From: PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk [mailto:PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk] 
Sent: 29 September 2014 13:44
To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 14/01030/F

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 1:43 PM on 29 Sep 2014 from Mr roger dyson.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	The Red Lion Main Street Wendlebury Bicester OX25 2PW 

	Proposal:
	Detached building to provide hotel accommodation 

	Case Officer:
	Stuart Howden 

	Click for further information


	Customer Details

	Name:
	Mr roger dyson

	Email:
	

	Address:
	Bridge House Main Street, Wendlebury, Oxfordshire OX25 2PW


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	Neighbour

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	Planning Application Number: 14/1030/F (Detached building to provide hotel accommodation) General comments: 1. We welcome the initiative to establish a “public house for the local community” as stated in the Applicant's Supporting Statement dated June 2014. 2. We would like to express concern regarding the summary and recommendations in the Flood Risk Assessment report attached to the documents in the planning application. It concludes that the risks of flood in all categories listed is “Low”. This is patently inaccurate as each time the road directly outside of the public house floods, which is at least once per year over the recent past, the water level achieved in the road is above the level of the floor in the bar area of the public house (at least) and this area floods each time. It is not clear how this can be alleviated or protected against without substantial water-blocking apparatus at the door(s) into the bar area. No amount of water removal by a sump/pump would assist this flooding relief as the water “removed” could not be discharged to an area which would prevent this water being re-introduced into the general flooded area; thereby resulting in re-flooding the public house. 3. There are local concerns as to the ownership of the stone wall at the south end of the site, and further boundary line from the gable end shaped part of that wall. 4. The standard of the drawings submitted by the Applicant is very poor and it is difficult to be clear about some of the proposals made. Objections There are five objections regarding the new proposed hotel accommodation: 1. A new two storey hotel extension as proposed would be completely out of character with “additional buildings” on a site in this village/area. A single storey block perhaps further to the east on the site and connected to the public house via a canopied walkway would be more sensible and acceptable. 2. In the proposed two storey block the western face contains two windows in bedrooms (No. 5 and No. 12) and these would allow hotel residents clear sight to the side aspect of Bridge House. Along this aspect of Bridge House is an entrance door and three windows: one in the kitchen, one in the ground floor toilet/utility room, and one into the first floor en-suite bathroom to the main bedroom. Therefore hotel residents would be able to see directly into this door and these three windows (albeit two have frosted glazing) and this is obviously unacceptable to us; and we would imagine it would not be acceptable to the hotel residents either. 3. It is not clear how the proposed two storey hotel could be constructed on the footprint described on the submitted drawings without interfering with a substantial tree already on the site. This would conflict with the claim in the Applicant's Design & Access Statement that “No trees or boundary hedges will be affected...”. 4. In the submitted Design & Access Statement the following statement is made regarding sustainability: “a grey water system would be explored...”. This contains no commitment to such a water system and should not be considered so to do. Such a system should be required as part of any approvals ultimately given by CDC. 5. Any external lighting used around the hotel area would cause a light pollution issue problem to Bridge House and the door and windows mentioned in 2. above. Also if external lighting installations were to be agreed, this would fly in the face of the previous decision by CDC not to allow street lighting through the village generally.


