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Subject: Comments for Planning Application 18/01491/OUT
 
Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 1:14 PM on 20 Sep 2018 from Mrs julie blake.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	Land Adj To Cotwold Country Club And South Of Properties On Bunkers Hill Shipton On Cherwell 

	Proposal:
	OUTLINE - Demolition of existing club house, bowling club pavilion and ancillary store. Erection of 10 no. dwellings and access improvements (further to outline planning permission 14/02132/OUT, dated 8th April 2016) and having a lesser proposed cumulative floor area than that permission. 

	Case Officer:
	Shona King 

	Click for further information


 
	Customer Details

	Name:
	Mrs julie blake

	Email:
	

	Address:
	20 Bunkers Hill, Kidlington, Oxfordshire OX5 3BA


 
	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	Neighbour

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	The area for this proposal is a rural area reliant on private transport to meet with day to day needs. There is no funded school transport and the public transport does not run at school times so children are dependant on parents taking them to school. 4 bedroom properties are family properties and will no doubt have school age children. There are no amenities in the area with the closest shop being 2 miles away in Kidlington. There is no footpath from Bunkers Hill until you reach Shipton therefore unsafe to walk to, not all residents use Kidlington Doctors and the other practices covered for this area are only reachable by car (Woodstock and Islip) The S4 bus is not reliable and is often late or doesn't arrive. The bus stop is on the A4260 and is very unsafe to cross as there is no middle point and at peak times there is a constant flow of traffic in both directions making it very difficult to cross (so much so, when my 16yr old daughter gets the bus, she calls me to collect her from the bus stop rather than play dodge the cars). 10 family houses will increase the volume of cars here by at least another 20 heading in and out onto the A4095 which is already a busy and hazardous road and by having a double road at the rear of the properties would put the children at risk when outside whereas at present they are able to play quite safely. Whilst a LAP has been marked, it is to contain a bench only so not exactly appealing for children to play or ride bikes.

Keble properties previous application allowed for a 20 year maintenance free period for the current residents in the section 106 however this is omitted from the current application. Also omitted is the UU for £70,000 offered to the residents. Whilst they have stated that they will be replacing the klygester, the residents have just spent several thousand pounds having the existing klygester reconditioned to a standard that will serve the current properties. As it stands, it appears that they wish to use our land and are not giving anything in return. The red boundary marking that they have as their area partially includes the lane at the back of our properties belonging to Bunkers Hill. When looking at this it seems that the parking for the North end of the current site will be very restricted as there is little space to manoeuvre between the current residents and the visitors parking. Whilst in the previous application Keble properties negotiated with Bunkers Hill Management Company over issues, they have made no contact this time and the residents were unaware an application was being submitted until it was visible on the website.

The building of a double road will also mean hedgerows and trees that have been here for years will need to be removed. Wildlife is therefore affected as there often rabbits, hedgehogs and birds nesting in that area as well as a save haven for smaller animals etc.

I believe if this is approved that it will set a precedence for further development. Keble have another area of land that was originally purchased from Mr Price by Mr Alan Mackenzie Wintle (the previous owner of the land) that was to be used for the residents recreational area for dog walking, picnics, children to play football etc. The residents have never been given permission to use this area and I am concerned that it is being kept clear for potentially phase 2 development. 

The airport have previously objected on an application for 3 properties at the current scrapyard because of complications that new builds would have with flights. I would therefore suggest that 10 properties are a higher risk and it should be noted that both existing and new properties fall under the flight path.


A further 10 properties to this area will not provide any additional employment and is in an unsustainable area. I believe it is contrary to saved policies H18 and C8 of the Cherwell Local Plan 1996, Policy villages 1 of the Cherwell Local Plan 2011-2031 and the government guidance contained in the national planning policy framework.
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