
From: PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk [mailto:PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk] 
Sent: 08 January 2015 16:13
To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Consultee Comments for Planning Application 14/02025/HYBRID

A consultee has commented on a Planning Application. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 4:13 PM on 08 Jan 2015 from rose.todd@cherwell-dc.gov.uk.
	Application Summary

	Reference:
	14/02025/HYBRID

	Address:
	OS Parcel 1570 Adjoining And West Of Chilgrove Drive And Adjoining And North Of Camp Road Upper Heyford 

	Proposal:
	[bookmark: _GoBack]FULL - Phase 1 - 9,844 sq.m. warehouse; service yard for loading and unloading of HGVs and parking provision for 6 No cars, 4 No HGV lorries, 8 No trailers and a bicycle shelter; new vehicular access at northern end of site off Chilgrove Drive; improved visibility splays onto Camp Road and new landscaping treatment around the boundary of the site; OUTLINE - Phase 2 - 9,137 sq.m. manufacturing and storage facility; 3,000 sq.m. two storey office and training school; new vehicular parking area incorporating car parking, motorcycle spaces and a bicycle shelter and new vehicular access onto Camp Road 

	Case Officer:
	Andrew Lewis 

	Click for further information



	Comments Details

	Comments:
	This site is outside the boundary of the RAF Upper Heyford airbase and is in open countryside. The site is adjacent to/part of an area of high archaeological potential and this aspect has not been addressed. The topology of the landscape on this side of the airbase is such that development on this site will unduly impact on the setting of the conservation area. It is consider that an industrial development would be inappropriate against the residential section of the airbase and does not tie-in with or compliment the strategically located military buildings within the airbase. Recommend refusal. NPPF 126 - the new development fails to make a positive contribution or add to the local distinctiveness. Local Plan (jan 2014 submission) ESD16 - the development fails to make a positive contribution to the local distinctiveness. Local plan 1996 C27 - does not respect the local 'settlement' pattern. C31 - is not compatible with the character of the area + cause visual intrusion.



