Cherwell District Council – Delegated Report


	Application No:
	Case Officer:
	Site Visited:

	12/00221/F
	Andrew Lewis
	3.4.2012


Site Address: Heyford Park Camp Road Upper Heyford

Proposal: Change of use of land on northern runway for Police driver training

Site Description & Proposal

The application site for this proposal is on part of the former USAF Upper Heyford base, specifically on the flying field in the character area 1B-the Central Plateau (Conservation Area Appraisal 2006). The wider area is characterised by the open, plateau-top landscape dominated by meadow grassland and hard surfaces punctuated by the airfield buildings. The ‘raison d’etre’ of the airbase is defined by the runways first constructed in the 1940s. The ‘top-of-the-world’ openness of this section of the flying field imbues the observer with a sense of isolation. The area is surrounded by HASs (Hardened Aircraft Shelters) and includes the listed Control Tower to the south. The CWS (County Wildlife Site) is located towards the eastern end of the area. 
The whole base is designated a Conservation Area. In analysis of the site, much of it is of national and even international significance.
Planning History

The site has a relevant planning history dating back to 1995 when following the vacation of the base by the USAAF the police used different parts of the site for training and other purposes including the use of the northern runway for driver training.

Development Control Applications (DC)

	Application Reference
	Development
	Status
	Open Date / Closed Date


	00/01863/F
	Continued use of building and land for training purposes, comprising of Police Driving School, Public Order Department and Dog Section. (Renewal of 98/01540/F)
	PER
	7 September 2000 / 6 November 2000 


	01/01553/F
	Continued use of building and land for training purposes, comprising of Police Driving School, Public Order Department and Dog Section. (Renewal of 00/01863/F)
	PER
	27 July 2001 / 21 September 2001 


	02/02028/F
	Continued use of building and land for training purposes, comprising of Police Driving School, public order department and dog section. (Renewal of 01/01553/F).
	PER
	19 September 2002 / 27 November 2002 


	95/00815/F
	Change of use to land for the continued use of police driving school together with dog training section and public order training.
	PER
	18 May 1995 / 3 July 1995 


	97/00016/F
	Change of use of building and land to training of the driving school, public order and dog section.
	PER
	23 December 1996 / 3 March 1997 


	98/01540/F
	Continued use of building and land for training purposes, comprising of Police Driving School, Public Order Department and Dog Section
	PER
	27 August 1998 / 6 November 1998 


	03/02056/F
	Renewal of Planning Permission 02/02028/F for continued use of building and land for police training (public order and driving) and dog section
	PER
	30 September 2003 / 27 January 2004 


	05/00097/F
	Renewal of Planning Permission 03/02056/F - Retention of use of building and land for Police Training (Public Order and Driving) and Dog Section
	PER
	18 January 2005 / 17 May 2005 


	06/00973/F
	Renewal of 05/00097/F - Retention of use of building and land for Police Training (Public Order and Driving) and Dog Section
	PER
	16 May 2006 / 11 July 2006 


	07/00995/F
	Renewal of planning permission 06/00973/F - Retention of use of building and land for Police Training (Public Order and Driving) and Dog Section for a further period of 12 months
	PER
	17 May 2007 / 10 August 2007 


In January 2008 the following permission was granted, on appeal, for the whole of the former base site. Building 249 was specifically permitted for use by the police for training and thereafter as Class B2 or B8 (but not D1) uses.

	08/00716/OUT
	OUTLINE application for new settlement of 1075 dwellings, together with associated works and facilities including employment uses, community uses, school, playing fields and other physical and social infrastructure (as amended by plans and information received 26.06.08).
	Permission granted at appeal.
	 11 January 2010 


The runways and their use were not considered at the Inquiry. The authorised use of the northern runway by the police is still covered by the temporary permission granted in June 2009 for three years (ref 08/01429/F).
	08/01492/F
	Temporary change of use of building and land for Police Training (Public Order and Driving) and Dog Section
	PER
	16 June 2008 / 30 June 2009 


There is also a current, second application proposing use of the Nato runway for driver training (ref 12/00220/F).

Application Publicity & Comments

The application has been advertised in the local press and by site notice. No public comments have been received.

Consultations

· English Heritage-No objections

· Upper Heyford PC supports this application as being in the public interest.

· CDC-Head of Safer Communities- No complaints associated with this use. No objection.

· CDC-Conservation- The issue of harm to the character of the conservation area and setting of the nearby listed buildings is the main issue for the conservation team. The character of the site has not truly been defined, but its present stark and barran appearance is one that has been brought about by the discontinuation of military use by the USAAF, rather than the 'hustle and bustle' of an operational airfield. Therefore, that present character could be harmed by incremental acceleration of use of the wide open spaces, including but not restricted to the runways and large grassed areas. In this instance, the operation of high speed training and slow speed manoeuvres could be classed as harmful. However, TVP have been operating on the site for some time now, certainly during the time when the character was being assessed, and renewed temporary consents have not led to any physical harm being caused to the fabric of the conservation area. In addition to this, TVP are now established in this area and have put into the site a substantial amount of public money. The economic and logistic cost of relocation should be a consideration, together with the harm caused to the character of the conservation area.

If it is established that the character is the more open, stark and foreboding atmosphere of a now redundant coldwar airfield, which I believe it is, then I suggest that this use would be classed as less than substantial harm (i.e. not total loss of significance or demolition). Therefore, under NPPF s.134, this harm must be weighed against the public benefit brought about by the use by Thames Valley Police. I would argue that their use, combined with severely restricted and monitored hours of use, could be deemed as an exceptional circumstance, and of wider public benefit. 

Should officers decide that this use is less than substantial use, and the public benefit outweighs this harm, then I would suggest the following be considered as conditions:

· Restricted hours of use: Monday to Friday 9-5 as stipulated by the Design and Access Statement

· Restricted days of use for the NATO runway: maximum 20 days per year as stipulated by the Design and Access Statement

· Runways should not be used when the heritage tours are in operation (exact hours/days to be determined when the heritage centre is up and running)

· Runway damage to be reported to Dorchester Group immediately for repair and that area to be cordoned off until repaired

· No runways to be used unless public safety is guaranteed (e.g. removable notices erected, removable barriers erected)

· No signage to be erected relating to runway use without prior approval - schemes to be submitted and approved

· No items to be left out on the runways outside of agreed operating hours

· I would also advise that the TCP keep a strict log of when and for how long the runways are used, to ensure that the conditions are complied with, and that this log be available for Council inspection.
· County Council-Highway Authority-No objection

Relevant Policy

The following development plan policies are relevant to the consideration of this application;

· Saved Oxfordshire Structure Plan (OSP) Policy H2

· Cherwell Local Plan (ACLP) policies 
· C23-Conservation Areas

· EMP4 Employment in rural areas

· ENV1-Normally resist development that may cause environmental pollution

· The Non Statutory Cherwell Local Plan (NSCLP) policies 

· UH1,UH3-Upper Heyford

· EN1-Protect the Environment

· EN39, EN49-Conservation

· EMP4-Existing  Employment Sites

· EN1-Development that will have an unacceptable environmental impact will not be accepted

· EN3-Normally resist development that may cause environmental pollution

The following policy documents are also relevant to the consideration of the application;

· RAF Upper Heyford Conservation Appraisal 2006 (UHCA)

· Adopted Supplementary Planning Document the Revised Comprehensive Planning Brief 2007 (RCPB)

Since the receipt of this application, in March 2012, the Government has issued the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).
Appraisal

Background
The police authority has used Building 249 and associated land at the north west of the flying field and the northern part of the north/south taxi/runway for training purposes since 1994 under temporary permissions. The use of 249 was granted full permission in January 2010 for training activities by the police at appeal as part of the application for a new settlement at Heyford. It was restricted by condition (32) to police, B2 or B8 use, and not for any other D1 use for fears mainly of traffic that could be generated by other D1 uses.

On the use of Building 249 the Inspector said: “The training activities of the Thames Valley Police Authority (TVP) at building 249 appear to me to be in character with the former use of the site. The building is not seen in close public viewpoints and is quite well contained from outside Heyford Park including from existing and proposed public paths. The training activities require a location remote from housing and a degree of security and privacy. Associated parking areas for course participants are needed. Provided car parking is kept close to the building the open military character of the site would not be harmed by this use, which would also ensure the building is maintained.” …”police use of Building 249 does not detract from the nationally important Cold War landscape or from the setting of the nearby Scheduled QRA.”

The police undertake five main training activities at Heyford: Public Order Training, Driver Training, Police Dog Training, Firearms Training and Chemical, Biological, Radiological and Nuclear (CBRN) Incident Training. Driver training was not part of the appeal proposal although the Inspector was aware of it as a strong element of the police’s training activities. As stated, it has operated on the site since 1994, the most recent of a series of temporary planning permissions for its use was granted in 2009 for 3 years. This permission expires in June 2012.
The Structure Plan (OSP) which had effectively been replaced by the South East Plan (SEP) included a site specific policy for Upper Heyford. This policy, H2, was saved by the SEP and remains in place despite the proposed revocation of the regional plan. Although the thrust of the OSP was to direct development towards urban centres, paragraph 7.7 of the Structure Plan advises that; “Land declared surplus by the Ministry of Defence at the former airbase at Upper Heyford represents an opportunity to achieve an appropriate balance between environmental improvements to a rural part of Oxfordshire, conservation of the heritage interest from the Cold War, and reuse of some existing buildings and previously developed land located in the former technical and residential areas of the base.”  Policy H2 provided for a new settlement of 1000 dwellings including … employment opportunities and required the development of the base to be in accordance with a comprehensive development brief for the site.

The policy in full states:

Upper Heyford

H2 a) Land at RAF Upper Heyford will provide for a new settlement of about 1000 dwellings and necessary supporting infrastructure, including a primary school and appropriate community, recreational and employment opportunities, as a means of enabling environmental improvements and the heritage interest of the site as a military base with Cold War associations to be conserved, compatible with achieving a satisfactory living environment.

b) Proposals for development must reflect a revised comprehensive planning brief adopted by the district council and demonstrate that the conservation of heritage resources, landscape, restoration, enhancement of biodiversity and other environmental improvements will be achieved across the whole of the former air base in association with the provision of the new settlement.

c) The new settlement should be designed to encourage walking, cycling and use of public transport rather than travel by private car. Improvements to bus and rail facilities and measures to minimise the impact of traffic generated by the development on the surrounding road network will be required.

The RCPB is relatively silent on the broad use of the site by the police, bearing in mind the extent of their use and for the amount of time they have used it. It is noted in the socio-economic context of the evidence base that the site is used for driver training and the police argue of the need to use the runways (and other buildings) for training purposes. The Council however, felt activities by the police use of the flying field to be incompatible with its conservation area designation (para B 4.3.4.) although at the Inquiry, as stated above, this view was not shared by the Inspector with regard to Building 249. Specifically on the use of runways the RCPB states: “The use of open land around the building and the use of the northern runway for driver training and other activities is incompatible with the historic character and appearance of the conservation area in that it introduces alien external activity and unsightly and inappropriate clutter into what should be a stark foreboding atmosphere in an essentially open landscape” (Para 5.3.1). Para 5.5.1 goes on to say significant use of runways and external storage will not be permitted as part of the lasting arrangement.
On policy, at the Public Inquiry, the SoS thought the development was in general conformity with the Oxfordshire Structure Plan policy H2 which seeks to provide a community of about 1000 dwellings with schools and employment opportunities, though not the Council’s Development Brief for the site, and that it would enable environmental improvements, conserve heritage interests and provide appropriate level of employment. In terms of employment, the SoS recognised that businesses were well established. Economic benefits were a “weighty material consideration” although in relation to car processing, the major source of employment at Heyford, they did not seem as such to outweigh the harm to the character of the conservation area. However the Inspector refers to the need to balance heritage interests against exceptional circumstances to justify overriding the presumption to preserve and enhance the conservation area. 

The SoS concluded the development would substantially accord with the development plan, meaning Structure Plan policy H2, little weight seemed to have been given to the Council’s development brief for the site. A sustainable and reasonable balance was secured between retaining the built and natural heritage, and providing an appropriate and proportionate level of employment in the context of the site’s location and access to services. That appeal decision which granted planning permission for the new settlement and which permits the mixed commercial development of the land north of Camp Road should be given significant weight.
The Proposal(s)
The Council is now faced with two applications for use of the northern and Nato runways for driver training by the police. The rationale for the use of each seems slightly different; the Nato runway is longer and will be used more for speed control whereas the northern runway will be more for developing driver skills. Neither requires any physical alteration or development. One other benefit, now that the future use of the base and the buildings within it have been granted permission, is the police have been offered a HAS, Building 3029, to store vehicles. This is authorised for B8 storage use and subject to the determination of this application would seem an appropriate use for the building.
The reason, and justification, for the proposed use is very much as before: Thames Valley Police Officers need driver training. This site is ideally located for the force in terms of accessibility. The base provides ideal facilities for driver training. There is no alternative location available in the TVP area. It is secluded and a considerable distance from residential property. It is hazard free in terms of conflict with the public or other uses. The former base now has legitimacy for police training after the appeal decision. It also has a long history of use that has established the site operation, as well as the operation itself having a high degree of skill to the extent it is recognised as a centre of excellence for police training.
The Main Issues
The use has been operating for many years on temporary permissions. Following the appeal decision it is now appropriate to consider whether a permanent consent for the police should now be granted in the context of the issue of a lasting arrangement. The main issues in determing the application therefore relate to broad policy; location, access and traffic; amenity; and conservation issues.
Policy
The main policies applicable to the site and this proposed development have been discussed above. OSP H2 sets out the proposal for a new settlement and the requirement for a development brief for the site. The development brief was adopted as an SPD in 2007 although it does not form part of the development plan. It has to some extent been further overtaken by the appeal decision in which the SPD was afforded limited weight.
In terms of national policy, there is a presumption in favour of sustainable development. Sustainable developments are achieved through joint economic, social and environmental gains. The NPPF advises permission should be granted for development where the development plan is dated unless there are adverse impacts that would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits. Under core principles, planning should not just be about scrutiny. Sustainable economic development should be driven and supported proactively; wider opportunities for growth should be supported. Reuse of existing resources should be encouraged; previously developed land should be reused. The natural environment shall be conserved and enhanced; heritage assets should be conserved in an appropriate manner. Economic growth should be supported in rural areas. Development should be sited so travel is minimised but account must be taken of wider circumstances, particularly in rural areas.
It seems the proposed use has to be located, if not within the District boundary, in the broader area in which TVP operate. It seems there are no other viable sites currently available. Therefore in terms of applying the NPPF as a whole to this application, it is recognised there may be costs from permitting this development but these seem to be outweighed by the benefits. For example it reuses previously developed land, provides for employment in a rural area and at the same time conserves heritage assets in an appropriate manner. The NPPF is quite forthright in employing a positive attitude to commercial development unless significant harm is caused.

Location, Access and Traffic:
The NPPF advises that development should not be refused on transport grounds unless cumulative impact is severe. It has been argued the location of the base is central to the operations of TVP, certainly for the two main bases of Kidlington and Banbury, and the Inspector accepted the base was in proximity to transport corridors. In the past, alternative locations have been investigated for the police to operate their training base; in part or in whole, and these sites have been reviewed for this application. No one site seems to provide the facilities Heyford can offer or more particularly, is accessible. To refuse this application will therefore run the risk of forcing the applicant into a less sustainable solution contrary to the NPPF. One further point now is that the use of Building 3029 to store vehicles will decrease the flow of traffic to and from the site.
At present vehicles access the site from Camp Road and come round the perimeter road. When the new access is created through the trident area there is no reason to consider this access will not prove as suitable. It is recommended that a condition is imposed to secure a travel plan to ensure the means of transport and movement associated with the proposed use is as sustainable as possible.
Amenity:

The two main potential impacts are from noise and any visual effect, effect on heritage is considered below. The site has very limited public access and is, of course, relatively isolated and well away from residential property. It has been established that there has not been any complaints from local residents concerning noise associated with the police training use, the Council’s Noise Officer does not object to the proposal. There is no physical development associated with the operation and the use of cars on the run way will have a limited visual impact particularly as the existing HAS’s and other buildings form a partial screen that will further limit any impact. The series of temporary permissions granted does not suggest the site is considered fundamentally objectionable on amenity grounds.
Conservation:

The NPPF requires LPA’s to recognise heritage assets as irreplaceable and to conserve them in a manner appropriate to their significance. They should be put to a viable use consistent with their conservation. Great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation. Harm or loss should require clear and convincing justification. Where substantial harm or total loss of a heritage asset occurs it needs to be demonstrated that there are substantial public benefits to outweigh the loss or harm. This is not the case here.
The RAF Upper Heyford Conservation Area was designated in April 2006. A Conservation Area Appraisal (CAA) was produced for the site and adopted by the Council in April 2006. The CAA includes the historic significance of the site, analyses its character and heritage assets, assesses the special interest, negative factor’s affecting the site and summarises the issues. It describes the site as; ‘The landscape setting and hardened concrete structures of the former RAF Upper Heyford have the power to communicate the atmosphere of the Cold War.’ The flying field itself was assessed as having: “significant elements within it, however in itself, it has no particular significance but has a distinct landscape character….”
The CAA identifies the following key areas in the summary of issues;

1. Protection of the Historic Buildings and Landscape

2. Vulnerability of the site to fragmentation

3. Reuse of the retained buildings

4. Incorporation of a new settlement

No buildings or structures adjacent the two runways are listed although there are a number of HAS’s considered to be of national significance. The scheduled QRA and northern bomb stores are the nearest structures in proximity to the two application sites although neither is directly affected by these applications. The northern runway and part of the Nato runway are in the Core Area of National Significance as defined in the Conservation Plan.

The police have an established presence on the site so it is hoped the long term viability of this part of the flying field should be maintained, although no in depth analysis has been undertaken. There are no permanent alterations proposed indeed the return of the site to pre-airbase conditions was dismissed at the appeal so the use and maintenance of the runway will in fact preserve the character and appearance of the conservation area. The use will have a limited impact on the wider context of the airfield’s setting.

Whilst the police will not generate the same number of jobs here as Paragon, the training ones are an important consideration in the context of the community and the role the police play in it. Conditions were used on the appeal to mitigate the impact of the car processing operation and it is considered appropriate to impose restrictions here that will reduce the impact of the driver training.

In summary it is considered, that whilst the runways may not be “designated” they are major heritage assets. What is proposed does not cause loss or substantial harm. The harm that is caused to the openness of the landscape can be weighed against the public benefit which only comes through the use by Thames Valley Police, and the restricted hours which make the use acceptable, even if it does not enhance or better reveal the significance of the runways. Their use contributes to making the site viable and their relocation could be a prohibitive cost to the public purse. While this cost should not have a large weighting, it is acknowledged that the use has been in place for some time, and no physical harm has been caused to the heritage assets. In these exceptional circumstances and with strictly controlled operating times. Although it is considered the development does not enhance the significance of the heritage assets, it does put them to viable uses consistent with their conservation in line with the thrust of NPPF on Conserving and Enhancing the Historic Environment, provided that the conditions are complied with.
Other Issues:
Security:

It has been argued in the past that the presence and visibility of the police on site heightens the sense of security of the wider Heyford Park and gives a feeling of reassurance to other tenants, commercial and residential. Certainly, the site owner welcomes their presence.
Conflict with other Uses:

The use has operated for some years without conflicting with other uses. The police advise that when vehicles are in use they operate a system of someone “standing guard” to make sure other operators or visitors to the base do not stray on to the runways. There is one change in circumstances that must be considered however, and that is the introduction of visitors and tours to RAF Upper Heyford. As part of the heritage legacy the owners of the base are obligated to facilitate tours of the base and these will include movement along the main runways including the Nato runway though not the northern runway. The tours will operate from the Heritage Centre and normally take place 4 days per month, usually at weekends. Conditions can be imposed on the time driver training can take place to avoid any conflict.
Employment:

Although not a significant factor on its own, the wider training use undertaken by the police provides up to about 40 jobs when in full operation with a core number about half of that on a regular basis. Driver training takes place in 4 week periods when required. Usually about 350 officers per annum pass through the driver training school. This adds to the variety and range of jobs available on the base in line with policy H2a and is in line the NPPF where it seeks to support rural economy by supporting “growth and expansion of all types of business and enterprises in rural areas…”
Nature Conservation
The larger site has particular importance because of the large swathe of unimproved grassland. It is of value for birds. There is also a large population of great crested newts and slowworms are present although they are not on land near this application. The Council’s Ecologist advises this application will not effect the ecology of the flying field for which a Mitigation and Management Strategy was secured as part of the Management Plan for the Flying Field as part of a legal agreement produced in 2009.

Conclusion
These are difficult economic times and Upper Heyford is not a normal development site. Whilst it may be considered there will be harm to issues of heritage and to the conservation area they will not be of any permanence and conditions can be used to limit the adverse impact. It can also be argued that the continued use of the runway will see it maintained and hence its character and appearance preserved. At the public inquiry the Secretary of State and Inspector considered need for the commercial use of the site and the benefit of securing local employment of a type that fits the heritage context of the base. That was largely in relation to car processing. In this case the driver training seems an appropriate use of the airfield and which will secure the long term viability of this part of the site. In terms of the Police use, the Inspector said: “The training activities require a location remote from housing and a degree of security and privacy.” Although that was for Building 249, the same can be said of their use of the runways.
Recommendation: This application is therefore recommended for approval subject to the following conditions:
 1
That this permission shall enure for the benefit of Thames Valley Police only and of no other persons whatsoever, and shall not enure for the benefit of the land.  That at the expiration of the use specified in your application the land shall be restored to its former condition on or before that date.


Reason - In view of the special needs of the applicant Thames Valley Police and in accordance with Structure Plan Policy H2 and the guidance set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (2012) particularly with regard to conservation of heritage assets.

 2
That within six months of the grant of permission, an access phasing strategy shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority, showing the transition of the access to the site in accordance with the long term strategy for the site. Vehicular access to and from the site shall be from Camp Road only.


Reason - In the interests of highway safety and to ensure a satisfactory lasting arrangement for the site in accordance with Policy H2 of the Oxfordshire Structure Plan.

 3
That within six months of the grant of permission, a detailed green travel plan, prepared in accordance with the Department of Transport’s Best Practice Guidance Note "Using the planning process to secure travel plans" and the emerging Oxfordshire County Council guidance on Developer Travel Plans, has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.


Reason - In the interests of highway safety, transport sustainability, to reduce the impact of vehicle movements on the amenities of surrounding villages and to comply with Government advice contained in the National Planning Policy Framework (2012).

 4
That except where deemed essential for an operational vehicle to reach a genuine emergency the use of sirens and horns in connection with the development hereby permitted shall be banned.


Reason - To ensure the creation of a satisfactory environment free from intrusive levels of noise, in order to comply with Policy ENV1 of the adopted Cherwell Local Plan.

 5
Unless otherwise agreed with the Local Planning Authority that the operational use of the runway shall be restricted to the following times:-


Monday-Friday – 9.00 a.m. to 5.30 p.m.


Saturday, Sunday and Public Holidays - No time.


Reason - In order to safeguard the amenities of the area and to comply with Policy BE1 of the South East Plan 2009 and Policies C31 and ENV1 of the adopted Cherwell Local Plan.

 6
Unless otherwise agreed with the Local Planning Authority that except for any signage, bollards or other temporary features used in connection with the operation of the driver training no vehicles, goods, materials, plant or machinery shall be stored, repaired, operated or displayed on the runway without the prior express planning consent of the Local Planning Authority. Any signage, barriers, bollards or other temporary features shall be removed except in any period when the runway is in use.


Reason - In order to safeguard the visual amenities of the area in accordance with Policy C28 of the adopted Cherwell Local Plan.

 7
Unless otherwise agreed with the Local Planning Authority that the use of the runway is not permitted at any time when the RAF Heyford Heritage Centre is operating tours of the base.


Reason – In the interests of public safety

PLANNING NOTES 

SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR THE GRANT OF PLANNING PERMISSION AND RELEVANT DEVELOPMENT PLAN POLICIES


The Council, as local planning authority, has determined this application in accordance with the Government advice contained within the National Planning Policy Framework, in particular with regard to conserving and enhancing the historic environment, and in accordance with the Revised Comprehensive Planning Brief for the site, the development plan and other material considerations. The development is considered to be acceptable on its merits taking into account the exceptional circumstances associated with the proposed use, the public benefit gained by the development being permitted and as any harm to the character and appearance of the Conservation Area can be mitigated by the use of conditions.  The development is considered to be acceptable on its planning merits and as such the proposal is in accordance with Policy H2 of the Oxfordshire Structure Plan 2016, C28 and C30 of the Adopted Cherwell Local Plan, and UH1 and UH3 of the Non Statutory Cherwell Local Plan.  For the reasons given above and having regard to all other matters raised, the Council considers that the application should be approved and planning permission granted subject to appropriate conditions, as set out above.

The Council request that a register of the runway’s use shall be kept and made available for inspection by an authorised officer of the Local Planning Authority at all times. This shall include as a minimum requirement dates and times of day when the runway is in use.

Signed Case Officer:


Andrew Lewis
Date: 2.05.2012
Signed SPO/TL/HOS DC&MD: 
S:\Planning Control\Andrew Lewis\DELEGATED REPORTs\12 00221 F-Heyford-Police-N runway.final draft.doc
S:\Planning Control\Andrew Lewis\DELEGATED REPORTs\12 00221 F-Heyford-Police-N runway.final draft.doc

