address:

Barn Cottage

Paines Hill

Steeple Aston

Oxfordshire

OX25 4SQ

Customer objects to the Planning Application.

Comments:

Dear Sir/Madam,

I object to this proposal (refs: 11/00114/F and 11/00115/CAC) for the following reasons:

1. Impact on the character of the area:

This proposal impacts very negatively on the historic conservation core of Steeple Aston, which consists predominantly of very much smaller stone-built cottages. The proposed property is completely out-of-character, with monumental walls, a timber-and-glass facade and a flat roof. Under conservation policy for Steeple Aston, it should have failed the planning process before even getting to this stage. We have a CONSERVATION area (sic!) precisely to prevent this sort of negative development.

2. Conflict with official planning policies:

The proposed development does not exhibit the degree of sensitivity to the existing neighbourhood that is required for exception developments. It conflicts with conservation as embodied in the official planning policies. It proposes to tear down a perfectly good (definitely NOT "semi-derelict", as some imply!) heritage property and replace it with a completely new, vastly larger one made of alien materials. This is against the fundamental idea underpinning our CONSERVATION area (sic!). Moreover, ordinarily extensions are limited in percentage relative to the existing property. This proposal seeks to multiply the existing footprint by ca. 400-500% (!).

3. Visual impact and effect on the village:

The proposed development is completely out of scale with the neighbouring properties, and very much larger than the property it replaces. The visual impact is made even worse - VERY much worse! - by its proposed location closer to neighbouring properties and Cow Lane. The proposed property would be a prominent eyesore from the Grade II* Listed Rousham Eyecatcher, and from many local walks. It would impact very negatively indeed on heritage views of the village, including the Grade II* Listed church.

4. Effect on the natural environment, including trees:

Building the new large car park would result in the loss of historic apple trees, plus large areas of hedges. This is neither 'sustainability' nor 'conservation'. We have a CONSERVATION area (sic!) precisely to prevent this sort of negative development.

5. Noise and disturbance:

There would be massive disturbance during construction, with a huge earth-moving operation, and the potential for serious traffic issues along the narrow village streets. Noise of earth movement/landscaping will affect neighbouring properties, the school and the allotments. The current house and parking are completely hidden from Cow Lane, but the new development would place them within view of the street and properties on Cow Lane, with greater potential for disturbing the neighbourhood with noise, headlights and car-park lighting.

6. Traffic impact and highway safety:

This proposal, which includes 12 parking spaces, would lead to more traffic in the village, particularly along Cow Lane, which as its name implies is a narrow village street with no pavement that doubles as a public footpath. This lane is used by walkers (including children) and horse riders, and is also a farm access. Pedestrian safety would be compromised. The crossroads at the church is already very difficult to negotiate safely, as it gets heavily congested, during school start/end times and awkward to negotiate at the best of times.

I urge you to reject this proposed development, which would have a destructive effect on Steeple Aston's conservation area and beyond that on the whole village, for the reasons stated above.

PublicAccess for Planning.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.


