From: PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk [mailto:PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk] 
Sent: 27 January 2015 18:25
To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 14/02004/HYBRID

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 6:25 PM on 27 Jan 2015 from Mrs Amy Greenfield.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	Land South Of Perdiswell Farm Shipton Road Shipton On Cherwell 

	Proposal:
	OUTLINE:- Up to 1500 dwellings, including affordable housing and up to a 150 unit care village (C2) with associated publicly accessible ancillary facilities; site for a new primary school; up to 930sqm of retail space; up to 7,500sqm locally led employment (B1/B2/B8) including link and ride; site for a football association step 5 football facility with publicly accessible ancillary facilities; public open space, associated infrastructure, engineering and ancillary works, (all matters reserved except for means of access to the development); and Full Planning:- development of Phase 1 at the south western corner of the site for the erection of 29 residential dwellings (29 or the 1500 described above) with associated open space, parking and landscaping; with vehicular access provided from Upper Campsfield Road (A4095), Shipton Road and Oxford Road (A44) 

	Case Officer:
	Tracey Morrissey 

	Click for further information


	Customer Details

	Name:
	Mrs Amy Greenfield

	Email:
	

	Address:
	5 Briar Thicket, Woodstock OX20 1NT


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	Neighbour

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	ATTN: Tracey Morrissey, Principal Planning Officer Ref: 14/02004/HYBRID Pye-Blenheim Dear Ms Morrissey, I live and vote in Woodstock, and I strongly object to the proposed development (14/02004/HYBRID Pye-Blenheim) on the following grounds: (1) It will vastly change the scale, pattern, and character of the existing town. Woodstock is a small rural town, and most of us currently live within an easy walk (no more than 10-15 minutes) of the centre and of open countryside. The new development will eradicate a good section of that countryside—farmland that contributes greatly to the setting and character of Woodstock as a whole, and to that of the World Heritage Site at Blenheim, which is just on the other side of the road. The development will also more than double the size of the town, making it no longer easily walkable. From my own experience I can say that the vast majority of people living in the new development will face a much longer walk into the centre than the proposal estimates. I live very near to what will be one of the main Pedestrian Access Points leading to the site, and it takes me 11 minutes to get to the Co-op and 15 to get to the Post Office, even though I am a quick walker. The walk from the new development will be considerably longer (20-30+ minutes), especially if starting from the Upper Campsfield Road side of the development. When people in the new development need a doctor or pharmacy or library, most will find it too far to walk into the centre on a regular basis. Some will drive into the centre, where there is already too much congestion and too little parking. Many others will choose to bypass Woodstock entirely and drive to Kidlington or Witney. In short, this development will effectively create a large, car-dependent suburb, a complete change from the nature of the existing town. (2) A large estate where people must use cars to meet basic daily needs means much more pollution and congestion, which will have a negative impact on the town’s sustainability and historic rural beauty. It will also mean over a thousand more cars clogging the A44 into Oxford and other local roads, since most residents will need to commute to find work. Since the main exit points of the development will open abruptly onto fast and busy roads, the potential for accidents will be greatly increased. (3) Not enough provision has been made for the basic needs of the new residents. The new primary school would be needed immediately, since Woodstock Primary School currently turns away dozens of applicants each year; there is no capacity for extra pupils. More space must be allocated for drop-off points for this new school, as not everyone would be willing or able to walk, especially those living at a greater distance from the school. It would also be necessary to build another secondary school, as the Marlborough School cannot cater for a doubling in the size of the town’s population. In addition, the drop-off parking for the Marlborough School would need to be located in a safer area than the proposed positioning by one of the most dangerous blind curves in the area. The GP surgery in Woodstock is already bursting at the seams, so another surgery, possibly even two, would be required. To allow sufficient access to the centre of town, the parking facility on Hensington Road would need to be substantially expanded. Another problem with the proposed scheme it that it offers residents very little in the way of community and recreational facilities, particularly ones that could be used in bad weather. I am not opposed to development in principle, but this one is poorly planned, and out of scale and out of character for the area. It will devastate our town and surrounding area. Please do not allow it to be built. I ask that the Council reject this proposal. Yours sincerely, Amy Greenfield 


