
Sent: 27 November 2013 14:49
To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 13/01295/F

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 2:48 PM on 27 Nov 2013 from Ms P Dearsley.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	Swalcliffe Park Equestrian Grange Lane Swalcliffe Banbury OX15 5EX 

	Proposal:
	Part retrospective change of use of land at Grange Farm for equestrian training and competition purposes and construction of two all-weather sand arenas, together with associated access improvements, vehicle parking and site landscaping 

	Case Officer:
	Bob Neville 

	Click for further information


	Customer Details

	Name:
	Ms P Dearsley

	Email:
	

	Address:
	The Cottage Park Lane, Swalcliffe, Oxfordshire OX15 5ES


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	Neighbour

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	As a neighbour of Swalcliffe Park Equestrian, living on Park Lane, I would like to object to the proposals, as they currently stand, for the following reasons: Traffic Park Lane is a single track road with very few passing places. The volume of equestrian traffic (including large HGV vehicles) using the road is already considerable and has increased substantially over the past few years as SPE has developed. Many of us living on the Lane have no off road parking, and my car is regularly damaged by these vehicles squeezing past. SPE have kindly put up signs at the top of the road asking that vehicles use another route, but as Sat Navs direct drivers down the lane, this has been wholly unsuccessful to date. There are increasing incidences of having to reverse right back onto the main road in order to let vehicles out of the Lane. Clearly dangerous. The volume of traffic for a large event, which I understand involves 600 horses arriving over 3 days, is considerable. These include huge HGV horse vehicles, support vehicles for the event (marquees/ stall holders etc) plus spectators, is substantial for small village and country lanes. The alternative access road is also single track with usually a very deeply potholed surface (recently filled) which is usually very difficult to navigate in a standard car. Noise The noise of the PA system, offering minute by minute commentary is loud, relentless and disturbs the peace of a quiet village. The thought of this being present every or most weekends is very concerning for those of us living close to SPE events, it is already detrimental to our quality of life. Landscape I believe that this planning application should also be considered alongside the application granted for the Swalcliffe Park Farm Digester, which is another enormous structure and has already altered the landscape of the local countryside (and considerably increased traffic on the access roads). Covenant I understand that there is a restrictive legal covenant on at least some of the land behind Park Lane, which I understand to be one which allows grazing but no other development. I don't have a copy of this but would request that Cherwell Planning investigate this further. Proposed Arenas The potential impact of the proposed arenas is unclear as there is insufficient information available. Would there be flood lighting? What hours would they be used? Would they be covered or open air? The answers to these questions would have a clear impact on their appropriateness for this village and I believe these questions should be answered and debated by the village before a decision is made. The Village and in Summary. While I am a great supporter of local business, this proposed development as it currently stands, with an increase in the number of days of eventing, including large events and increased stabling, is in my view, not appropriate for this community. This is a small village, 90 houses and 200 or so people live here. The proposed development, employing only 2 additional part time staff, offers no obvious benefit for anyone living in this community. There are however many detrimental aspects, some severe, particularly for those living close by, in terms of noise and traffic. I hope that Cherwell Planning will take into consideration that most of the letters of support come from people who live elsewhere and not from those who would be affected by this development. The Taylors' are great neighbours, they contribute hugely to the village and have also helped me personally in the past. I hope that some smaller scale application can be made that would be supported by those living nearby. 


