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Democratic Services 

Reply to:  Amy Barnes 

Direct Line: (01993) 861522 

E-mail:   amy.barnes@westoxon.gov.uk   

 

21 May 2020 

 

SUMMONS TO ATTEND 

 

 MEETING: UPLANDS AREA PLANNING SUB-COMMITTEE 

 

 PLACE: TO BE HELD REMOTELY BECAUSE OF SOCIAL DISTANCING 

REQUIREMENTS AND GUIDANCE (see note)   

 

 DATE: MONDAY 1 JUNE 2020 
 

 TIME: 2.00 PM  

 

 

Members of the Sub-Committee  

Councillors:  Jeff Haine (Chairman), Geoff Saul (Vice-Chairman), Andrew Beaney, 

Richard Bishop, Mike Cahill, Nathalie Chapple, Nigel Colston, Julian Cooper, 

Derek Cotterill, Merilyn Davies, Ted Fenton*, David Jackson, Neil Owen and 

Alex Postan   

(*Denotes non-voting Member) 

 

RECORDING OF MEETINGS 

The law allows the council’s public meetings to be recorded, which includes filming as 

well as audio-recording. Photography is also permitted. 

As a matter of courtesy, if you intend to record any part of the proceedings please let 

the Committee Officer know before the start of the meeting. 

_________________________________________________________________ 
 

A G E N D A 

 

1. Minutes of the meeting held on 2 March 2020 (copy attached) 

2. Apologies for Absence and Temporary Appointments 

3. Declarations of Interest 

To receive any declarations of interest from Councillors relating to items to be 

considered at the meeting, in accordance with the provisions of the Council’s Local 

Code of Conduct, and any from Officers. 
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4. Applications for Development (Report of the Business Manager – 

Development Management – schedule attached) 

Purpose: 

To consider applications for development, details of which are set out in the attached 

schedule.  

Recommendation: 

That the applications be determined in accordance with the recommendations of the 

Business Manager – Development Management. 

5. Applications Determined under Delegated Powers and any Withdrawn 

Applications; and Appeal Decisions (Report of the Business Manager – 

Development Management - copy attached) 

Purpose: 

To inform the Sub-Committee of the list of applications either determined under 

delegated powers or withdrawn, together with appeal decisions. 

 Recommendation: 
That the report be noted. 

 

Giles Hughes 

Chief Executive 

 

 

 

This agenda is being dealt with by Amy Barnes Tel: (01993) 861522  

Email: amy.barnes@westoxon.gov.uk   

 

 

Note: Councillors will be sent an invitation to the remote meeting via Cisco Webex. 

Members of the public may view the meeting via Facebook Live.  A Facebook account is 

not required. 
 

mailto:amy.barnes@westoxon.gov.uk
https://www.facebook.com/westoxfordshire/live/
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WEST OXFORDSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Minutes of the meeting of the Uplands Area Planning Sub-Committee held in  

Committee Room 1, Council Offices, Woodgreen, Witney, Oxon  

at 2.00pm on Monday 2 March 2020 

 PRESENT 

Councillors: Jeff Haine (Chairman), Geoff Saul (Vice-Chairman), Andrew Beaney, Richard 

Bishop, Mike Cahill, Nigel Colston, Julian Cooper, Derek Cotterill, Merilyn Davies, 

Ted Fenton (ex-officio, non-voting), David Jackson, Neil Owen, Elizabeth Poskitt and 

Alex Postan.  

Officers: Stephanie Eldridge (Senior Planner), Kim Smith (Principal Planner (Enforcement)), 

Phil Shaw (Business Manager Development Management) 

54. MINUTES 

RESOLVED: That the minutes of the meeting of the Sub-Committee held on 3 February 

2020, copies of which had been circulated, be confirmed as a correct record and signed by 

the Chairman. 

55. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE AND TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS 

There were no apologies.  The following temporary appointment was reported: 

Councillor Elizabeth Poskitt for Councillor Nathalie Chapple. 

56. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

There were no declarations of interest from Members or Officers relating to matters to be 

considered at the meeting. 

57. APPLICATIONS FOR DEVELOPMENT 

The Sub-Committee received the report of the Business Manager – Development 

Management, giving details of applications for development, copies of which had been 

circulated.  

RESOLVED: That the decisions on the following applications be as indicated, the reasons 

for refusal or conditions related to a permission to be as recommended in the report of 

the Business Manager – Development Management, subject to any amendments as detailed 

below:- 

3 19/02855/FUL The Gables, 10 Enstone Road, Charlbury  

The Senior Planning Officer, Stephanie Eldridge, introduced the application.  

She explained this had been deferred from the previous meeting, the site 

was in a Conservation Area and the Cotswolds AONB, and confirmed that 

the distance between the existing and proposed new dwelling was 48m not 

20m as previously stated, and that the garage was proposed to be 

demolished. 

Councillor Liz Leffman spoke in favour of the application explaining that the 

proposed dwelling would be a two bedroom property and would be 

occupied by the owners of the current house on the site, as they wanted to 
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downsize.  She explained that a neighbourhood plan was being prepared and 

the village was desperately short of two and three bedroom homes.  The 

emerging neighbourhood plan at paragraph 3.22 stated that unless suitable 

housing was enabled, older people may choose to leave through lack of 

suitable housing, which limited the potential for younger people to form 

households.  There was a need for Charlbury to have a community, across 

all age groups.  She explained that the Town Council and the Nine Acres 

Recreation Ground Association had supported the application and it was 

important to consider the thriving communities in the AONB quoting policy 

EH9 of the Local Plan. 

Following a question from Councillor Fenton, it was confirmed that the 

current owners were downsizing and would be selling the existing property. 

Mr. Stuart Parker, the Applicant’s agent spoke.  He apologised to the Sub-

Committee that no one was there to greet them on site at the appointed 

time.  He explained that the field at the bottom of the site was an amenity 

for all of Charlbury, the shared access should not present a problem, it was 
a single dwelling and would not have an impact on the AONB, it was not 

cramped or contrived, the land after subdivision was in accordance with the 

design guide, the property would have photo voltaic panels, was down the 

road from the community centre and unlikely to create a precedent as other 

houses along the same road had extensions.  He explained that as the 

Council had declared a climate emergency, this dwelling could be an 

example of how future buildings could adhere to this declaration. 

The Planning Officer presented her report, quoting the following planning 

policies in the Local Plan 2031; H2-delivery of new homes; BC1-Buford-

Charlbury sub-area; OS2-Locating development in the right places, which 

she explained that due to its siting the development would fail to form a 

logical complement to the design of development within the area, it was 

contrived and cramped, it would set a precedent and would be detrimental 

to the AONB, the impact on the residential amenity and was in close 

proximity to occupiers of properties close to the development. 

Councillor Beaney proposed that the application be refused as per officer’s 

recommendation, quoting Local Plan Policies; EHC1; EH9 and BC1.  

Councillor Davies seconded this proposal. 

Members’ concerns relating to this development were; once the garage was 

moved there would be little turning space, larch boarding was unusual, loss 

of amenity to existing house, the building would be prominent in the open 

landscape, it would obscure views of the landscape.  It was considered by 

Councillor Postan that the site was ideal for an earth house which would 

not intrude on the landscape. 

The Officer recommendation of refusal was then put to the vote and was 

carried with one abstention. 

Refused 
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9 19/03513/ADV Land East of Woodstock, Oxford Road, Woodstock  

The Principal Planner (Enforcement), Kim Smith, introduced this application 

and explained that it was a retrospective application for two illuminated 

signs which were advertisements for a new housing development on the 

land.  Officers were recommending approval, and there were no objections 

raised by the Highway Authority.   

Members indicated that the signs had been illuminated recently and they 

were unobtrusive.   

Councillor Cooper proposed that the application be approved as per 

officer’s recommendation, as it was significant that the Highway Authority 

was not raising objections.  Councillor Poskitt seconded the proposal and 

highlighted that Blenheim Estates should stop submitting retrospective 

applications and requested that officers ask the developers to turn the lights 

off in their show home at night to avoid complaints from neighbours. 

The Officer recommendation of approval was then put to the vote and was 

carried. 

Approved 

12 19/03539/FUL 17 Bear Close, Woodstock  

The Senior Planning Officer, Stephanie Eldridge, introduced the application, 

and explained that it was for the erection of two flats with associated 

parking and gardens.  The Highway Authority had not objected to the 

scheme, but the Town Council had.  Photos of the site and application were 

presented to the Sub-Committee. 

Mr. Lee Turner, the Applicant’s Agent spoke, explaining that the design was 

appropriate for the area, the existing dwelling had been retained, highways 

had no objection, parking had been provided for the existing and proposed 

dwelling, there was a range of dwelling types in the area and affordability was 

required in Woodstock, other properties in the area had been divided into 

flats, it was important that each dwelling had separate gardens, bin stores 

and secure cycle storage would be provided. 

For clarification Members questioned the space for bins and whether there 

would be a clear path into the properties.  They also sought clarification on 

the properties which had been made into flats. 

The Planning Officer continued her explanation of the application quoting 

Local Plan Policy OS2.  The previous approval (18/03457/FUL) on the site 

had been considered to be acceptable, this application would respect the 

development in the street scene, it had private amenity space and both flats 

would need to meet housing standards.   

Councillor Cooper clarified that one of the properties mentioned by 

Mr. Turner had not been turned into flats and considered this application 

was a step too far and Bear Close had not got the facilities for development. 
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He was also concerned about separating the garden space, and proposed 

that the application be refused, quoting policy H6. 

This was seconded by Councillor Poskitt who was concerned about the 

amount of development on the site, that it was not in keeping with the rest 

of the area, over manoeuvrability of cars outside the properties as the road 

was full of parked cars, and refuse vehicles having difficulty accessing 

properties.   

Members expressed concerns in relation to the parking and the loss of a 

three bedroom house, although it was recognised that there was a need for 

one and two bedroom flats. 

The proposal for refusal was put to the vote and was lost. 

The Officers’ recommendation to approve was then proposed, seconded 

and put to the vote.  This was carried. 

Approved. 

18 20/00181/S73 Land at Church End, Swerford  

The Principal Planning Officer (Enforcement), Kim Smith introduced this 
application, which had been submitted as a result of a complaint that the 

development for a storage building had not been built in accordance with 

the approved drawings.  Photos of the building were shown to the Sub-

Committee with the details of the approved building, which was used for 

storage purposes and a lawful development certificate had been issued for 

storage of building materials on the land.  This application was for the 

insertion of doors, window and rooflights.  She explained that this 

development, as a storage building, in the conservation area was considered 

acceptable. 

Members were concerned that this application was the start of the building 

being turned into a house.  The Chair reiterated that this application was 

approved for storage purposes and if the owners were to start using it as a 

house they would need to seek planning permission, and it would be unlikely 

that officers would recommend approval.   

Councillor Beaney proposed that the application be refused quoting Local 

Plan Policies OS2 (bullet points 4 and 5); OS3 (bullet point 1); OS4 (bullet 

points 1,2 and 4); EH9 reiterating that this was more like a dwelling than a 

shed. 

Councillor Colston seconded this proposal, as his concern was that the 

building would be converted to a dwelling and if it went ahead it would set a 

precedent for dwellings to be built by stealth. 

The Business Manager Development Management, Phil Shaw highlighted that 

Officers had no evidence that the building was being proposed as anything 

else other than a storage building and planning permission would need to be 

sought to change to a house. 
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Members expressed concern that the building had been built to a high 

standard, with the windows and doors being the start of a dwelling, as 

electricity had been added and the start of drains on the building could be 

seen on the photographs.  The Sub-Committee considered that if the 

building required doors, perhaps a person door could be built into the 

wooden door already in the building. 

Officers explained that if it was discovered that a dwelling was being formed 

it would be likely to be expedient to take enforcement action, and that 

neighbours in the area would be monitoring the site.  It was also highlighted 

that Condition 2 on the decision notice had been imposed for the avoidance 

of doubt.  If the application was refused there would need to be extremely 

strong reasons at appeal. 

The proposal to refuse was put to the vote and lost. 

Councillor Cotterill proposed that the application be approved, as per 

officer’s recommendation, with Condition 2 being intended, for the 

avoidance of doubt, to ensure compliance with the decision, with the 
applicant producing evidence that the approved work had been carried out.  

Councillor Postan seconded the proposal. 

Councillor Beaney requested that Condition 7 relating to the tree should 

remain to ensure the damson tree was protected. 

The Officer recommendation of approval was then put to the vote and was 

carried. 

Approved. 

Councillors Beaney, Bishop and Colston wished it recorded that they had 

voted against the decision. 

58. PROGRESS ON ENFORCEMENT CASES 

The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Business Manager Development 

Management, which advised of the current situation and progress in respect of 

enforcement investigations.  

59. APPLICATIONS DETERMINED UNDER DELEGATED POWERS AND APPEAL 

DECISIONS 

The report giving details of applications determined under delegated powers was received 

and noted.  

 

The meeting closed at 3.50pm 

 

CHAIRMAN 



 

WEST OXFORDSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL 

  

UPLANDS AREA PLANNING SUB-COMMITTEE 

 

Date: 1st June 2020 

 
REPORT OF THE BUSINESS MANAGER – DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Purpose: 

To consider applications for development details of which are set out in the following pages. 

 

Recommendations: 

To determine the applications in accordance with the recommendations of the Business Manager. 

The recommendations contained in the following pages are all subject to amendments in the light of 

observations received between the preparation of the reports etc and the date of the meeting. 

 

List of Background Papers 

 

All documents, including forms, plans, consultations and representations on each application, but 

excluding any document, which in the opinion of the ‘proper officer’ discloses exempt information as 

defined in Section 1001 of the Local Government Act 1972.        

                                                 

Please note that observations received after the reports in this schedule were prepared will be 

summarised in a document which will be published late on the last working day before the meeting and 

available at the meeting or from www.westoxon.gov.uk/meetings  
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Application 

Number 

Address Page 

19/02863/FUL Greystones, Hook Norton Road, Great Rollright 

 

3 

19/03407/FUL Marshalls Barn, Church Enstone, Chipping Norton 

 

9 

19/03504/OUT Cotswolds Hotel And Spa, Southcombe, Chipping Norton 

 

15 

20/00032/FUL Land South Of Dark Lane, Wilcote Riding, Finstock 

 

32 

20/00287/FUL Unit 7 Wychwood Business Park, Milton Road, Shipton-Under-

Wychwood 

 

38 

20/00515/FUL Heythrop Hunt Kennels, Kennels Lane, Chipping Norton 

 

44 

20/00516/FUL Heythrop Hunt Kennels, Kennels Lane, Chipping Norton 

 

49 
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Application Number 19/02863/FUL 

Site Address Greystones 

Hook Norton Road 

Great Rollright 

Chipping Norton 

Oxfordshire 

OX7 5SB 

Date 19th May 2020 

Officer Chloe Jacobs 

Officer Recommendations Refuse 

Parish Rollright Parish Council 

Grid Reference 432986 E       231421 N 

Committee Date 1st June 2020 

 

Location Map 

 
 

 
© Crown copyright and database rights 2016 Ordnance Survey 100024316  
 

Application Details: 

Construction of new stables, ancillary building and manege (amended plans and description (Access no 

longer forms part of the application)) 

 

Applicant Details: 

Miss Louisa Harvey, Greystones, Hook Norton Road, Great Rollright, Chipping Norton, OX7 5SB 
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1  CONSULTATIONS 

 

1.1 Parish Council The Parish Council has no objection to this application 

 

1.2 OCC Lead Local Flood 

Authority 

No Comment Received. 

 

 

1.3 OCC Highways The proposal, if permitted, will not have a significant detrimental 

impact ( in terms of highway safety and convenience ) on the adjacent 

highway network 

 

Recommendation: 

 

Oxfordshire County Council, as the Local Highways Authority, 

hereby notify the District Planning Authority that they do not object 

to the granting of planning permission, subject to condition. 

 

1.4 WODC Drainage 

Engineers 

As the above application is considered a major (>1000m2 footprint) 

we will not be providing comments in this instance and would expect 

the Lead Local Flood Authority to be consulted. 

 

1.5 WODC Env Health - 

Uplands 

No Comment Received. 

 

 

2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

 No third party representations have been received. 

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

 

3.1  A planning statement was submitted with the application which concludes: 

 

3.2  This is a proposal that fits the needs of an equestrian activity on site.  The rider and horses are 

trained to a very high standard and need high quality facilities to reach the levels required for 

national competition, whilst riding in a safe environment. 

 

3.3  The visual impact of these proposals was considered by the council planning officers, and their 

conclusion is favourable.  

 

3.4  The use of traditional materials and low height designs, will reduce the visual impact of these 

buildings within the site.  Planting throughout the holding has helped to enhance the natural 

appearance of this site within the Cotswolds AONB. 

 

3.5  Subject to all appropriate planning conditions it is our summation that the proposals accord with 

all relevant planning policies.   

 

3.6  Should you require any more information, please do make contact at your convenience. In the 

meantime, we await the Council's decision in due course. 

 

3.7  The full statement can be viewed online 
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3.8  Further correspondence with the applicant and agent has highlighted that 'this small 

development will provide much-needed employment for local contractors and a freelance 

groom in what is a very challenging time for the self-employed and those with small businesses'. 

 

4  PLANNING POLICIES 

 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  

 

5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1 The amended application seeks planning permission for the erection of stables and a manege on 

a parcel of land associated with Greystones, Great Rollright. The application has been amended 

following comments from Officers to remove a proposed new access, re-site the arena and 

stables and to reduce the size of the proposed stables. 

 

5.2 The application site is located on the eastern edge of the Village, Great Rollright. The site falls 

outside of the Great Rollright conservation area, with the Conservation Area boundary running 

along the west and south of the site. The application site is situated in the Cotswolds Area of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty and has a Public Footpath 329/1 which crosses the field to the 

north. The application site consists of the paddock to the east of Greystones, but the applicant 

also owns land including that where the main property sits and the remaining paddock areas to 

its immediate north and west. 

 

5.3 This application is brought before members of the Uplands Sub Planning Committee because 

officer's recommendation differs from that of the Parish Council who has raised no objection to 

the proposed scheme.  

 

5.4 In addition an extension of time was required to determine this application due to the 

cancellations of all committees in response to the COVID-19 virus. 

 

5.5 Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle 

 Siting, design and Scale,  

 Impact on character and appearance of the landscape and AONB 

 Highways 

 Residential amenity 

 

Principle 

 

5.6 Policy OS2 of the Local Plan states that development in the open countryside will be limited to 

that which requires and is appropriate for a rural location and which respects the intrinsic 

character of the area.  It also sets out a number of General Principles for all development which 

includes, inter alia, that it should: 

 

 Be of a proportionate and appropriate scale to its context having regard to the potential 

cumulative impact of development in the locality;  
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 Form a logical complement to the existing scale and pattern of development and/or the 

character of the area;  

 As far as is reasonably possible protect or enhance the local landscape and the setting of the 

settlement/s;  

 In the AONB, give great weight to conserving landscape and scenic beauty and comply with 

national policy concerning major development 

 

5.7 In this case, given the site's location within the AONB, one of the main considerations is its 

impact on the landscape and scenic beauty of the area, which is considered in more detail below.   

 

5.8 The Design and Access Statement advises that the client would like to graze up to 4 horses for 

her personal use. This statement appears to conflict with the applicant's case stated above which 

refers to the employment benefits of the scheme including the employment of a groom.  There 

are also existing stabling facilities at Greystones and insufficient evidence has been submitted to 

justify the need for this large new building within this sensitive valued landscape.  Therefore, the 

principle of development is considered to be unacceptable. 

 

 Siting, Design and Form 

 

5.9 The application seeks permission for the erection of 25m by 10.6m stable building which would 

sit approximately 4.5m tall (to the ridge). This stable building would accommodate 4 horse 

boxes, a storage room, a wash space, toilet, a feed and rug room and a tool shed. Whilst it is 

understood that the applicant is an avid horse rider, there were no horses within the field or on 

the site when undertaking a site visit. From recent correspondence, it is stated by the applicant 

that the  horses are kept at 3 different locations but this statement conflicts with the supporting 

letter from the agent which states that 'The applicant has 4 horses, with 2 currently stabled on 

the site in temporary stables within the former garage serving the dwelling and 2 stabled off site.' 

 

5.10 The application also seeks planning permission for a manege which would be 30m by 50m. Given 

the nature of the site, the proposed ménage would require some level of 'cut and fill' operations 

to allow for the manege to be level and safe for the training of the horses. The manege would be 

constructed out of suitable materials and no fencing is proposed.  

 

5.11 In terms of submitted details, the scale, design and overall footprint of the proposed building are 

considered to be insupportable in its current form. In this regard, it is not considered that 

sufficient justification has been provided for the current proposal, which essentially seeks to add 

an overly large, new building within this open countryside, AONB location. 

 

5.12 It is considered that the current proposal is still overly-large given its sensitive context and is of 

a design and form which relates poorly to the existing complex of buildings at Greystones.  The 

site already benefits from a 17m building which has been converted into  stables to provide 

accommodation for two of the horses.  There is no evidence to demonstrate why this 

arrangement needs to be temporary and why other stabling accommodation cannot be provided 

at Greystones. 

 

 

 

 

 Impact on the character and appearance of the landscape and AONB 

 

Item No. 4, Page 6 of 53



5.13 The site lies within the Cotswolds AONB, a nationally important designation, where great 

weight should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty.  This duty is 

reflected in policy EH1 of the local plan and the NPPF which require great weight to be given to 

conserving and enhancing landscape beauty in Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. This duty is 

also embodied in the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000.  

 

5.14 Due to the open nature of the application site, both the stable building and the manege would 

be visible from a number of public vantage points including the Hook Norton Road, the adjacent 

public footpath 329/1/20 and from wider views including those from the elevated position of the 

Grade I Listed Church of Saint Andrew. Both the stable building and manege are located within 

a prominent location where the development would appear as an intrusive feature within the 

landscape.  

 

5.15 The amended plans fail to address officers concerns in regards to the impact the development 

would have on the open countryside and scenic beauty of the AONB and the applicant has 

provided no such justification for the need for the development.  In this case officers do not 

consider that the applicant has demonstrated that there is a need which would outweigh the 

landscape harm, particularly as there is already some stabling accommodation at Greystones 

itself.  

 

5.16 Therefore officers have concluded that any benefits from the proposed development would not 

outweigh the harm caused to this high valued landscape. As such the proposed development 

would conflict with policy EH1of the Local Plan and the NPPF. 

 

 Impact on the Setting of the Conservation Area 

 

5.17 As the site sits adjacent to the Great Rollright Conservation Area, Officers are required to take 

account of section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as 

amended which states that, with respect to buildings or other land in a conservation area, 

special attention shall be paid to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or 

appearance of that area.  Further the paragraphs of section 16 'Conserving and enhancing the 

historic environment ' of the NPPF are relevant to consideration of the application.  

 

5.18 In this regard the proposed manage and stable building would respect the special qualities and 

historic context of the setting of the Conservation Area and would maintain the appearance of 

the heritage asset given the nature of what is proposed and its location.  

 

Highways 

 

5.19 OCC Highways have been consulted on the application and have raised no objections in regards 

to highways safety and convenience. On this basis, the scheme is considered acceptable and 

complies with policy T4 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan. 

 

Residential Amenities 

 

5.20 Given the nature of the proposed ménage and stable block and that there are no neighbouring 

properties within the immediate vicinity, officers are of the opinion that the proposed would not 

give rise to any adverse impacts in regards to neighbouring amenity. 

 

Conclusion 
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5.21 In light of the above assessment, given that the proposed development does not conserve or 

enhance the Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Officers are of the opinion that the 

proposed stable building and ménage cannot be supported and is contrary to polices OS2, OS4, 

EH1 and EH10 of the West Oxfordshire Local plan 2031 and sections 16 and Paragraph 172 of 

the NPPF. 

 

6  REASON FOR REFUSAL 

 

 

1. The proposed development, for which no sufficient justification has been given, by reason of its 

siting, scale and cut and fill operations will adversely affect the visual amenity of the area and will  

fail to conserve or enhance the landscape and scenic beauty of the Cotswolds Area of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty. As such the proposal is contrary to Policies OS2, OS4 and EH1 of 

the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 and the provisions of the National Planning 

Policy Framework. 
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Application Number 19/03407/FUL 

Site Address Marshalls Barn 

Church Enstone 

Chipping Norton 

Oxfordshire 

OX7 4NL 

Date 19th May 2020 

Officer Declan Jermy 

Officer Recommendations Approve 

Parish Enstone Parish Council 

Grid Reference 437931 E       224936 N 

Committee Date 1st June 2020 

 

Location Map 

 

 
 

 
© Crown copyright and database rights 2016 Ordnance Survey 100024316  
 

 

Application Details: 

Repair and alteration of walls and rebuilding of roof to existing outbuilding to form ancillary dwelling 

 

Applicant Details: 

Mr S Grayc/o Banks Design Architects 
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1  CONSULTATIONS 

 

1.1 OCC Highways No objection subject to planning condition G28. 

 

 

1.2 Parish Council Mrs B Sinclair Enstone Parish Council OBJECTS to this planning 

application for the following reasons:- 

 

1.  Insufficient parking spaces is already an issue in the area. 

 

2.  The height of the roof is of concern - the roof is 1.5 times 

higher than the barn wall and looks imposing. 

 

3.  The building is next to a listed building and needs to be in 

keeping with a listed building. 

 

4.  The owners are not resident in this Country and the Parish 

Council would prefer that this building is lived in as a 

permanent residence. 

 

 
2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

2.1 This application has received a total of 12 objection comments; they are as summarised below 

(these can be viewed in full on the website):  

 

 Impact on traffic/ insufficient parking  

 Development for commercial use - Let as an air BNB 

 Wall repair no longer feasible as they are to degraded  

 Prominent village location (visual amenity)  

 Increased level of noise and disturbance  

 Due to the condition of the existing walls it is not a repair but a new building. 

 Height is too high 

 Owners don't live here 

 In close proximity to LBs  

 The owners are not resident in this Country and the Parish Council would prefer that this 

building is lived in as a permanent residence. 

 Building is to height and will take light from Rose Cottage 

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

 

3.1 The owners of Marshall's Barn propose to convert a ruinous former agricultural building to 

domestic use ancillary to their existing residence - itself a converted suite of agricultural 

buildings. The ruinous structure has no viable future in its current state: it will continue to 

deteriorate and will eventually collapse if it continues to be roofless. The cost of reroofing it can 

only be met through a scheme of renovation and conversion to domestic use - no other 

function will be viable given the cost of putting a new roof on. The scheme proposed by Banks 

Design Architects is of very high quality and is appropriate physically and visually/aesthetically. 

Interventions into the historic fabric are inevitable to achieve the new domestic use but have 

been limited to the minimum necessary to achieve this purpose. The new use will be 
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appropriate and will ensure not only the survival but also the use of the building. This means 

that it will have a viable and sustainable future. The proposals deserve full support. 

 

4  PLANNING POLICIES 

 

 T4NEW Parking provision 

 OS2NEW Locating development in the right places 

 OS4NEW High quality design 

 H6NEW Existing housing 

 EH9 Historic environment 

 EH11 Listed Buildings 

 DESGUI West Oxfordshire Design Guide 

 NPPF 2019 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  

 

5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1 This application seeks planning permission for the repair and alteration of walls and the 

rebuilding of roof to existing dilapidated barn to form ancillary accommodation at Marshall Barn, 

Church Enstone. The application site relates to an existing dwellinghouse converted from barns 

once associated with 5 Chimneys, located west of the property.  

 

5.2 The site does not fall within any special designated areas of control but does sit within close 

proximity to a number of listed buildings.  

 

5.3 The application is before the Uplands Planning sub-committee members for consideration in 

accordance with the scheme of delegation as the parish council has raised objections to the 

scheme contrary to your officers recommendation. An extension of time has been agreed on 

the application to facilitate this.  

 

5.4 Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle; 

 Siting, design and form; 

 Impact on the heritage assets;  

 Impact on residential amenity;  

 Highways.  

 

 Principle  

 

5.5 Policy H2 of the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 states that applications for self-

contained accommodation will be permitted, subject to a condition ensuring the 

accommodation remains ancillary to the main dwelling and where they comply with other plan 

policies, in particular the general principles set out in Policy OS2. Therefore, your officers are of 

the opinion that the development is acceptable in principle subject to the below assessment.  

 

 

 Siting, design and form 
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5.6 Historically, there was a small barn sited in the position of the proposed new annexe and the 

shell partially remains. The proposal comprises the incorporation of the existing former barn 

walls to form an annexe building of simple form and design with a natural slate pitched roof and 

natural stone walls to match the existing. There is a mix of types of development along the 

street scene including thatched cottages and large farm houses and converted barns. Marshalls 

Barn itself is a converted barn.  

 

5.7 Amended plans have been submitted to address your officers concerns relating to the scale of 

the development. The original proposal comprised of two storey two-bed accommodation 

which was considered tantamount to a new dwelling. The amended plans restrict the 

development the ground floor only and some first floor windows have been removed. This is 

considered, on balance, to represent secondary, ancillary accommodation and is now acceptable.  

 

5.8 Therefore, given the historic barn which was sited here and by virtue of its scale, siting, design 

and form of the proposed ancillary accommodation is considered to be acceptable.  

 

 Impact on the heritage assets 

 

5.9 As the site sits within close proximity to a number of listed buildings, the Local Planning 

Authority is statutorily required to have special regard to the desirability of preserving the 

buildings, their setting, and any features of special architectural or historic interest they may 

possess, in accordance with Section 16(2) of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation 

Areas) Act 1990. Section 16 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires that Local 

Planning Authorities should take account of the desirability of sustaining or enhancing the 

significance of heritage assets. Paragraph 193 states that when considering the impact of the 

proposed works on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given 

to the asset's conservation. Paragraph 194 states that any harm to or loss of significance, 

through alteration or development within the asset's setting should require clear and convincing 

justification.  

 

5.10 Local Plan policy EH11 'Listed Buildings' reiterates this and states that development proposals 

that conserve or enhance the character, appearance and significance of designated heritage 

assets (and their settings) will be permitted. 

 

5.11 In this case, with regard to the impact on the setting of nearby listed buildings, the proposed 

ancillary building is not considered to obscure the historical architecture or special qualities of 

the existing listed buildings. The proposed works are to utilise land that has historically seen 

development of a similar scale and design. Therefore, overall it is considered that the proposals 

would preserve the special architectural and historic interest of the surrounding listed buildings, 

their settings and those of the adjacent listed buildings. The significance of the designated 

heritage assets will be sustained, in accordance with policy EH11 of the West Oxfordshire Local 

Plan and Section 16 of the NPPF. 

 

 Impact on residential amenity 

 

5.12 Your officers are of the opinion that given the residential context of the site, and by virtue of 

the siting, scale and design the proposed development would not be overbearing or result in a 

loss of light or privacy to the detriment of the occupants of neighbouring properties.  
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Highways 

 

5.13 The Local Highway Authority has been consulted on the application and have raised no 

objections in regards to highways safety and convenience. On this basis, the scheme is 

considered acceptable and complies with policy T4 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan and 

relevant paragraphs of the NPPF. 

 

Other  

 

5.14 Concerns have been raised regarding the potential use of the building as a separate holiday 

let/air bnb accommodation. The development, the subject of this application, is for the use of 

the new building as ancillary accommodation in association with the main dwelling. Planning 

permission is not required for the use of residential C3 dwellings (including any ancillary 

accommodation) for this type of short term holiday let accommodation so this does not come 

under planning control in this case.  

 

 Conclusion 

 

5.15 Taking into account the above matters, the proposal is considered acceptable on its merits and 

is therefore recommended for approval. The application complies with policies OS2, OS4, H6, 

EH9, EH11 and T4 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, the relevant paragraphs of the 

NPPF, the West Oxfordshire Design Guide 2016 and the National Design Guide 2019. 

 

6  CONDITIONS 

 

1.   The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years from the 

date of this permission. 

 REASON: To comply with the requirements of Section 91 of the Town & Country Planning Act 

1990 as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act, 2004. 

 

2. That the development be carried out in accordance with the approved plans listed below. 

 REASON: For the avoidance of doubt as to what is permitted. 

 

3.   The development shall be constructed with the materials specified in the application. 

 REASON: To ensure that the development is in keeping with the locality and for the avoidance 

of doubt as to what is permitted.  

 

4.   Before first use of the ancillary building, details of the provision of integrated bat roosting 

features (e.g. bat boxes/tubes/bricks on south or southeast-facing elevations) and integrated 

nesting opportunities for birds (e.g. house sparrow terrace, starling box, swift brick or house 

martin nest cup on the north or east-facing elevations) within the walls of the new buildings, and 

hedgehog gaps/holes under/through walls and/or fences, shall be submitted to the local planning 

authority for approval. The details shall include a drawing/s showing the types of features, their 

locations within the site and their positions on the elevations of the buildings, and a timetable 

for their provision. The approved details shall be implemented before the dwelling/s hereby 

approved is/are first occupied and thereafter permanently retained. 

 REASON: To provide new features for roosting bats and nesting birds, and ensure permeability 

for hedgehogs, as biodiversity enhancements in accordance with paragraphs 170, 174 and 175 of 

the National Planning Policy Framework, Policy EH3 of the West Oxfordshire District Local 

Plan 2031 and Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 

Item No. 4, Page 13 of 53



 

5.   The car parking areas (including where appropriate the marking out of parking spaces) shown on 

the approved plans shall be constructed before occupation of the development and thereafter 

retained and used for no other purpose. 

 REASON: To ensure that adequate car parking facilities are provided in the interests of road 

safety. 

 

6.   The annexe hereby permitted shall be used as accommodation ancillary to the existing dwelling 

on the site and shall not be occupied as a separate dwelling. 

 REASON: A separate dwelling in this location would be contrary to policies OS2, H2 and H6 of 

the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031.  
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Application Details: 

Erection of up to 73 holiday homes and associated infrastructure in connection with existing facilities 

(amended description). 
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Applicant Details: 

Mr Glucka Wijesuriya, C/O Agent 

1  CONSULTATIONS 

 

1.1 TV Police - Crime 

Prevention Design 

Advisor 

Although I do not wish to object to the proposals, I do have some 

concerns in relation to community safety/crime prevention design. If 

these are not addressed I feel that the development may not meet the 

requirements of; 

 The National Planning Policy Framework 2018, Section 12 

'Achieving well-designed places', point 127 (part f), which states 

that; 'Planning policies and decisions should ensure that 

developments… create places that are safe, inclusive and 

accessible… and where crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, 

do not undermine the quality of life or community cohesion and 

resilience'. And; 

 HMCLG's Planning Practice Guidance on 'Design', which states 

that; 'Although design is only part of the planning process it can 

affect a range of objectives... Planning policies and decisions 

should seek to ensure the physical environment supports these 

objectives. The following issues should be considered: safe, 

connected and efficient streets… crime prevention… security 

measures… cohesive and vibrant neighbourhoods.' 

In addition, the Design and Access Statement (DAS) does not 

adequately address crime and disorder as required by CABE's 'Design 

and Access Statements- How to write, read and use them'. This states 

that DAS' should; 'Demonstrate how development can create 

accessible and safe environments, including addressing crime and 

disorder and fear of crime'. As there appears to be no mention of 

crime in the DAS I do not feel that this has been achieved. Therefore, 

to address these concerns and ensure that the opportunity to design 

out crime is not missed I request that a condition be placed upon any 

approval for this application. 

 

1.2 CPRE CPRE West Oxfordshire Objects to Planning Application at Cotswold 

Hotel and Spa 19/03504/OUT 

Historical Precedence and Strategic Overview 

This current planning application for the Cotswolds Hotel and Spa at 

Southcombe refers to 100 lodges and holiday homes (not the 73 

which was first proposed) on the land next to the hotel and self-

catering apartments.  This is a significant increase of the Hotel's 

capacity which has recently undergone extensive refurbishment 

including a large extension beside the golf course (17/01758/FUL). It is 

unclear why the current owner has decided to expand capacity so 

soon after increasing the size of the hotel which is not yet finished. 

The twenty self-catering apartments agreed were originally subject to 

a maximum six weeks length of stay as this land is considered to be in 

the open countryside and unsuitable for permanent residency. This 

requirement was revoked to twelve months at appeal 

(APP/D3125/W/18/3205571) and although the judge accepted it 

would affect investment into the business model…little evidence was 
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provided to support this (para 7). CPRE West Oxfordshire is 

concerned that if the business is unsuccessful the appellant would 

apply for change of use of the 100 holiday homes and the site would 

unintentionally create a housing estate in open countryside. The site is 

not in the SHELAA and neither is it an allocation in the Local Plan for 

Chipping Norton's housing strategy or for Enstone Parish. The 

planning history indicates that past inspectors and WODC officers 

have also consistently considered this site not to be suitable for 

development.  There is no presumption for sustainable development 

and no sustainability study has been submitted. The site was not 

identified as part of the current SHELAA for West Oxfordshire and 

should be refused. 

 

Biodiversity and Ecology 

The site itself is very close to the edge of the Glyme Valley SSSI and a 

BBOWT reserve. This area thrives from low levels of human activity 

with walkers enjoying the tranquillity along the Chipping Norton to 

Woodstock Glyme Valley Walk, an important Conservation Target 

Area (CTA) and includes part of the Shakespeare Way and 

Wychwood Way. For these reasons we do not accept the planning 

application has placed enough importance to the site which provides 

significant food for foraging mammals and invertebrates; although the 

focus of any biodiversity action should be on the CTAs, it will still be 

necessary to maintain, enhance, buffer and extend areas of wildlife 

habitat outside the mapped areas in order to maintain the wildlife 

interest and richness of the wider countryside (Para 5 CTA).  This 

site acts as a buffer zone between human activity and an important 

SSSI which has remained relatively undisturbed for centuries. Flora 

associated with this site such as the meadow clary and yellow rattle is 

testament to this. While we do accept that the plans have considered 

screening and biodiversity to an extent, we don't think it is in the 

forefront of the development plans and lack detail. We are also 

concerned that the current landscaping of the hotel involves plastic 

rather than natural hedging and are unsure of the intent of the 

appellant to genuinely add intrinsic value to biodiversity on the site.  

 

Pollution 

In addition to the disturbance to open countryside from additional 

noise and light pollution, the infrastructure for containing Surface 

Water run-off and Foul Water is inadequate. The Contamination 

Study states that the primary surface water receptor is the River 

Glyme which at it's nearest point is 80 metres from the site (4.5.1) 

and identifies the site as having a highly significant risk of surface 

water flooding. (4.5.4). In addition it states that the bedrock beneath 

the site identified it as a Major Aquifer  with high vulnerability and 

high leakage  potential (4.6.2). Yet the study categorises surface water 

contamination into the Glyme as low based on their assessment the 

River is far enough away from the site and the contaminants are not 

deemed too much of a concern.  
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Thames Water has also omitted any agreement with the developer 

over Foul Water drainage because they haven't been given the 

information they need. There would be a clear threat to the River 

Glyme from sewerage and other surface contaminants. There are also 

issues over water pressure in the neighbouring properties and a 

development of this magnitude would exacerbate this problem. 

 

Transport 

Despite cycle lanes and an hourly bus service from the S3 bus route 

there is likely to be a noticeable increase in traffic to Chipping Norton 

and surrounding villages. We are also alarmed by the risk of more 

visitor traffic that would cross Fairy Tale Farm's pedestrian footpath 

which is frequented by families with young children; and we are 

concerned with traffic turning onto the single carriageway A44 from a 

narrow exit with oncoming HGV vehicles.   

 

Landscape setting 

While the plans have made efforts to screen the site from view, the 

development is on a slope dropping down into the valley in close 

proximity to the AONB and would be seen from footpaths near to 

the site and from those further than the 2.5 km baseline radius used 

in the planning application. We strongly object to the premise the 

appellant claims this site is now a Sports Landscape. By doing so they 

argue that it is not representative of the merits found in the wider 

landscape and therefore not as highly sensitive (4.27). The Open 

Lowland Wolds that make up the site of this new application 

currently has no sporting value and therefore should be given the 

upmost protection under the NPPF. Any permanent buildings on the 

site would have a detrimental impact to this corner of the Enstone 

Uplands. In the applicant's own words the landscape character is 

highly sensitive to change due to the close proximity of the AONB. 

The current plans are not in keeping to the sensitivity of the area and 

are akin of a small Centre Park rather than a sustainable Cotswold 

location. Besides which there is already a near-by seasonal camp site 

at Merry weather farm and over the 200 Air B&Bs plus more hotels 

providing ample competition in the area.  CPRE West Oxfordshire 

concludes this application falls short of the NPPF guidelines that it is 

of a proportional and appropriate scale to its context and has a 

potential cumulative impact to the loss of open space to the area. We 

strongly urge West Oxfordshire Planning Authority to refuse this 

planning application. 

 

1.3 Conservation Officer Considering first the indicative architecture, we note that there is 

little in the proposed layout or in the proposed buildings that would 

differentiate this from a typical housing development. The buildings 

are largely formed in sizeable terraces, set closely around courtyards, 

with a cluster of individual units, still sizable, in the south corner. It is 

all fairly dense, all two-storied, and not particularly low-lying. The 

building designs tend towards the innocuous, with hipped roofs, being 

neither evocative of traditional forms, nor being particularly fresh or 
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modern. Materials also tend to evoke the typical housing 

development, with the usual palette of stone and timber-clad walling, 

and slate roofing. 

Turning to prominence and visual impact, we note that this is a fairly 

wide and open landscape, largely undeveloped and decidedly rural, 

with some very long views. The site itself has a south-westerly slope, 

down to the River Glyme, and lies between the golf course to the 

south-west, and the A44, to the northeast. 

The proposed buildings would be set relatively close to the A44, and 

whilst there is fairly mature hedging, it seems likely that there will be 

views of the proposed buildings between and over the 

vegetation, particularly if the hedge become compromised in future 

years. There are also concerns about views of the proposed 

development from the public footpaths that run to the west, south 

and east of the site, some in very close proximity. And bearing in 

mind the relatively open, sweeping nature of the landscape, there are 

concerns about longer views too - particularly from the B4026, 

running around 1.5 kilometres to the south-west, where the 

development would be seen above and beyond the golf course. 

We do, of course, note that there would be some new green 

screening around and amongst the proposed development, and we 

also note that there is considerable vegetation on the adjacent golf 

course, and in adjacent hedgerows. However, we would be very 

reluctant to rely on vegetation for screening in this context for a 

variety of reasons, in particular: 1) if the proposed buildings need 

such screening, they are in the wrong place; 2) vegetation comes and 

goes, and is very difficult to control; 3) climate warming may well 

affect many native and established species; 4) trees set in close 

proximity to buildings are very vulnerable. 

So, in summary, this would read as a fairly typical housing 

development in fairly open countryside, and it seems likely that there 

would be both long and close views of the proposed buildings. From 

our point of view it is not an acceptable proposition. 

 

1.4 WODC Env Health - 

Uplands 

The proposal is for a significant number of 'holiday' type homes and 

associated infrastructure. There is no noise assessment for such a 

large scale residential development and I'm minded to suggest that 

there should be some comment from the applicant in terms of site 

generated noise sources and suitable protection from the prevailing 

road traffic noise from A44. 

 

1.5 ERS Env. Consultation 

Sites 

Thank you for consulting our team on the above referenced planning 

application. I have reviewed the application in relation to 

contaminated land and potential risk to human health. The following 

report was submitted with the application.  

 

 RPS Cotswold Club Holiday Village ' Desk Top Study and 

Preliminary Risk Assessment. JER8205. Dated 19 December 2019.  

 

In general the conclusions and recommendations made within the 
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report are supported. It is agreed that efforts should be made to 

obtain a copy of the Environmental Permit issued by the EA and any 

additional information the land owners can provide in relations to the 

works completed under decision notice 12/0156/P/FP. As 

recommended in the report an intrusive site investigation will be 

needed to ascertain the suitability of the site for the proposed end 

use. Please consider adding the following condition to any grant of 

permission.  

 

1.  No development shall take place until a site investigation of 

the nature and extent of contamination has been carried out 

in accordance with a methodology which has previously been 

submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 

authority. The results of the site investigation shall be made 

available to the local planning authority before any 

development begins. If any significant contamination is found 

during the site investigation, a report specifying the measures 

to be taken to remediate the site to render it suitable for the 

development hereby permitted shall be submitted to and 

approved in writing by the local planning authority before any 

development begins 

2  The Remediation Scheme, as agreed in writing by the Local 

Planning Authority, shall be fully implemented in accordance 

with the approved timetable of works and before the 

development hereby permitted is first occupied. Any variation 

to the scheme shall be agreed in writing with the Local 

Planning Authority in advance of works being undertaken. On 

completion of the works the developer shall submit to the 

Local Planning Authority written confirmation that all works 

were completed in accordance with the agreed details. 

 

If, during the course of development, any contamination is found 

which has not been identified in the site investigation, additional 

measures for the remediation of this contamination shall be submitted 

to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. The 

remediation of the site shall incorporate the approved additional 

measures. 

Reason: To ensure any contamination of the site is identified and 

appropriately remediated. 

Relevant Policies: West Oxfordshire Local Planning Policy EH8 and 

Section 15 of the NPPF. 

 

1.6 WODC - Sports No Comment Received. 

 

 

1.7 WODC - Arts Should this proposal be granted planning permission, then the Council 

would favour the following approach: 

A contribution of £15,330 towards off-site artist-led participatory 

activity with local schools to create directional or other signage to 

enhance walking and cycling routes in the area.  
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1.8 Environment Agency The application's RSP Desk Top Study and preliminary risk 

assessment dated 19th December 2019 demonstrates that it will be 

possible to manage the risks posed to controlled waters by this 

development. We believe that it would place an unreasonable burden 

on the developer to ask for more detailed information prior to the 

granting of planning permission but respect that this is a decision for 

the local planning authority. 

The proposed development will be acceptable if the following 

planning conditions are included to protect groundwater quality. 

Without these conditions we would object to the proposal in line 

with paragraph 170 of the National Planning Policy Framework 

because it cannot be guaranteed that the development will not be put 

at unacceptable risk from, or be adversely affected by, unacceptable 

levels of water pollution. 

 

1.9 Natural England There is insufficient information to enable Natural England to provide 

a substantive response to this consultation as required under the 

Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) 

(England) Order 2015. Please provide the information listed below 

and re-consult Natural England. Please note that you are required to 

provide a further 21 day consultation period, once this information is 

received by Natural England, for us to respond. 

 

 

1.10 Biodiversity Officer Biodiversity recommendation: objection due to biodiversity harm and 

insufficient assessment and mitigation information for protected 

species, priority habitats, designated sites and ecological networks. 

 

Designated Sites 

The proposal is a large scale holiday homes complex that is in close 

proximity to the Glyme Valley Enstone Site of Special Scientific 

Interest (SSSI) and the Glyme Valley BBOWT (Wildlife Trust) 

reserve, which are both located less than 400m to the south of the 

application site. There is a public footpath located along the southern 

boundary of the proposed development site that directly connects to 

the SSSI and BBOWT reserve. The proposed development would 

likely lead to an increase in recreational pressure on both these 

statutory and non-statutory designated sites. Recreational pressure 

has already been identified as an issue within these sites and there is 

no consideration as to how the impact might be avoided. Policy EH3 

states that SSSI and locally important sites require protection from 

any development that will have an adverse impact. The proposed 

development is therefore considered to be contrary to policy EH3 

and paragraph 175 (b) of the National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF). 

 

Surface Water 

There is likely to be an increase in surface-water run-off from the 

application site, which could potentially drain towards the SSSI.  I 
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understand from the Ecological Assessment report and the Design 

and Access Statement (prepared by Acanthus Clews Architects, dated 

03.05.19) that the existing scrub, tall ruderal and vegetation along the 

western boundary would be removed and that there would be 

openings within this boundary.  Removing these habitats would 

remove the existing buffer and could lead to the surface water-run off 

from the site into the springs and ponds on the golf course, and 

subsequently the River Glyme.  This would lead to adverse impacts 

on water quality that would negatively affect the SSSI and the 

associated biodiversity. Again, this is contrary to policy EH3 and 

paragraph 175 (b) of the NPPF.  

 

Protected Species 

The Ecological Assessment report identified an active badger sett, 

high potential for reptiles (such as grass snake and common lizard) 

and habitat with high suitability for nesting birds on site. Furthermore, 

great crested newts were present within two of the ponds on the 

adjacent golf course in 2016. The habitats that support these 

protected and priority species would be directly or indirectly 

impacted by the proposed development and the mitigation strategy is  

considered to be insufficient to avoid, minimise or compensate (the 

mitigation hierarchy). This is therefore not in line with policy EH3 and 

paragraphs 170 (d), 174 (b) and 175 (a) of the NPPF. 

 

Ecological Networks 

The proposed 'green corridor' through the central section of the site 

is considered to be insufficient, as it would be surrounded by 

development plots and likely to be illuminated, which would isolate it 

from the surrounding ecological network and reduce the foraging and 

commuting opportunities for protected and priority species (e.g. bats, 

reptiles and badgers). The corridor is not well-connected to 

surrounding habitats, so connectivity to the wider landscape would be 

minimal. The green corridor would be more suitably located along a 

site boundary (e.g. the southern boundary of the site) in order to 

retain connectivity to the wider ecological network. This would be in 

line with paragraphs 170 (d), 174 (b) and 174 (d) of the NPPF. 

 

1.11 Thames Water With the information provided, Thames Water has been unable to 

determine the waste water infrastructure needs of this application. 

Thames Water has contacted the developer in an attempt to obtain 

this information and agree a position for FOUL WATER drainage, but 

have been unable to do so in the time available and as such, Thames 

Water request that a condition be added to any planning permission. 

 

 

1.12 WODC Planning Policy 

Manager 

No Comment Received. 

 

 

1.13 Adjacent Parish Council Chipping Norton Town Council 

The Council objects to the development and has the following 
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comments: 

 The entrance to the site is via the busy A44 and concern is 

expressed regarding the increase in traffic movements that the 

development would cause. 

 The number of holiday units is excessive at 73 units for the 

proposed development area. 

 A restriction on the occupation of any holiday accommodation 

should be placed to ensure lets are not for long periods of time 

to ensure no permanent residency. 

 That a restriction is placed on the holiday units to remain 

categorised as holiday units so not to become residential units. 

 The building proposals for the holiday units are to be in line with 

WODC's Climate Change Strategy and to include that the 

buildings are to meet exemplary standards of fabric design and 

efficient energy supply. 

 

1.14 Parish Council Enstone Parish Council  

1.  It is not in keeping with the area. 

2.  The entrance along the A44 is dangerous. 

3.  Holidays homes will not generate any S106 monies 

4.  The area is already becoming over-developed with all the new 

houses in Chipping Norton. 

5.  Thames Water had reservations about the position of the 

proposed development, with them stating that it is within 5 

metres of a strategic water main and Thames Water do not 

permit construction over or within 5 metres of a strategic 

water main. 

6.  There are concerns regarding the infrastructure regarding the 

drainage capability and water supplies. 

7.  Access to the proposed development is close to a busy 

junction. The presence of 73 properties will create added risk 

of accidents. At present, when guests exit the hotel or Fairy 

Tale Farm, they sometimes fail to check oncoming traffic or 

put other road users at risk by not gauging the speed of 

approaching traffic correctly before pulling out. The increase 

in vehicles using the site will create added risk. 

8.  With regards to material matters - this application may be a 

pre-cursor to subsequent applications to amend the 

application from holiday/temporary dwellings to permanent 

dwellings. 

9.  Environment - the site is within 500 metres of an SSSI and the 

delightful Glyme valley. The proposal does not address this 

and fails to show adequate mitigating actions for the adverse 

impact it would have. The planning portal includes several 

objections from environmental organisations which the 

WODC should uphold. 

10.  Scale & Viability - there is a significant question mark over the 

commercial viability of the development. Previous comments 

made by the WODC planning department highlight this 

concern and mention that the business case is not tested and 
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proven. There is a clear possibility that the development 

would be converted into a residential housing development 

because it is unviable as holiday accommodation. 

 

1.15 Wildlife Trust BBOWT Objection 

 

1.16 ERS Air Quality I have looked at the air quality aspects of this development, because 

the development is due east of the Chipping Norton Air Quality 

Management area (AQMA), and I would expect the application to be 

accompanied by an assessment of the effects of additional traffic on 

this AQMA.  

 

I would like to have responded via the planning portal to the above, 

but in lieu of a consultee response button for air quality sorry but I've 

contacted you direct! 

 

Applying the EPUK criteria (EPUK, IAQM 2017) I have attempted to 

determine from the information provided whether the development 

would generate "A change of LDV flows of: -- more than 100 AADT 

within or adjacent to an AQMA". This information is not readily 

available from the Transport Assessment report accompanying the 

application. I believe that the proposed development's relative 

proximity and direct road link to the Chipping Norton AQMA area 

requires this application to be accompanied by an air quality 

assessment. The Council has a statutory duty to improve air quality 

especially in those areas where it exceeds the national quality 

objective. An AQMA is the embodiment of the type of area that LAs 

are duty-bound to address. It would not be appropriate for a local 

authority to ignore any potential worsening of air quality within an 

AQMA. 

 

Therefore the applicant must carry out an assessment of air quality in 

order to consider the impacts of the development on the AQMA in 

terms of adding car trips from the development towards attractions 

within the centre of Chipping Norton. Until this information is 

submitted I do not believe that I am in apposition to provide an 

appropriate opinion on the likely impact of the development on 

surrounding air quality and thus I must raise an objection to this 

proposed development. 

 

1.17 Major Planning 

Applications Team 

Highways 

No objection subject to conditions and S106 and S278 

 

Lead Local Flood Authority 

Objection 

Further information required to enable full technical assessment of 

flood risk, drainage strategy and SuDS usage for the proposal. 

 

Archaeology 

No objection 
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2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

2.1  Three objections have been received, summarised as follows: 

 

 Drainage 

 

2.2 Although the additional flood risk has been taken into account, there is little evidence of 

proposals for rain gardens and SUDS etc. 

 The issues of water resources, waste treatment, light and noise pollution are not addressed. 

Particularly as the Chipping Norton sewerage facilities are already at full capacity. 

 We have a concern over the water pressure in the area. Currently we have an ongoing case 

(Ref 31404361 )with Thames Water who have advised that there are a number of 

propertieswith the same problem. 

 They have advised us that the current pumps cannot deliver a consistent water supply to our 

immediate area. Our concern is primarily based on the scale of the development and how it will 

impact on our water pressure. 

 The issue of water supply pressure is also crucial and is certainly an issue already. 

 

Amenities 

 

2.3 Neither are the impacts on local amenities and infrastructure. Just as a small example, its difficult 

to obtain a doctors appointment in Chipping Norton now, yet alone when another 1200 houses 

and 100 holiday homes are built. 

 This is an over intensive development in open countryside with doubtful commercial justification 

and therefore a real prospect of a further application for residential use 

 The addition traffic movements would pose a significant risk of collision at the A44 access, which 

I believe is already somewhat of a hazard. 

 

2.4  Cllr Hibbert Biles has made the following comments: 

 

 I am surprised that OCC have no objection to this application on highway grounds. I do not 

support the application. 100 homes regardless of whether they are holiday or for normal use is 

considerable. I am also surprised that there is no evidence of accidents. On this stretch of road 

there have been accidents and several residents have tried to get the speed limit lowered 

because of this. 

 However my biggest concern is the fact these are allegedly holiday homes. This development 

already has - I think, 114 bedrooms which do not run to capacity. If these chalet bungalows are 

not utilised to full capacity I can see the owner wishing to change the planning permission. I note 

that Chipping Norton Town Council have not given their approval and Enstone PC are so 

concerned they are holding a public meeting. 

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

 

3.1  The Planning Statement is concluded as follows: 

 

3.2 The current proposal is an outline planning application for a proposed holiday village of 73 units 

and associated landscaping and infrastructure as an extension to the existing Cotswolds Hotel 

and Spa (CHS). The Description of Development is: 
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3.3 "Outline planning permission with all matters except access reserved for the development of a 

holiday village with 73. holiday homes (Class C3), landscaping and associated infrastructure, and 

other ancillary development at Cotswolds Hotel and Spa." 

 

3.4 The proposed development will support the business operation of the Golf Club along with the 

Hotel and Spa and will provide a range of holiday accommodation in a location which is 

accessible by public transport and in close proximity to an existing settlement (Chipping 

Norton). It forms part of an overall Business Plan which was submitted by the Applicant in 

relation to Phase 1, in that the holiday village will also serve to support the existing operations 

and is an integral part of the plan to make the CHS and Golf Course a financially sustainable 

business. Hence, the proposed development is considered to amount to sustainable 

development and is entirely in line with the aims of Policies OS2 and E4 of West Oxfordshire 

Local Plan 2031 (2018). 

 

3.4 The proposed holiday villages provide a range of 3no. and 4no. bedroom units in a parkland 

setting, which will result from extensive landscaping proposals that seek to significantly improve 

the visual amenity of the site and its surroundings. 

 

3.5 Pre-application advice provided by the Council indicated that the proposals were considered 

premature, although there was no policy basis to support this position, and arbitrary date was 

provided as to when it would be acceptable. However, it has been demonstrated that the 

proposal will not, to any extent, be premature since its approval will not undermine the plan-

making process and no requirement is set by extant policies to demonstrate the financial 

viability of a development as part of the assessment of its acceptability in principle. Indeed, the 

Council's endorsement of the applicant's Business Plan which indicated that the holiday village 

would contribute to the financial stabilisation of the CHS and Golf Club within two years of the 

self-catering apartments opening confirms that the application is not in any way premature. 

 

3.6 The principle of the development has been endorsed at pre-application stage (notwithstanding 

the prematurity point), and the Local Plan is clearly explicit in supporting such development in 

Policies OS2 and E4, as well as through NPPF Paragraph 83. 

 

3.7 There are no known technical constraints to the proposed development. The scheme's design, 

albeit reserved for future consideration, will be of a very high quality, and reflects the character 

of existing buildings on site as well as those in the surrounding area. The proposals have been 

landscape-led in nature, and the proposed development will restore scarred land which will 

ensure that the visual impact is mitigated. 

 

3.8 The proposals will not increase flood risk elsewhere and appropriate surface water drainage 

proposals have been submitted with the application. 

 

3.9 There will be ecological net benefits from the proposed development as demonstrated with the 

submitted ecological reporting and mitigation schemes proposed, and the mitigation can be 

secured by way of condition. 

 

3.10 The application includes access as part of its considerations. The existing access to the A44 will 

be utilised and it has been demonstrated within the submitted Transport Assessment that this is 

satisfactory for the purposes. The TA also demonstrates that the site already benefits from 

sustainable transport options and any additional traffic can be accommodated within the existing 

network without causing any severe impacts. 
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3.11 The Applicant has proposed an occupancy condition which is taken from the wording of a 

previous decision, secured on appeal, relating to the 'Phase 1' self-catering apartments, and 

which will address any concerns regarding the proposed development's use as for holiday 

purposes only. 

 

3.12 For the reasons above, RPS is of the view that the proposal is compliant with relevant planning 

policies and taking into account all material considerations, the proposal is considered to be 

acceptable. Hence, the Council is kindly requested to approve the current proposal in 

accordance with NPPF Paragraph 11c). 

 

4  PLANNING POLICIES 

 

 OS2NEW Locating development in the right places 

OS5NEW Supporting infrastructure 

 EH2 Landscape character 

 EH3 Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

 EH6 Decentralised and renewable or low carbo 

 EH7 Flood risk 

 EH8 Environmental protection 

 E4NEW Sustainable tourism 

 NPPF 2019 

 CN2 Chipping Norton sub-area Strategy 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  

 

5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1  The application seeks outline planning consent for up to 73 holiday homes to the west of the 

Cotswolds Hotel and Spa with only access for consideration, with layout, scale, appearance, and 

landscaping reserved. 

 

5.2  The application site falls across both Chipping Norton and Enstone parishes. It is outside the 

Cotswolds AONB and is not within any other areas of special designation. 

 

5.3  There is extensive planning history at this site. Most recent and relevant are: 

  

 17/01758/FUL Erection of a three-storey extension to the existing hotel for use as 20 self-

catering apartments, extension to hotel reception, erection of a building housing fitness studios, 

gym, swimming pool and spa facilities, and associated access, car parking, infrastructure and 

landscaping. (Amended drawings). Approved 26.1.18 This was an on balance recommendation, 

and considered to be an appropriate scale of extension to the existing hotel facilities, located 

adjacent to the current hotel. 

 and; 

 19/00087/FUL Siting of four mobile homes for temporary staff accommodation (retrospective). 

This application was refused and the appeal decision was received on 6th May 2020. It was 

dismissed and the inspector found that 'the proposal fails to show an essential need for rural 

workers to live permanently at or near their place of work. Neither is it shown that the 

proposal falls within any of the other exceptions listed in policy H2 of the LP. As such, the 

proposal represents unjustified isolated rural homes in the open countryside. Therefore, the site 
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does not provide a suitable location for housing and is contrary to policies OS2 and H2 of the 

LP and paragraph 79 of the Framework'. 

 

5.4  Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle 

 

5.5  The proposal is for 62 grouped 3 and 4 bed holiday homes and 11 detached holiday homes, 

which would also be also 3-4 bed, on land  to the east of the existing golf club and hotel.   

 

5.6  Policy OS2 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, September 2018 (LP) sets out a district 

wide strategy that seeks to locate most development in identified main service centres, rural 

service centres and villages. Outside of those areas development in the small villages, hamlets 

and open countryside will be limited to that which requires, and is appropriate for, a rural 

location. The application site is outside of any identified settlement in the LP strategy. 

Consequently, it constitutes open countryside for the purposes of the LP. 

 

5.7  Policy E4 states that new tourist and visitor facilities should be located within or close to service 

centres wherever possible. In some cases tourism development in the open countryside may be 

justified if associated with a particular countryside attraction or a farm diversification scheme.  

 

5.8  Policy CN2 states that new development will be limited to meeting local community and 

business needs and steered towards the larger villages.   

 

5.9  The applicant seeks to argue that this proposal will be supporting the existing Golf Club and 

Hotel business but the previous scheme for 24 self catering units has not yet completed and 

there is no justification for an expansion on such a huge and disproportionate scale, particularly 

prior to those units being completed and demonstrating the business case for further expansion 

in the open countryside. Your officers consider this scheme to be totally disproportionate to 

the existing site, and it would be tantamount to a new residential development in the open 

countryside, for which there is no justification. There is no real link between this proposal for 

independent holiday homes and the existing hotel, it would be a totally separate entity from the 

existing business. The recent appeal decision for the 4 mobile homes was dismissed as they 

were considered to be unjustified isolated rural homes, and they were located within the vicinity 

of the golf club, not so detached as this proposal which would extend out further into the 

countryside. 

 

5.10  The applicant seeks to argue that this is previously developed land as a previous permission for a 

driving range was started but not completed. The difference between a driving range and a 

development of 73 houses is clearly very significant in both nature, scale, and appropriateness in 

the open countryside, and your officers do not consider this to be a justification for deviating 

from current planning policy. 

 

5.11  Planning law requires that applications for planning permission be determined in accordance 

with the development plan, unless material considerations indicate otherwise. The benefits 

associated with this proposal do not outweigh the significant weight given to the conflict with 

the development plan policies and consequently they do not justify determining the development 

other than in accordance with the adopted development plan and Framework.  
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 Siting, Design and Form 

 

5.12  This is an outline with matters of layout, scale and appearance reserved. However, the design 

and access statement goes into come detail regarding the appearance of the buildings and the 

indicative layout shows large, two storey detached properties and clusters of dwellings with car 

ports and garages which are not characteristic of holiday homes, and the layout is very much 

one of a new residential development. The layout is suburban with cul-de-sacs and would result 

in development that would be an alien feature in the landscape. 

 

Highways 

 

5.13  The County Council as Highway Authority have not raised an objection to the scheme. 

 

5.14  OCC comment that: 

 The proposed units will be served from the existing access. The access currently operates 

adequately, and the accident data does not suggest there are any highway safety considerations 

associated with this.  

  

 The applicant has undertaken a trip generation assessment using TRICS software, this has been 

undertaken using the correct parameters. This shows that the busiest  periods are during the 

weekend afternoons/evenings which does not coincide with the typical peak network hours. 

During the week the busiest period does coincide with the PM peak period, however, the 

vehicle numbers are not significant and should not majorly affect traffic flow on the A44. It 

should also be noted that the busiest time of year for the proposed holiday accommodation is 

expected to be the school summer holidays when the network is typically quieter.  

  

 Junction capacity assessments have also been undertaken using Junctions9 software, however, 

this shows that the junctions are all operating within capacity and the development will not 

cause a material impact on these.  

 

5.15  On site cycle and vehicle parking is considered to be able to be provided in accordance with the 

recommended levels. And a contribution is sought towards a travel monitoring plan. 

 

5.16  Whilst it is noted there is a level of local concern regarding the sustainability of this site in terms 

of additional traffic and car journeys that would be generated, and the safety of the junction, on 

the basis that there is no technical objection a reason for refusal on Highway grounds cannot be 

justified. 

 

 Air Quality Impact 

 

5.17  Environmental Health officers have raised concerns regarding the scheme in terms of Air 

Quality. 

 

5.18  Chipping Norton has an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) that exceeds current guidelines 

for air pollution. An AQMA is the embodiment of the type of area that Local Authorities are 

duty-bound to address. It would not be appropriate for a local authority to ignore any potential 

worsening of air quality within an AQMA. This proposal is likely to increase the amount of 

traffic into Chipping Norton and although it was requested in March, no Air Quality Assessment 
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has been submitted. A reason for refusal has been included to address this omission as the 

proposal is contrary to Policy EH8. 

 

Landscape impact 

 

5.19  Having regard to prominence and visual impact, this is a fairly wide and open landscape, largely 

undeveloped and rural, with some very long views. The site slopes down to the River Glyme, 

and lies between the golf course to the south-west, and the A44, to the north-east. The 

proposed buildings would be set relatively close to the A44, and whilst there is fairly mature 

hedging, it seems likely that there will be views of the proposed buildings between and over the 

vegetation, particularly if the hedge becomes compromised in future years. Officers also have 

concerns about views of the proposed development from the public footpaths that run to the 

west, south and east of the site, some in very close proximity. A scheme of the size proposed 

would have an unacceptable urbanising impact on the countryside, and it is not considered that 

it would conserve and enhance the quality, character and distinctiveness of the landscape 

contrary to EH2.  

 

 Ecology 

 

5.20  Natural England, the District Ecologist and BBOWT have all raised objection due to biodiversity 

harm and insufficient assessment and mitigation information for protected species, priority 

habitats, designated sites and ecological networks. The site is close to both the Glyme Valley 

Enstone Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and the Glyme Valley BBOWT (Wildlife Trust) 

reserve, which are located less than 400m to the south of the application site. Additional 

information was requested and the applicants agent indicated on 29th April that further reports 

would be submitted. At the time of writing this report it cannot be demonstrated that the 

proposal would not cause significant harm to biodiversity, contrary to policy EH3 and paragraph 

175 of the NPPF. 

 

 Other matters 

 

5.21  Water pressure and sewerage capacity have been raised as concerns locally. Thames Water 

have requested that a condition be included in any permission. 

 

5.22  OCC as Lead Local Flood Authority have drainage objections and further information required 

to enable full technical assessment of flood risk, drainage strategy and SuDS usage for the 

proposal. A reason for refusal has been attached to address this omission. 

 

5.23  Public Art have requested that a contribution be made, £15,330 towards off-site artist-led 

participatory activity with local schools to create directional or other signage to enhance 

walking and cycling routes in the area. 

 

 Conclusion 

 

5.24  For the reasons set out above, the proposal is considered to be contrary to policies OS2, OS5, 

E4, EH2, EH3, EH7 and is recommended for refusal as set out below. 
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6  REASONS FOR REFUSAL 

 

 

1.   The proposal is for up to 73 holiday homes to the south east of Cotswold Hotel and Spa and to 

the south of the A44. The site is therefore in the open countryside. It has not been 

demonstrated that there is a functional link to the existing business or a demonstrable need for 

this development. There would be a substantial adverse impact on the character and appearance 

of the site and the nearby area arising from the extent and scale of built form and the 

countryside would be urbanised and its tranquillity disturbed to a significant and harmful degree. 

There would therefore be an unacceptably harmful impact on the character and appearance of 

the area which is not outweighed by any benefits. There are no material considerations that 

indicate that the development plan should not be followed. The proposal is thus contrary to 

West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 Policies OS2, EH2, E4 and CN2, and the relevant paragraphs 

of the NPPF. 

 

2.   It has not been demonstrated that the proposed development would not result in biodiversity 

harm through increased recreational pressure and surface water run-off into nearby designated 

sites, insufficient mitigation for protected and priority species and the fragmentation of the 

ecological network. This is contrary to Local Plan Policy EH3 and paragraphs 170 (d), 174 (b), 

174 (d), 175 (a) and 175 (b) of the NPPF. 

 

3. It has not been demonstrated that the proposal would not unacceptably impact the Chipping 

Norton Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) and is therefore contrary to policy EH7 of the 

West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 and paragraph 181 of the NPPF. 

 

4.   It has not been demonstrated that the proposal can be implemented with adequate sustainable 

drainage systems without impacting on the existing drainage network, and exacerbating flood 

risk. The proposal is therefore contrary to policy EH7 and the relevant paragraphs of the NPPF. 

 

5.   The applicant has not entered into a legal agreement or agreements to secure the provision of: 

Travel Plan monitoring or Public Art. The local planning authority cannot therefore be satisfied 

that the impacts of the development can be made acceptable. Consequently, the proposal 

conflicts with West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 Policies OS5,T3 and paragraphs 54 and 56 of 

the NPPF. 
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Application Details: 

Removal of existing stables and storage units. Erection of new storage building (amended plans) 

 

Applicant Details: 

Mr J Gomm 

35 High Street, Ascott Under Wychwood, Chipping Norton, OX7 6AW 

 

1  CONSULTATIONS 

Item No. 4, Page 32 of 53



 

1.1 Parish Council Finstock Parish Council continues to object to this application on the 

same grounds as previously submitted on the original plans. 

 

Whilst the length of the new storage building and the number of 

skylights have been reduced the overall impact remains substantial on 

the rural environment. The height to the ridge of 6 metres is the 

same and again the scale and bulk of the building would be seriously 

detrimental to the mainly rural surroundings in Dark Lane. 

 

The Parish Council's objections on Cotswolds AONB, Finstock 

Conservation Area, removal of unauthorised containers, vehicular 

access, and bridlepath damage grounds are maintained. 

 

There is no planning justification for this substantial increase in built 

commercial space to the detriment of adjoining residential occupiers, 

walkers and riders enjoyment of the existing countryside in Dark 

Lane. 

 

1.2 Biodiversity Officer Preliminary bat roost assessment required. 

 

1.3 Parish Council No Comment Received. 

 

2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

 8 letters of objection have been received in respect of this application. These are available to 

view in full on the Council's website. The main points raised are as follows:  

 

 i)  structure is inappropriate for this rural local location;  

ii) adverse impact on the Cotswold AONB;  

iii) wildlife in the area will be negatively impacted; 

iv) the building will be visible and design and materials not in keeping;  

v) ongoing, or even extra use of this bridleway by any vehicles would further erode the 

track surface; 

vi) present an increased safety hazard as sight lines are not clear at the top of the track; 

vii) adverse impact on the views from the public footpath.  

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

 

3.1 The Design and Access Statement submitted in support of this application is concluded as 

follows:  

 

3.2 The new proposed structure is a purpose made steel framed building with steel cladding, the 

colour of which can be controlled by the LPA. It is intended to replace the numerous old 

dilapidated buildings on the site, as shown on the plans/elevations, and will clearly visually tidy 

the site to an acceptable level. The building is very well screened by the local topography and is 

deemed to be acceptable. 

 

 

4  PLANNING POLICIES 
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 OS2NEW Locating development in the right places 

 OS4NEW High quality design 

 EH1 Cotswolds AONB 

 EH3 Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

EH9 Historic environment 

 EH10 Conservation Areas 

 T4NEW Parking provision 

 NPPF 2019 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  

 

5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1 This application seeks consent for the removal of existing stables and storage units and the 

erection of a new storage building on land South of Dark Lane.  

 

5.2 The site currently comprises a range of five existing buildings including a workshop, a 

workshop/store, a stable building and two steel storage containers which sits on hardstanding.  

 

5.3 The site runs adjacent to the Dark Lane which is a public right of way.  

 

5.4 The site also falls within the Finstock Conservation Area and the Cotswold Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty.  

 

5.6 Amended plans have been submitted to address your officers concerns relating to the scale of 

the proposed building.  

 

5.7 This application is before Members of the Planning sub-committee for consideration in 

accordance with the scheme of delegation as the Parish Council object to the proposal.  

 

5.8 Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle; 

 Siting, Design and Form; 

 Impact on the Conservation Area; 

 Impact on the Cotswold AONB; 

 Residential Amenity; 

 Highways safety;  

 Biodiversity.  

 

Principle 

 

5.9 Given the existing range of storage/workshop buildings and stables on the site, the provision of a 

replacement building is considered to be acceptable in principle subject to its compliance with 

the Local Plan policies as assessed below.  

 

 

 Siting, Design and Form 
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5.10 This application proposes to remove an old dilapidated stable building and two steel storage 

containers and replace them with one purpose built steel framed storage building. Your officers 

initially raised concerns relating to the scale of the proposed building compared to the existing 

built form on the site. However, amended plans have been submitted reducing the length of the 

building. Further, your officers considered that the number of rooflights proposed overly 

domesticated the storage building. Therefore, the amended plans submitted propose a reduced 

number of rooflights which only sit on the southern roof plain positioned furthest from Dark 

Lane. Whilst it will be visible from the public realm, given the context of the site, that the 

building will replace a number of unsightly existing structures, and by virtue of its siting, design 

and form, your officers consider that the proposed development will appear an appropriate 

building which would not look alien in this semi-rural setting preserving the visual amenity of the 

area.  

 

 Impact on the Conservation Area 

 

5.11 Since the application site is within a Conservation Area, your officers are required to take 

account of section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as 

amended which states that, with respect to buildings or other land in a Conservation Area, 

special attention shall be paid to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or 

appearance of that area.  Furthermore, the paragraphs of Section 16 'Conserving and enhancing 

the historic environment ' of the NPPF are relevant to consideration of the application. In this 

case, given the context of the site, the nature of the proposed works and the above assessment 

in relation to the siting, design and form of the development, your officers consider that the 

character and appearance of the Conservation Area will be preserved.  

 

Impact on the Cotswold AONB 

 

5.12 Paragraph 172 of the NPPF has regard to the weight to be given to conserving the landscape and 

scenic beauty of the AONB.  In this instance given the context of the site, the scale, design and 

form of the development, and that the replacement building will reduce the built form sprawling 

into the open countryside, your officers consider that the landscape and scenic beauty of the 

AONB will be conserved.  

 

 Highways 

 

5.13 Whilst no formal consultation response has been received from the Local Highway Authority in 

respect of this application, the access and existing parking area will be unaffected by the 

proposal. Therefore, the application is considered to be acceptable in these terms.  

 

Residential Amenities 

  

5.14 By virtue of its distance from the nearest residential property, your officers do not consider that 

the proposed development would result in any adverse impacts in respect of residential amenity.  

 

 

 

 

 

 Other Issues 
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5.15 Your officers note the issues relating to land ownership and access rights raised by members of 

the public in the representations submitted. However, these are not material planning issues 

that can be considered as part of the determination of this application.  

 

 Conclusion 

 

5.16 In light of the above, your officers are of the opinion that the application is acceptable and 

complies with policies OS2, OS4, EH1, EH3, EH9, EH10 and T4 of the adopted West 

Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, and the relevant provisions of the NPPF 2019. 

 

6  CONDITIONS 

 

1.   The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years from the 

date of this permission. 

 REASON: To comply with the requirements of Section 91 of the Town & Country Planning Act 

1990 as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act, 2004. 

 

2.   That the development be carried out in accordance with the approved plans listed below. 

 REASON: For the avoidance of doubt as to what is permitted. 

 

3.   The development shall be constructed with the materials specified in the application. 

 REASON: To ensure that the development is in keeping with the locality and for the avoidance 

of doubt as to what is permitted.  

 

4.   The development shall be completed in accordance with the recommendations in Section 5 of 

the Phase 1 Bat and Nesting Bird Survey report, dated 6th May 2020, prepared by Ridgeway 

Ecology, as submitted with the planning application. All the recommendations shall be 

implemented in full according to the specified timescales, as modified by a relevant European 

Protected Species Licence, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the local planning authority, 

and thereafter permanently retained.   

 REASON: To ensure that the bat and bird species are protected in accordance with The 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 

as amended, Circular 06/2005, the National Planning Policy Framework (in particular Chapter 

15), Policy EH3 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 and in order for the Council to 

comply with Part 3 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 

 

5.  Before the erection of any external walls, details of the provision of integrated bat roosting 

features (e.g. bat boxes/tubes/bricks on south or southeast-facing elevations) and nesting 

opportunities for birds (e.g. open-fronted bird boxes, house sparrow terrace, starling box, swift 

brick, house martin nest cup and/or integrated barn owl box on the north or east-facing 

elevations), integrated within the walls of the new building as well as erected onto the external 

walls of the buildings and/or onto trees within the wider site, shall be submitted to the local 

planning authority for approval. The details shall include a drawing/s showing the types of 

features, their locations within the site and their positions on the elevations of the buildings, and 

a timetable for their provision. The approved details shall be implemented before the dwelling/s 

hereby approved is/are first occupied and thereafter permanently retained. 

 REASON: To provide additional roosting for bats and nesting birds as a biodiversity 

enhancement in accordance with paragraphs 170, 174 and 175 of the National Planning Policy 
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Framework, Policy EH3 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 and Section 40 of the Natural 

Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 

 

6.   Before the erection of any external walls, details of external lighting shall be submitted to and 

approved in writing by the local planning authority. The details shall show how and where 

external lighting will be installed (including the type of lighting), so that it can be clearly 

demonstrated that areas to be lit will not disturb or prevent bat species using their territory or 

having access to any new roosting features and that light spillage into wildlife corridors (e.g. 

along the northern and southern boundaries of the site) will be minimised as much as possible.  

 

 All external lighting shall be installed in accordance with the specifications and locations set out 

in the approved details, and these shall be maintained thereafter in accordance with these 

details. Under no circumstances should any other external lighting be installed without prior 

consent from the local planning authority. 

 REASON: To protect foraging, commuting and roosting bats in accordance with the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 

(as amended), Circular 06/2005, the National Planning Policy Framework (in particular Chapter 

15), Policy EH3 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 and in order for the Council to 

comply with Part 3 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 

 

 

 

NOTES TO APPLICANT: 

 

 1 Please note that this consent does not override the statutory protection afforded to species 

protected under the terms of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, or any other relevant legislation such as 

the Wild Mammals Act 1996 and Protection of Badgers Act 1992. 

 

2. All British bat species are protected under The Conservation of Habitats and Species 

Regulations 2017, which implements the EC Directive 92/43/EEC in the United Kingdom, and 

the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). This protection extends to individuals of 

the species and their roost features, whether occupied or not. A derogation licence from 

Natural England is required before any works affecting bats or their roosts are carried out.  

 

3. All British birds (while nesting, building nests, sitting on eggs and feeding chicks), their nests and 

eggs (with certain limited exceptions) are protected by law under Section 1 of the Wildlife and 

Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000. Works 

that will impact upon active birds' nests should be undertaken outside the breeding season to 

ensure their protection, i.e. works should only be undertaken between August and February, or 

only after the chicks have fledged from the nest. If this is not possible then a nesting bird check 

will need to be carried out before the commencement of the works.  
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Application Number 20/00287/FUL 

Site Address Unit 7 

Wychwood Business Park 

Milton Road 

Shipton Under Wychwood 

Chipping Norton 

Oxfordshire 

OX7 6XU 

Date 19th May 2020 

Officer Chloe Jacobs 

Officer Recommendations Approve 

Parish Shipton Under Wychwood Parish Council 

Grid Reference 427469 E  217884 N 

Committee Date 1st June 2020 

Location Map 

© Crown copyright and database rights 2016 Ordnance Survey 100024316 

Application Details: 

External alterations to Unit 6 & Unit 7 to include additional windows and re cladding and removal of 

roller shutter. Change of use from office/storage to light industry. Installation of external staircase 

(Amended Plans) 
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Applicant Details: 

Clare Dudley 

Unit 7, Wychwood Business Park, Milton Road, Shipton Under Wychwood, OX7 6XU 

 

1  CONSULTATIONS 

 

1.1 Parish Council Shipton Parish Council would like to comment on this application. 

 

The Parish Council welcomes the employment opportunities this 

proposal will bring and hopes the developer is willing to participate in 

a local apprenticeship scheme. Concerns have been raised that whilst 

confined to the business park, materials used are more suitable for an 

urban setting. Also of concern is the potential increase in vehicle 

usage with implications for traffic safety close to the school and the 

nursery and close to a bend. 

 

1.2 WODC Business 

Development 

I am writing to register my full support for this application. VoCovo is 

a brilliant local business that has grown massively over the last few 

years. The works proposed in this application will enable the business 

to remain in Shipton under Wychwood and create high value jobs in 

the village. This is what the rural economy is about. 

 

1.3 OCC Highways No objection. 

 

1.4 WODC Env Health - 

Uplands 

No Comment Received. 

 

 

1.5 Newt Officer No comment. 

 

2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

2.1  No third party representations have been received. 

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

 

3.1 A design and access statement was submitted with the application which concludes: 

 

3.2 This document demonstrates that the proposed scheme does not have a negative impact on the 

AONB and is of a high standard of design in terms of the materials and construction methods 

used so as to not negatively impact the amenity of neighbouring properties by virtue of its citing, 

materials, scale, mass or intensity of use and will have a positive impact on the surrounding 

environment. 

  

3.3 In summary, we seek approval to make the above external alterations to ensure the applicant 

has a office reflective of their business and can continue to attract talent and create local 

employment. This Statement provides an accurate representation of the proposal reflected in 

the Planning Application which we trust can be determined quickly. 

 

3.4 A full copy of the design and access statement can be viewed online.  
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4  PLANNING POLICIES 

 

 EH9 Historic environment 

 OS2NEW Locating development in the right places 

 OS4NEW High quality design 

 EH1 Cotswolds AONB 

 EH10 Conservation Areas 

 E1NEW Land for employment 

 T4NEW Parking provision 

NPPF 2019 

 DESGUI West Oxfordshire Design Guide 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  

 

5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1 The amended application seeks planning permission for a number of internal and external 

alterations to Unit 6 & Unit 7 at Wychwood Business Park in Shipton under Wychwood to 

include additional windows, re cladding and removal of roller shutter. The proposal also seeks 

to change of use from office/storage to light industrial and the installation of an external 

staircase. 

 

5.2 The new signage shown on the proposed plans would require a separate advertisement consent 

application.  

 

5.3 Units 6 and 7 form part of the two storey terraced industrial units constructed out of steel 

frame, cladding and natural stone at Wychwood Business Park. The business park is located on 

the edge of Shipton under Wychwood within the Conservation Area and the Cotswolds Area of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty.   

 

5.4 This application is before members of the Uplands Sub Planning Committee for determination at 

the request of Councillor Acock. 

 

5.5 An extension of time for the determination of the application has been agreed due to the delay 

caused by the cancellations of previous committee meetings in response to the COVID-19 virus. 

 

5.6 Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle 

 Siting Design and Form 

 Impact on the Conservation Area  

 Impact on the Cotswold AONB 

 Residential Amenity 

 Highways 

 

Principle 
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5.7 Policy OS2 states that villages such as Shipton under Wychwood are suitable for limited 

development which respects the village character and local distinctiveness and would help to 

maintain the vitality of these communities. 

 

5.8 The proposed development seeks to make alterations to an existing employment site so that it 

meets the needs of the business. Policy E1 states that proposals to improve the effectiveness of 

employment operations on existing employment sites will be supported where commensurate 

with the scale of the town or village and the character of the area. This may include 

redevelopment, replacement buildings or the expansion of existing employment uses. 

 

5.9 The proposed development seeks to make external changes to the appearance of Units 6 and 7 

along with some internal modifications including the change of use of Unit 6 so that the site can 

be used for light industrial uses to improve the effectiveness of the existing employment 

operation within these two units.  

 

5.10 Therefore, the principle of the development is considered to be acceptable subject to the 

proposed development being appropriate for the scale and character of the area. 

 

Siting, Design and Form 

 

5.11 The scale and footprint of the proposed building is not sought to change through this 

application. The only changes proposed are to the internal layout and the external appearance of 

the two units subject to the application. The proposed changes to the external appearance of 

Units 6 and 7 include the cladding of the front and side elevations with HPS200 goosewing grey 

cladding, the removal of the roller shutter at the front of Unit 6 and to replace this frontage 

with a curtain wall glazing approximately 6.2m wide x 4.6m high. This would provide a new main 

entrance to the site, the installation of new low and high level windows to the rear elevation, 

and the installation of a fire escape to the Southern elevation. The proposed changes are 

considered, by virtue of their siting, design and materials, to be appropriate in this industrial 

park context.  

 

5.12 The erection of the new double height Vocovo corner sign shown on the plans would require 

separate advertisement consent so does not form part of this assessment. 

 

5.13 Please note that the proposed elevation plan is annotated to show 'Goodwing Grey' cladding. 

This is a mistake and should say 'Goosewing Grey'. Your officers are expecting amended plans 

to be submitted before the committee meeting and the wording of condition 4 will be amended 

to state the new drawing number for the avoidance of doubt as to what is permitted. Your 

officers will verbally update members in respect of this matter during the meeting.  

 

 Impact on the Conservation Area 

 

5.14 The application site is situated within the Shipton under Wychwood Conservation Area. Your 

officers are required to take account of section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and 

Conservation Areas) Act 1990 as amended which states that, with respect to buildings or other 

land in a conservation area, special attention shall be paid to the desirability of preserving or 

enhancing the character or appearance of that area.  Further the paragraphs of section 16 

'Conserving and enhancing the historic environment ' of the NPPF are relevant to consideration 

of the application.  
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5.15 In this regard it is considered by your officers that, on balance, the proposed external 

alterations, including the re-cladding and new glazing, are considered to respect the special 

qualities and historic context of the Conservation Area and would maintain the appearance of 

the heritage asset given the nature of what is proposed, the industrial context of the site, and its 

location. 

 

 Impact on the Cotswold AONB 

 

5.16 Paragraph 172 of the NPPF 2019 requires great weight to be given to conserving and enhancing 

landscape beauty in Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. It is considered that the proposed 

external alterations would only be viewed in its immediate business park context and would 

therefore not give rise to any adverse impacts on the wider Cotswold AONB. 

 

 Highways 

 

5.17 The site benefits from an existing access which adjoins onto Milton Road and the site itself can 

accommodate for 16 parking spaces to serve the business.  

 

5.18 The Parish Council have raised concerns about the proposed scheme on the indirect impact the 

proposed alterations would have on increasing travel movements to and from the site and the 

impact this would have on the highways safety and convenience of the main road which 

accommodates the school and a new development.. 

 

5.19 The Local Highway Authority has been consulted on the application and has raised no objections 

in regards to highways safety and convenience. On this basis, without a technical objection from 

OCC Highways, your officers cannot warrant a refusal on highways safety grounds and 

therefore the scheme is considered acceptable and complies with policy T4 of the West 

Oxfordshire Local Plan. 

 

Residential Amenities 

 

5.20 In terms of the impact on neighbouring amenity, this has been carefully assessed. The proposed 

development involves the addition of some high level windows within the rear elevation which 

face on towards the residential properties along St Michaels Close and Ballard's Close. Your 

officers are of the opinion that given these windows are to be high level and that there is a 

separation distance between the windows and the rear of the adjacent neighbouring properties 

of approximately 23m, that the insertion of these windows are considered to be acceptable, on 

balance.  

 

5.21 The proposed units are not sought to change in regards to their scale and form and therefore 

the proposed development is not considered to be overbearing or give rise to loss of light to 

any neighbouring properties and is therefore considered to be acceptable in this regard. 

 

 Conclusion 

 

5.22 Taking into account the above matters the proposal is considered acceptable, on balance, and is 

therefore recommended for approval. The application complies with Policies OS2, OS4, E1, 

EH1, EH9, EH10 and T4 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, the relevant paragraphs of 

the NPPF, the National Design Guide 2019, and the West Oxfordshire Design Guide 2016. 
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6  CONDITIONS 

 

1.   The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of three years from the 

date of this permission. 

 REASON: To comply with the requirements of Section 91 of the Town & Country Planning Act 

1990 as amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act, 2004. 

 

2.   That the development be carried out in accordance with the approved plans listed below. 

 REASON: For the avoidance of doubt as to what is permitted. 

 

3.   The development shall be constructed with the materials specified in the application. 

 REASON: To ensure that the development is in keeping with the locality and for the avoidance 

of doubt as to what is permitted.  

 

4.   The external walls shall be re-clad using HPS200 goosewing grey cladding panels in accordance 

with the details shown on the approved drawing A102 Rev B.  

 REASON: To safeguard the character and appearance of the area.   

 

 

NOTE TO APPLICANT: 

 

 1 For the avoidance of doubt, the proposed double height Vocovo corner sign shown on the plans 

is not permitted through this application and would require separate advertisement consent. 
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Application Number 20/00515/FUL 

Site Address Heythrop Hunt Kennels 

Kennels Lane 

Chipping Norton 

Oxfordshire 

OX7 5YE 

Date 19th May 2020 

Officer Stephanie Eldridge 

Officer Recommendations Refuse 

Parish Chipping Norton Town Council 

Grid Reference 429746 E       226882 N 

Committee Date 1st June 2020 

 

Location Map 

 

 
 

 
© Crown copyright and database rights 2016 Ordnance Survey 100024316  

 

Application Details: 

Construction of detached dwelling. 

 

Applicant Details: 

THHK Ltd And JRN Properties Ltd 

C/O JRN Properties Ltd 

Swallow Farm, Maugersbury, Cheltenham, Glos GL54 1HR 
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1  CONSULTATIONS 

 

1.1 OCC Highways No Comment Received. 

 

1.2 WODC Planning Policy 

Manager 

Development fails to comply with policy H2. 

 

 

1.3 WODC Drainage 

Engineers 

No objection subject to condition. 

 

 

1.4 ERS Env. Consultation 

Sites 

No objection subject to condition. 

 

 

1.5 WODC Env Health - 

Uplands 

No objection. 

 

 

1.6 Newt Officer No objection subject to informative. 

 

1.7 Thames Water No Comment Received. 

 

1.8 Town Council No objection. 

 

2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

 None received at the time of writing.  

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

  

3.1 The Design and Access Statement submitted in support of the application is concluded as 

follows:  

 

3.2 With the principle of sustainable residential development having been established at the 

Heythrop Hunt Yard, the opportunity to utilise a wedge of land that is within the amenity space 

of an existing dwelling but otherwise confers no notable benefits on the wider site is seen as a 

means of increasing the residential density of the overall development without compromising 

the amenity of the neighbouring dwellings or adversely impacting the character of the site or the 

openness of the AONB. The proposed dwelling has been designed as a modern home to sit 

comfortably amongst the existing buildings within the hunt yard. 

 

4  PLANNING POLICIES 

 

 OS1NEW Presumption in favour of sustainable development 

 OS2NEW Locating development in the right places 

 OS4NEW High quality design 

 H2NEW Delivery of new homes 

 EH1 Cotswolds AONB 

 NPPF 2019 

 DESGUI West Oxfordshire Design Guide 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  
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5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1 This application seeks consent for the erection of a new detached dwelling on land at the 

Heythrop Hunt Kennels in Chipping Norton. The site falls within the Cotswold AONB.  

 

5.2 The application is before Members of the Planning sub-committee for consideration in 

accordance with the scheme of delegation as the Town Council has raised no objections to the 

application.  

 

5.3 Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle  

 Siting, design and form  

 Impact on Cotswold AONB  

 Highways 

 Residential amenity  

 

 Principle 

 

5.4 In terms of the principle of development, it has been argued in the documentation supporting 

the application that the principle for residential development here has been established through 

the approval of application 19/02946/FUL for the redevelopment of the adjacent hunt kennels 

and stable to form six residential units. However, this was approved on the basis that it 

comprised the re-use of existing traditional buildings which were considered worthy of 

retention. This application is not directly comparable to this approval furthermore the 

application should be assessed on its own merits. For the purposes of planning policy, the site 

has been identified as falling outside of the built up area of Chipping Norton and is set within the 

open countryside; albeit in garden land. Therefore, given its location, in accordance with policy 

H2, new dwellings will only be permitted in a number of specific circumstances. These include 

where there is an essential operational or other specific local need that cannot be met in any 

other way, including the use of existing buildings; where residential development would 

represent the optimal viable use of a heritage asset or would be appropriate enabling 

development to secure the future of a heritage asset; or residential development of exceptional 

quality or innovative design. Your officers do not consider that the development complies with 

any of the circumstances outlined in the policy. It has not been demonstrated that there is an 

operational or other specific need for the dwelling, the development does not represent the 

optimal viable use of any heritage assets, and it is not considered to be of exceptional quality or 

innovative design. Further, it is relevant to note that the Council is currently able to robustly 

demonstrate a more than adequate supply of deliverable housing sites and therefore a case 

cannot be made that additional housing units are required, particularly where these are contrary 

to planning policy. Therefore, the development is unacceptable in principle.  

 

Siting, Design and Form 

 

5.5 The proposed development comprises a one and a half storey, L shaped dwelling constructed 

from natural stone and timber cladding with a stone slate roof which would be set lower into 

the ground that the adjacent properties. The pattern of development fronting Worcester Road 
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is characteristically linear and closely integrated. The existing development which sits behind the 

properties fronting Worcester Road is loose knit consistent with the semi-rural character of 

this area. Your officers are of the opinion that the siting of a dwelling in this location would infill 

an area of open space which contributes to the low-key loose knit character and appearance of 

this area. Further, the development is considered to appear contrived and would fail to 

represent good design contrary to policy OS4 of the WOLP 2031, the West Oxfordshire 

Design Guide 2016 and the National Design Guide 2019.  

 

 Impact on Cotswold AONB 

 

5.6 Paragraph 172 of the NPPF has regard to the weight to be given to conserving the landscape and 

scenic beauty of the AONB.  Paragraph 5.39 of the West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 states 

that windfall development within the AONB will be particularly scrutinised. The steeply sloping 

undulating valley to the south of the site provides an important backdrop to the grade II* listed 

landmark building, Bliss Mill. Therefore, this landscape is considered to be significant and of high 

importance. In this case, the intensification of this plot of land through the erection of the 

detached dwelling would fail to conserve the landscape and scenic beauty of this part of the 

AONB.  

 

Highways 

 

5.7 In terms of the impact of the development on the highway network, the Local Highway 

Authority has not responded in respect of this application. However, your officers are of the 

opinion that sufficient off-street parking provision will be available on the site.  

 

 Residential Amenities 

 

5.8 In terms of residential amenity, the new dwelling would be set lower in the ground that the 

existing adjacent properties, and by virtue of its siting, scale and design, would be unlikely to be 

overbearing or result in a loss of light or privacy to the detriment of existing and permitted 

dwellings on the adjacent sites. Further, your officers are of the opinion that any future 

occupants of the proposed dwelling would be afforded sufficient levels of amenity.  

 

 Conclusion 

 

5.9 In light of the above, the application is considered to be unacceptable and contrary to policies 

OS1, OS2, OS4, H2, and EH1 of the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, the West 

Oxfordshire Design Guide 2016, the National Design Guide 2019, and the relevant provisions of 

the NPPF. 

 

6  REASONS FOR REFUSAL 

 

 

1.   The proposed development, by reason of its open countryside location, would not represent 

sustainable development. The applicant has failed to demonstrate justification for this 

development proposal as either essential operational or other specific local need that cannot be 

met in any other way, as a residential development that would represent the optimal viable use 

of a heritage asset or would be appropriate enabling development to secure the future of a 

heritage asset, as residential development of exceptional quality or innovative design, neither has 

the site been allocated for housing development within the adopted West Oxfordshire Local 
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Plan 2031 or an adopted (made) neighbourhood plan. The proposed development would 

therefore, be contrary to policies OS1, OS2, OS3 and H2 of the Adopted West Oxfordshire 

Local Plan 2031, and the provisions of the National Planning Policy Framework 2019. 

 

 

2.   The proposed development, by reason of its siting and design, would appear contrived failing to 

represent good design and would result in the loss of an area of open space which contributes 

to the low-key loose knit character and appearance of the area. Further, the intensification of 

this plot of land through the erection of the detached dwelling would fail to conserve the 

landscape and scenic beauty of this part of the Cotswold Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty of 

which its preservation is afforded great weight. As such, the development is contrary to policies 

OS2, OS4, H2, and EH1 of the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, the West 

Oxfordshire Design Guide 2016, the National Design Guide 2019, and the relevant provisions of 

the National Planning Policy Framework 2019. 
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Application Number 20/00516/FUL 

Site Address Heythrop Hunt Kennels 

Kennels Lane 

Chipping Norton 

Oxfordshire 

OX7 5YE 

Date 19th May 2020 

Officer Stephanie Eldridge 

Officer Recommendations Refuse 

Parish Chipping Norton Town Council 

Grid Reference 429746 E       226882 N 

Committee Date 1st June 2020 

 

Location Map 

 

 
 

 
© Crown copyright and database rights 2016 Ordnance Survey 100024316  
 

Application Details: 

Conversion of existing steel framed barn to form one new dwelling. 

 

Applicant Details: 

Nutbourne 

C/O JRN Properties Ltd. Swallow Farm, Maugersbury, Cheltenham, GL54 1HR 
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1  CONSULTATIONS 

 

1.1 Thames Water No Comment Received. 

 

1.2 OCC Highways No objection subject to condition. 

 

1.3 Biodiversity Officer No Comment Received. 

 

1.4 Conservation Officer No Comment Received. 

 

1.5 WODC Drainage 

Engineers 

No objection subject to condition. 

 

 

1.6 WODC Env Health - 

Uplands 

No objection subject to contamination condition. 

 

 

1.7 Newt Officer No Comment Received. 

 

1.8 Parish Council Support- no objection. 

 

2  REPRESENTATIONS 

 

 None received.  

 

3  APPLICANT'S CASE 

 

3.1 The Design and Access Statement accompanying the application is concluded as follows:  

 

3.2 With the principle of sustainable residential development having been established at the 

Heythrop Hunt Yard, the opportunity to utilise an existing structure that makes a positive 

contribution to the character of the wider site is seen as a means of increasing the residential 

density of the overall development without compromising the amenity of the neighbouring 

dwellings or adversely impacting on the openness of the AONB. 

 

4  PLANNING POLICIES 

 

 OS1NEW Presumption in favour of sustainable development 

 OS2NEW Locating development in the right places 

 H2NEW Delivery of new homes 

 NPPF 2019 

 The National Planning Policy framework (NPPF) is also a material planning consideration.  

 

5  PLANNING ASSESSMENT 

 

5.1 This application seeks consent for the conversion of an existing dutch barn to form a new 

dwelling on land at Heythrop Hunt Kennels in Chipping Norton.  

 

5.2 The site falls within the Cotswold AONB.  
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5.3 The application is before Members of the Uplands planning sub-committee for consideration in 

accordance with the scheme of delegation as the Town Council have made representations in 

support of the proposal.  

 

 Background Information 

 

5.4 The Dutch barn, the subject of this application, sits within the Heythrop Hunt site which has 

consent for re-development. Application 16/01087/FUL and subsequent amendments made 

under 19/02946/FUL were approved for the change of use of existing stable and kennel building 

and single dwellinghouse to form six residential units, erection of 3 outbuildings for garaging and 

storage. 

 

5.5 When the original application was considered in 2016 the officers report recognised that the 

site was in the open countryside but because the proposal comprised the conversion of the 

traditional buildings, which are considered to be non-designated heritage assets, and that the 

development would remove an existing use which was detrimental to the amenity of nearby 

dwellings and the subject of many complaints, on balance it was accepted in principle.  

 

5.6 The Dutch barn, the subject of this application, was proposed to be demolished as part of 

application 16/01087/FUL. However, the amendments permitted under 19/02946/FUL 

consequently mean that it is possible for the barn to be retained as proposed.  

 Taking into account planning policy, other material considerations and the representations of 

interested parties your officers are of the opinion that the key considerations of the application 

are: 

 

 Principle  

 Siting, design and form 

 Impact on AONB  

 Highways safety  

 Residential amenities 

 

 Principle 

 

5.7 In terms of the principle of development, the site is considered to fall within the open 

countryside as it is outside of the main built up extent of Chipping Norton. Policy H2 of the 

adopted Local Plan states that new dwellings will only be permitted in the open countryside 

where they comply with the general principles set out in Policy OS2 and in a small number of 

specific circumstances. The key ones for consideration here are as follows:   

 

 where there is an essential operational or other specific local need that cannot be met in 

any other way;  

 where residential development would represent the optimal viable use of a heritage asset or 

would be appropriate enabling development to secure the future of a heritage asset;  

 residential development of exceptional quality or innovative design; and  

 re-use of appropriate existing buildings which would lead to an enhancement of their 

immediate setting and where it has been demonstrated that the building is not capable of re-

use for business, recreational or community uses, tourist accommodation or visitor facilities 

or where the proposal will address a specific local housing need which would otherwise not 

be met.  
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5.8 In this case, the development would not facilitate an essential or other specific local need and 

nor is it considered to be of exceptional quality or innovative design. The barn is not considered 

to be a heritage asset, nor was it considered worthy of retention when application 

16/01087/FUL which included its demolition was approved. The key point for consideration 

here relates to the re-use of the existing building. Whilst your officers could accept that the 

conversion of the building may lead to an enhancement of its immediate setting, it has not been 

demonstrated that the building is not capable of re-use for business, recreational or community 

uses, tourist accommodation or visitor facilities first. Therefore, the development is considered 

to be contrary to policy H2 and unacceptable in principle.  

 

Siting, Design and Form 

 

5.9 The proposed development comprises the conversion of the existing steel barn and removal of 

existing modern extensions which your officers consider would expose the original form of the 

barn in a positive way. The use of the proposed materials is considered to be acceptable and the 

juxtaposition of a contemporary dwelling amongst the traditional buildings, in your officer's 

opinion, would be acceptable here.  

 

Impact on the Cotswold AONB 

 

5.10 Paragraph 172 of the NPPF has regard to the weight to be given to conserving the landscape and 

scenic beauty of the AONB.  In this instance the proposal comprises the conversion of an 

existing structure and the removal of fairly substantial modern extensions, set within a range of 

existing built form. Therefore, your officers are of the opinion that the landscape and scenic 

beauty of the Cotswold AONB would be conserved.  

 

 Highways 

 

5.11 In this regard the Local Highway Authority has been consulted and raised no objections to the 

application subject to condition.  

 

 Residential Amenities 

 

5.12 In terms of residential amenity, given that the proposal comprises the conversion of an existing 

structure, and by virtue of the design of the proposed new dwelling and the window 

arrangements in the existing neighbouring development, your officers do not consider that the 

development would be overbearing or result in a loss of light or privacy to the detriment of the 

future occupants of the approved neighbouring residential development.  

 

5.13 Further, your officers are of the opinion that the future occupants of the proposed new dwelling 

would benefit from an acceptable area of outdoor space and will be afforded sufficient levels of 

amenity.  

 

Conclusion 

 

5.14 In light of the above, the application is considered to be contrary to policies OS1, OS2 and H2 

of the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 and the relevant provisions of the NPPF, and 

is therefore recommended for refusal. 
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6  REASON FOR REFUSAL 

 

 

1.   The proposed development would not represent sustainable development given its location in 

the open countryside outside of the built up extent of Chipping Norton. The applicant has failed 

to demonstrate justification for this development proposal as being either essential operational 

or for a specific local need that cannot be met in any other way; as a residential development 

that would represent the optimal viable use of a heritage asset or would be appropriate enabling 

development to secure the future of a heritage asset; as residential development of exceptional 

quality or innovative design; that the building is not capable of re-use for business, recreational 

or community uses, tourist accommodation or visitor facilities, neither has the site been 

allocated for housing development within the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031 or an 

adopted (made) neighbourhood plan. The proposed development would therefore, be contrary 

to policies OS1, OS2 and H2 of the adopted West Oxfordshire Local Plan 2031, and the 

relevant provisions of the National Planning Policy Framework 2019. 
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Item No.  5, Page 1 of 28 
.   

West Oxfordshire District Council – DELEGATED ITEMS Agenda Item No. 5   

 

Application Types Key 

 

Suffix 

 

 Suffix  

ADV Advertisement Consent LBC Listed Building Consent 

CC3REG County Council Regulation 3 LBD Listed Building Consent - Demolition 

CC4REG County Council Regulation 4 OUT Outline Application 

CM County Matters RES Reserved Matters Application 

FUL Full Application S73 Removal or Variation of Condition/s 

HHD Householder Application POB Discharge of Planning Obligation/s 

CLP 

CLASSM 

 

HAZ 

PN42 

 

PNT 

NMA 

WDN 

Certificate of Lawfulness Proposed 

Change of Use – Agriculture to 

Commercial 

Hazardous Substances Application 

Householder Application under Permitted 

Development legislation. 

Telecoms Prior Approval 

Non Material Amendment 

Withdrawn 

 

CLE 

CND 

PDET28 

PN56 

POROW 

TCA 

TPO 

 

FDO 

Certificate of Lawfulness Existing 

Discharge of Conditions 

Agricultural Prior Approval 

Change of Use Agriculture to Dwelling 

Creation or Diversion of Right of Way 

Works to Trees in a Conservation Area 

Works to Trees subject of a Tree 

Preservation Order 

Finally Disposed Of 

 

Decision 

Code 

 

 

Description 

 

Decision 

Code 

 

Description 

APP 

REF 

P1REQ 

P3APP 

P4APP 

Approve 

Refuse  

Prior Approval Required 

Prior Approval Approved 

Prior Approval Approved 

RNO 

ROB 

P2NRQ 

P3REF 

P4REF 

Raise no objection  

Raise Objection  

Prior Approval Not Required 

Prior Approval Refused 

Prior Approval Refused 

 

 

West Oxfordshire District Council – DELEGATED ITEMS 

Week Ending 21st February 2020 

 

  

Application Number.  

 

Ward. 

 

 Decision. 

 

1.  19/01632/S73 Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Non compliance with Conditions 4 (Materials, Window, Door and Rooflight details) 5 

(Window and door recesses) 8 (Bat survey) and 9 (Provision of nesting sites) on Planning 

Permissions 18/00436/FUL and 18/00437/LBC (Retrospective). 

Radford Farm Radford Chipping Norton 

Sam Parsons 

 

2.  19/02418/CLP Stonesfield and Tackley REF 

  

Certificate of lawfulness (the siting of a caravan for ancillary use). 

Manor Farm Park Road Combe 

Mr And Mrs Green 

 

 



Item No.  5, Page 2 of 28 
.   

3.  19/02552/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

  

Internal and external alterations including erection of a single storey extension. 

Broad Close Little Tew Road Church Enstone 

Mr Byrom 

 

4.  19/02604/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of two storey front extension and raising of roof on single storey elements North 

and South gables to allow for first floor extension. 

Foxwold Old Forge Road Great Rollright 

Mr And Mrs Welstead 

 

5.  19/02642/FUL Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Conversion of outbuildings to Gin distillery and tasting room with garden pergola (amended 

plans and information) 

Golden Pheasant Hotel 91 High Street Burford 

Mr Andrew Chapman 

 

6.  19/02643/LBC Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations to convert outbuildings to Gin distillery and tasting room 

with garden pergola. 

Golden Pheasant Hotel 91 High Street Burford 

Mr Andrew Chapman 

 

7.  19/02818/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Erection of a temporary Orangery structure with associated kitchen and toilet facilities 

Blenheim Park Oxford Road Woodstock 

Blenheim Palace Heritage Foundation 

 

8.  19/02880/FUL The Bartons REF 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of replacement stable/store with solar panel and new access (amended plans) 

The Byre Ledwell Chipping Norton 

Mr Paul North 

 

9.  19/02984/HHD Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Reconstruction of existing timber Pavilion by John Belcher together with extensions thereto 

to provide additional facilities associated with the existing swimming pool. 

Cornbury House Cornbury Park Charlbury 

Mr And Mrs Howden 

 

10.  19/02985/LBC Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Reconstruction of existing timber Pavilion by John Belcher together with extensions thereto 

to provide additional facilities associated with the existing swimming pool. 

Cornbury House Cornbury Park Charlbury 

Mr And Mrs Howden 

 



Item No.  5, Page 3 of 28 
.   

11.  19/03002/FUL Hailey, Minster Lovell & 

Leafield 

APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Construction of replacement dwelling, garage and stone boundary wall. 

Roselyne 60 Lower End Leafield 

Mr Mikael Armstrong 

 

12.  19/03021/FUL Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Replacement two storey detached dwelling (amended plans) 

Stonefield Lodge 210A The Hill Burford 

Mr And Mrs Lentin 

 

13.  19/03151/FUL Burford APP 

  

Replacement dwelling and associated landscaping works 

Tansley Farm Shilton Road Burford 

Mr And Mrs S And I Finlator 

 

14.  19/03173/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Demolition of existing stone building and erection of single storey dwelling with associated 

parking and amenity space. 

Rectory Farm House 2 Church Street Bladon 

Vanbrugh Unit Trust 

 

15.  19/03364/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone REF 

  

Change of use to 25 pitch camp site and erection of toilet/shower block. 

Land At Pebbly Barn Farm Evenlode Moreton In Marsh 

Mr J Beswick 

 

16.  19/03252/FUL Charlbury and Finstock WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Demolition of existing bungalow. Construction of two dwellings. 

Yew Dell Hixet Wood Charlbury 

Mr R French 

 

17.  19/03262/LBC Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external refurbishment works to include replacement windows, doors and garage 

doors together with changes to internal layout. 

14 Priory Lane Burford Oxfordshire 

Mr Roger Clark 
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18.  19/03284/LBC Hailey, Minster Lovell & 

Leafield 

APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Remedial works to existing porch and re glazing and remedial works to existing garden room 

(amended plans and description) 

Old George House The Green Leafield 

Mr And Mrs Burns 

 

19.  19/03302/CND Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Discharge of condition 8 drainage of 16/03880/FUL 

Land West Of Evenlode Lane Evenlode Lane Chastleton 

Mr & Mrs Dancer 
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20.  19/03303/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Alterations and erection of two storey side and single storey rear extension. (Amended 

plans). 

16 Pumbro Stonesfield Witney 

Mr And Mrs Turner 

 

21.  19/03488/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Installation of running track on existing school playing field. 

Woodstock Church Of England Primary School Shipton Road Woodstock 

Mr Richard Graham 

 

22.  19/03329/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Proposed conversion and alteration of existing stables to provide ancillary accommodation. 

Erection of two bay garage. 

Broadstone Farm Ditchley Road Charlbury 

Mrs J Blakesley-Grimes 

 

23.  19/03332/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of two storey side extension and single storey rear extension (amended plans) 

1 Sunnybank Great Rollright Chipping Norton 

Ms Erica Rifat 

 

24.  19/03358/HHD Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single and two storey rear extensions. 

53 Oxford Street Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr & Mrs Porter 

 

25.  19/03370/FUL Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Construction of three timber cabins for use as staff accommodation 

Freeland House Wroslyn Road Freeland 

Mr Mahesh Patel 

 

 

26.  19/03383/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Erection of replacement dwelling with attached garage. 

Merryweather Farm Hook Norton Road Chipping Norton 

Mr Carl Hillier 

 

27.  19/03544/HHD Chadlington and Churchill APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of two storey extension and detached garage with studio above (amended plans) 

Thorsbrook Taston Chipping Norton 

Mr And Mrs D Pratt 
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28.  19/03399/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Demolition of existing agricultural barns and replacement with modern barns for agricultural, 

equestrian and vehicle storage purposes. 

Beaconsfield Farm Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr N Clarry 

 

29.  19/03400/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

  

The erection of detached outbuilding to provide self-contained ancillary accommodation 

and/or holiday accommodation. 

Cherwell Farm Chipping Norton Road Little Tew 

Mr & Mrs Howorth 

 

30.  19/03409/CND Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Discharge of condition 3 (means of enclosure, external materials and finishes) (19/01843/S73). 

(amended) 

Weaveley Arboretum Natural Burial Ground Tackley Kidlington 

Seebeck Memorial Ltd 

 

31.  19/03418/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Rear single storey extension and front porch. 

10 Litchfield Close Enstone Chipping Norton 

Mr And Ms David And Rachael Stevens And Clarke 

 

32.  19/03419/HHD Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Erection of single storey side extension. (Amended plans). 

176 Wroslyn Road Freeland Witney 

Mr James Eaton 

 

33.  20/00007/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley WDN 

  

Erection of two semi detached bungalows and the provision of new parking area for 8 Farley 

Close. 

Highcroft 8 Farley Close Stonesfield 

Mr Neil Godfrey 

 

34.  19/03429/S73 Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Variation of condition 2 of 18/00731/FUL to allow the addition of a single storey extension to 

the rear (east) elevation of plot one. 

 

Land West Of North Farm Woodstock Road Stonesfield 

Empire Homes 

 

35.  19/03437/FUL Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single storey extension with provision of additional classroom space in roofspace 

above. 

Burford Primary School Priory Lane Burford 

Mrs Anne Dellar 
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36.  19/03439/LBC Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Loft conversion and internal alterations to include the structural alterations to the 3rd floor, 

extension of the staircase and the addition of conservation roof lights. 

7 St Andrews Square Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr Scott Anouk 

 

37.  19/03443/HHD Chipping Norton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single and two storey side extension. Addition of first floor rear extension above 

existing utility room. (Amended). 

Westleigh West End Chipping Norton 

Mrs Donna Blake 

 

38.  19/03458/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of outdoor clasroom and storage unit. 

Wootton Church Of England Primary School Church Street Wootton 

Ms Rebecca Elliot 

 

39.  19/03459/LBC Stonesfield and Tackley WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of storage unit attached to wall of listed building. 

Wootton Church Of England Primary School Church Street Wootton 

Ms Rebecca Elliot 

 

40.  19/03472/LBC Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Internal and external alterations to provide new slate roof covering to kitchen roof together 

with associated works including relocation of rooflight, new boiler flue, renewal of gutter 

linings and installation of roof stair access. 

Blenheim Palace Blenheim Park Woodstock 

Mr Richard Bowden 

 

41.  19/03475/FUL Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Conversion of redundant farm buildings to provide three dwellings and one holiday let 

associated garaging & storage. Erection of a new outbuilding, demolition of redundant farm 

buildings and associated works. 

Rynehill Farm Kingham Chipping Norton 

Mrs C Cash 

 

42.  20/00047/S73 Chadlington and Churchill APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 5 of planning permission 05/0769/P/FP to allow use as 

separate dwelling. 

Windrush Junction Road Churchill 

Mrs Wendy Finch 
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43.  19/03489/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Formation of new pedestrian opening in the park wall and addition of a new cast iron gate. 

Ditchley Lodge Gate Blenheim Park Woodstock 

Mr Richard Bowden 

 

44.  19/03490/LBC Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Formation of new pedestrian opening in the park wall and addition of a new cast iron gate. 

Ditchley Lodge Gate Blenheim Park Woodstock 

Mr Richard Bowden 

 

45.  20/00052/LBC Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations 

36A Lower High Street Burford Oxfordshire 

Mr Roger Clark 

 

46.  20/00063/HHD Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of wrought iron gate and closeboard fencing 

Tor Cottage 89 High Street Burford 

Mrs Janette Williams 

 

47.  20/00065/LBC Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of wrought iron gate and closeboard fencing to be secured to the walls of 89 and 91 

High Street 

Tor Cottage 89 High Street Burford 

Ms Janette Williams 

 

48.  19/03501/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Remediation and restoration works comprising engineering operations for the removal of silt 

from the Queen Pool and upstream part of the Great Lake via dry dredging, to include partial 

dewatering of the lake; works to the banks of the Queen Pool for the creation of habitat 

features; partial air drying and deposition of silt arisings to create a new landform up to a 

maximum of 4.8 m in height; including the necessary temporary haul roads to enable the 

development. 

Queen Pool Blenheim Park Woodstock 

Mr Roy Cox 

 

49.  19/03502/FUL Freeland and Hanborough REF 

  

Alterations to include conversion of hotel to holiday lets with the erection of first floor 

extension, changes to fenestration and external materials to West elevation and two storey 

Northwest extension to create Manager's Family apartment together with associated works. 

Churchill Court Hotel Main Road Long Hanborough 

Ms Yan Tsang 
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50.  19/03514/NMA Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Non-material amendment to planning permission 18/02484/S73 to allow changes to materials 

used for dwellings known as plots 1, 2, 3, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 24, 28, 29, 35, 36, 37, 38 and 40. 

Land East Of Woodstock Oxford Road Woodstock 

Mr Ashley Maltman 

 

51.  19/03523/CLP Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Certificate of Lawfulness (Change of use from Workshop/General Industrial (B2) to Business 

(B1) and/or Storage (B8) with associated works) 

Telecommunications Mast At The Old Coal Yard Gagingwell Chipping Norton 

Mr And Mrs C Park 

 

52.  19/03533/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Erection of sales and marketing suite for a temporary period with associated parking and 

landscaping works. (Part Retrospective). 

Land East Of Woodstock Oxford Road Woodstock 

Mr Ashley Maltman 

 

53.  19/03534/ADV Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Erection of non-illuminated fascia signage. (Part Retrospective). 

Land East Of Woodstock Oxford Road Woodstock 

Mr Ashley Maltman 

 

54.  20/00098/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Extension to workshop 

Stonesfield Garage The Ridings Stonesfield 

C/o Agent 

 

55.  19/03548/FUL Freeland and Hanborough WDN 

  

The demolition of the existing property and erection of two semi-detached dwellings and 

associated works. 

49 Main Road Long Hanborough Witney 

Mr Tony Smith 

 

56.  20/00008/S73 The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 17/03905/FUL to allow design 

change. 

Land North West Of 33 South Street Middle Barton 

Mr & Mrs Bramley 

 

57.  20/00123/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Erection of replacement garage with living space above to create a self contained unit for 

holiday let 

Holmlea Church Street Stonesfield 

Mr Doug Miles 
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58.  20/00017/S73 Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 17/03671/FUL to allow internal 

reconfiguration and changes to openings. 

Knott Oaks Woodstock Road Stonesfield 

James Wiltshire 

 

59.  20/00020/HHD Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Construction of new entrance porch to side elevation. 

Classrooms Church Path Station Road 

Mr Mark Benfield 

 

60.  20/00021/LBC Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations to include changes to first floor layout and provision of 

mezzanine floor above, insertion of addtional rooflight, replacement of existing rooflights and 

construction of new entrance porch to side elevation. 

Classrooms Church Path Station Road 

Mr Mark Benfield 

 

61.  20/00120/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Alterations and erection of two storey side extension and single storey rear and side 

extension. 

Slatter Cottage 41 Akeman Street Combe 

Mrs Ashley Cavers 

 

62.  20/00037/S73 The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 18/03506/HHD to allow additional 

rooflight and changes to internal layout. 

Park Farm House Ledwell Road Sandford St Martin 

Mr Tim Moore 

 

63.  20/00042/FUL Burford APP 

  

Operational development to facilitate the residential use (granted by prior approval 

notification 19/01702/PN56) and change of use of land surrounding the units to create a 

residential garden. 

Unit 1 Upton Downs Farm Upton 

Mr And Mrs Mills 

 

64.  20/00043/HHD Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Conversion of garage to garden room 

5 The Homestead Bladon Woodstock 

Mrs M Meadows 
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65.  20/00060/S73 Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 18/00731/FUL to allow single storey 

rear extension to plot 2. 

Land West Of North Farm Woodstock Road Stonesfield 

Empire Homes 

 

66.  20/00069/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Formation of habitable room in roof space with velux rooflights and 2 new rear dormer 

windows 

32 The Slade Charlbury Chipping Norton 

Mr And Mrs Partington 

 

67.  20/00137/HHD Charlbury and Finstock WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single storey rear extension to replace existing conservatory 

Grace Cottage Market Street Charlbury 

Ms Elizabeth Canning 

 

68.  20/00138/LBC Charlbury and Finstock WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations to include erection of single storey rear extension, 

replacement of windows and main entrance door and changes to internal layout. 

Grace Cottage Market Street Charlbury 

Ms Elizabeth Canning 

 

69.  20/00070/FUL Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

Erection of five dwellings with associated access and landscaping works. 

High Fields Church Road Milton Under Wychwood 

Mr Bill Wyatt 

 

70.  20/00074/CLP Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Certificate of lawfulness. (To allow single storey rear extension and rear box dormer) 

38 Green Lane Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr G Holmes 

 

71.  20/00089/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Change of use of part of farm shop to hair salon. 

Farm Shop Adjacent Callow Farm Stonesfield Riding Stonesfield 

Mrs Julie Ferguson 

 

72.  20/00097/CLE Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Certificate of Lawfulness for the retention of use as artist studio/storage. 

Unit 3 The Old Coal Yard Gagingwell 

C/o Agent 
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73.  20/00170/HHD Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single storey rear extension. 

22 Oxford Street Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr And Mrs G Taylor 

 

74.  20/00171/LBC Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations and erection of single storey rear extension. 

22 Oxford Street Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr And Mrs G Taylor 

 

75.  20/00111/FUL Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of outdoor classroom to create a new school library (amended plans) 

Bladon Church Of England Primary School Park Street Bladon 

Mr Robert Taylor 

 

76.  20/00125/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Conversion of annex to pool house in connection with main dwelling. (Retrospective) 

Annexe At Old School House Heythrop 

Mr Edward Rigg 

 

77.  20/00136/S73 The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 18/03507/LBC to allow additional 

rooflight and changes to internal layout. 

Park Farm House Ledwell Road Sandford St Martin 

Mr Tim Moore 

 

78.  20/00141/HHD The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single storey extension with new rooflight. 

1 Elm Grove Barns Enstone Road Middle Barton 

Mr Ken Spottiswoode 

 

79.  20/00201/S73 Ascott and Shipton APP 

  

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 18/00120/FUL to allow design 

change. 

Castle Barn Farm Churchill Chipping Norton 

Mr And Mrs C Brooks 
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80.  20/00177/FUL Freeland and Hanborough WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of new dwelling and associated works. 

Land South East Of Hillside Swan Lane Long Hanborough 

Miss Few 

 

81.  20/00178/S73 Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 19/02078/HHD to allow design 

change to roof and window/door arrangements. 

Highfield House Park Road Combe 

Mr & Mrs Lyons 

 

82.  20/00179/PDET28 Milton Under Wychwood P2NRQ 

  

Create a series of 5 ponds within the existing field. 

Manor Farm Upper Milton Milton Under Wychwood 

Mr Richard Hartley 

 

83.  20/00211/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Replacement of existing double glazed windows 

Tollgate House Swerford Heath Great Tew 

Miss Julie Lavender 

 

84.  20/00217/FUL Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

Construction of detached dwelling with associated works 

Foxdale The Heath Milton Under Wychwood 

Mr And Mrs D Wilks 

 

85.  20/00218/HHD Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Erection of single and two storey front extensions 

16 Crecy Walk Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mrs Rashid Vardy 

 

86.  20/00228/AGR Milton Under Wychwood P2NRQ 

  

Sustainable soil management and flood alleviation works. 

Land At Cooks Meadow Bruern Oxfordshire 

Mr David Astor 

 

87.  20/00214/FUL Standlake, Aston & Stanton 

Harcourt 

REF 

  

Erection of three detached dwellings and associated operations. 

Land North West Of High Street Standlake 

Mr Maximilian and Alexander Stephenson 
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88.  20/00220/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Conversion of existing outbuilding to create a utility room (for Hillside Cottage only), 

gym/store and room above with attached garage and bike store together with associated 

works all to serve Hillside. 

Hillside Church Street Wootton 

Mr Conrad Woolfram 

 

89.  20/00221/HHD Chadlington and Churchill APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Single storey extension to existing outbuilding to form art studio. 

2 South View Dean Chipping Norton 

Mrs Clare Martin 

 

90.  20/00226/HHD Burford APP 

  

Installation of 2 new rooflights 

The Grain Store 2 Signet Hill Barns Signet Hill 

Mr And Mrs T Service 

 

91.  20/00233/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single and two storey extensions to include balcony to rear. 

Kipkelion Stonesfield Lane Charlbury 

Mr Chris Arnold 

 

92.  20/00237/HHD Freeland and Hanborough WDN 

  

Alterations and erection of rear extension with new roof lights. 

52 Church Road Long Hanborough Witney 

Mr And Mrs Groves 

 

93.  20/00239/LBC Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Full inspection and repair works to structure above the Green Writing Room Ceiling. 

Requires removal and renewal of existing parquet floor to the Sunderland Bedrooms. 

Blenheim Palace Blenheim Park Woodstock 

Mr Richard Bowden 

 

94.  20/00260/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations to include improvements to doorway and roof over the rear of property 

44 The Green Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr Keith Handley 

 

95.  20/00249/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Conversion of existing coach house to habitable accommodation; link extension to existing 

house detached carport, garage block & storage. 

Barn Conversion The Meetings Farm Little Tew 

Mr G Collett 
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96.  20/00252/HHD Burford APP 

  

Addition of two dormers to front elevation. Single storey side extension to existing garage to 

create new home office. Repositioning of existing oil tank. 

Gable Cottage Dolphin Lane Fulbrook 

Mr And Mrs G Howe 

 

97.  20/00254/HHD Chipping Norton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Demolition of existing outbuilding and replacement with single storey garden room 

63 Rock Hill Chipping Norton Oxfordshire 

Mr And Mrs Dickinson 

 

98.  20/00290/LBC Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations to replace two pairs of wooden fire doors with new doubled glazed doors, one to 

the rear and one to the side elevation. (Retrospective). 

Woodstock Social Club 44 Oxford Street Woodstock 

Trustees Of Woodstock Social Club 

 

99.  20/00268/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Installation of Packaged Treatment Plant. 

Crown Cottage West End Wootton 

Mr And Mrs H Llewelyn 

 

100.  20/00269/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations to include new rear door. 

53 The Square Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr Nicholas Johnston 

 

101.  20/00272/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single and two storey extensions. 

54 The Square Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr Nicholas Johnston 

 

102.  20/00273/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal and external alterations and erection of single and two storey extensions. 

54 The Square Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr Nicholas Johnston 

 

103.  20/00276/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley REF 

  

Change of use of stable building into home office and arts studio/gym to serve Valhalla and 

Skyfall. 

Stable To The Rear Of Valhalla Church Street 

Mr Derek Hobbs 
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104.  20/00300/FUL Chipping Norton APP 

  

Erection of dwelling (Part retrospective) 

Hunts View 43B Worcester Road Chipping Norton 

Mr Martin Christie 

 

105.  20/00289/LBC Chipping Norton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Internal refurbishment and revised floor plan layout 

10 Middle Row Chipping Norton Oxfordshire 

Mrs Bee Osborn 

 

106.  20/00333/FUL Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Conversion of existing detached outbuilding (currently used as  an art studio) to create self 

contained living accommodation. 

Overstone The Green Freeland 

Mr Andrew Bain 

 

107.  20/00301/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

  

Erection of single storey side extension to create entrance lobby. Conversion of existing 

detached outbuilding to create ancillary living space. 

2 Brookside Cottages Cleveley Chipping Norton 

Mr Tim Castle 

 

108.  20/00302/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

  

Internal and external alterations to erect single storey side extension to create entrance 

lobby. Conversion of existing detached outbuilding to create ancillary living space. 

2 Brookside Cottages Cleveley Chipping Norton 

Mr tim castle 

 

109.  20/00320/HHD Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of two storey rear extension. Erection of detached garage with 

home office above. 

Spring Cottage Witney Street Burford 

Mr Clifford Wrightson 

 

110.  20/00322/FUL Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

Construction of wooden stables for lambs on concrete base in bottom left hand corner of 

paddock. 

Quakers Meet Green Lane Milton Under Wychwood 

Mr Jim Bradshaw 

 

111.  20/00327/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Erection of side, front and rear extensions with associated works. 

51 St Johns Road Tackley Kidlington 

Mr And Mrs P Bradford 
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112.  20/00328/HHD Hailey, Minster Lovell & 

Leafield 

APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single storey front and rear extensions. 

15 Fairspear Road Leafield Witney 

Mr And Mrs Raymond And Christine Evans And Carter 

 

113.  20/00340/FUL Ascott and Shipton WDN 

  

Construction of eight dwellings and associated works 

Land North West Of 18 London Lane Ascott Under Wychwood 

Kingerlee 

 

114.  20/00344/S73 Chipping Norton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 19/00638/FUL to allow design 

change. 

Land North Of 5 The Leys Chipping Norton 

Mr Oliver James 

 

115.  20/00366/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

First floor extension to existing garage with the addition of dormer window to the east 

elevation (amended plans) 

St Diuma House Park Street Charlbury 

Mr M Greenfield 

 

116.  20/00587/LBC Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

First floor extension to existing garage with the addition of dormer window to the east 

elevation (amended plans) 

St Diuma House Park Street Charlbury 

Mr M Greenfield 

 

117.  20/00354/CLE Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Certificate of lawfulness. (To confirm that planning application 16/02113/FUL has been lawfully 

implemented through the digging of the trench for foundations) 

Former Station Garage Station Road Kingham 

C/O Agent 

 

118.  20/00370/CLP Freeland and Hanborough WDN 

  

Certificate of Lawfulness (conversion of existing detached garage to habitable space) 

12 Abelwood Road Long Hanborough Witney 

Mr David Crawford 
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119.  20/00383/HHD The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single storey rear extension. 

The New House Fox Lane Middle Barton 

Mr & Mrs Lewis & Ingrid Flexer 

 

120.  20/00395/PDET28  P4REF 

  

Erection of agricultural storage building. 

Land North Of Priory Road Priory Road Heythrop 

Mr Kaleb Cooper 

 

121.  20/00397/CLP Charlbury and Finstock WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Certificate of lawfulness. ( To allow refurbishment ) 

Ralphland Crawborough Charlbury 

Mr & Mrs Howse 

 

122.  20/00416/HHD Woodstock and Bladon WDN 

  

Alterations to front elevation to render. 

27 Plane Tree Way Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr Howard Morris 

 

123.  20/00428/HHD Hailey, Minster Lovell & 

Leafield 

APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of a detached carport and the construction of an outbuilding 

97A Lower End Leafield Witney 

Mrs Tracy Waller 

 

124.  20/00433/LBC Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Part retrospective Internal alterations to refurbish existing garage. 

Coldstream House High Street Shipton Under Wychwood 

Mr Richard Pullan 

 

125.  20/00421/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

  

Alterations and erection of first floor extension (amended plans) 

West Manor Church Enstone Chipping Norton 

Ms M Curnock-Cook 

 

126.  20/00422/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone WDN 

  

Alterations and erection of first floor extension (amended plans) 

West Manor Church Enstone Chipping Norton 

Ms M Curnock-Cook 
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127.  20/00426/HHD Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

Erection of pool house 

Lower Farmhouse Bould Chipping Norton 

Mr N Smail 

 

128.  20/00429/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of replacement single storey extension (amended plans). 

46 The Green Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr & Mrs J Mozley 

 

129.  20/00446/LBC Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Lay flags to front of cartshed and bin store. 

2 Medcroft Road Tackley Kidlington 

Mrs Sally House 

 

130.  20/00449/S73 Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 19/00335/FUL to allow flags to front 

of cartshed and bin store. 

2 Medcroft Road Tackley Kidlington 

Mrs Sally House 

 

131.  20/00435/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Internal and external works to convert main courtyard buildings to ancillary residential uses 

including two self contained living units, home office, gallery space, gym and studio space with 

alterations to former pigsties to form stables (amended plans) 

Beaconsfield Farm Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Mr N Clarry 

 

132.  20/00440/FUL Freeland and Hanborough WDN 

  

Erection of two single storey self contained annexes with shared amenities and facilities 

Hanborough Lodge Main Road Long Hanborough 

Vanbrugh Unit Trust 

 

133.  20/00441/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Reconfiguration and general refurbishment works to include erection of single and two storey 

extensions, new bay window and extended roof to North elevation and oak framed porch to 

South elevation. Insertion of dormer window in East facing roof slope. Alterations to 

detached garage building to provide first floor gym/studio with balcony. 

Crown Cottage West End Wootton 

Mr And Mrs H Llewellyn 
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134.  20/00445/CND Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Discharge of condition 4 (access) (18/02198/HHD). 

Wychwood House Milton Road Shipton Under Wychwood 

Mr Andrew Perkins 

 

135.  20/00450/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of two storey side extension. 

Felloes Barn Church Street Kingham 

Mr Brian McCappin 

 

136.  20/00525/CLE Kingham, Rollright & Enstone REF 

  

Certificate of Lawfulness (to allow the continued use of Barn 1 (units 5 and 6) as an 

automotive garage including vehicle servicing and MOT's together with associated general 

office space). 

The Pentacle Enstone Airfield North Banbury Road 

Mr Edward Markham 

 

137.  20/00471/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single storey front extension 

14 Church Rise Finstock Chipping Norton 

Mr Steve Peters 

 

138.  20/00475/CND Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Discharge of condition 22 (Travel Information Pack/residential travel plan) of permission 

19/00036/S73 

Land South Of Milton Road Shipton Under Wychwood 

Mr Tom Rider 

 

139.  20/00496/HHD Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single and two storey rear extension and single storey front 

extension. Addition of new roof lights. 

The Chestnuts 2 Shilton Road Burford 

Mr Richard Wood 

 

140.  20/00513/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Erection of a single storey garden room for use as art studio and home office. 

3 Clow Cottages 54 Nethercote Road Tackley 

Mr Simon Page 
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141.  20/00530/HHD Woodstock and Bladon APP 

  

Single storey infill extension and extension of garage roof to create canopy to front entrance 

Lynholm 7 Recreation Road Woodstock 

Dr And Dr Morris 

 

142.  20/00531/HHD Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of two storey rear extension with new roof lights and new chimney stack 

9 Meadow Lane Shipton Under Wychwood Chipping Norton 

Mr Ian Betts 

 

143.  20/00544/S73 Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Variation of condition 2 approved plans of permission 19/02816/FUL to allow instalation of 

WC and basin 

29 Lower High Street Burford Oxfordshire 

Mr Simon Pirzada 

 

144.  20/00545/S73 Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Variation of condition 2 approved plans of permission 19/02817/LBC to allow installation of 

WC and basin 

29 Lower High Street Burford Oxfordshire 

Mr Simon Pirzada 

 

145.  20/00560/S73 Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Removal of condition 2 of planning permission 07/0271/P/FP to allow retention of building. 

Old Station Yard Main Road Long Hanborough 

Mr Christopher Butterfield 

 

146.  20/00514/OUT The Bartons APP 

  

Erection of a replacement dwelling using existing access. (Outline application with some 

matters reserved) 

Worton Edge Over Worton Chipping Norton 

Mr Babbage 

 

147.  20/00517/HHD Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Erection of single and two storey rear extension. Revised scheme, following approval 

19/02192/HHD to add additional first floor North side window to the bathroom and south 

side rooflight to en-suite. 

8 Orchard Cottages Chipping Norton Road Chadlington 

Mr James Cockle 

 

148.  20/00518/FUL The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of a new dwelling 

35 North Street Middle Barton Chipping Norton 

Mrs Olivia Hazell 
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149.  20/00566/HHD Freeland and Hanborough REF 

  

Erection of porch and detached garage. Relocation of access. 

Pelican House Lower Road Church Hanborough 

Mr Russell Tucker 

 

150.  20/00586/HHD Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Erection of single storey front extension (amended). 

69 Wroslyn Road Freeland Witney 

Mr Simon Horner 

 

151.  20/00583/FUL Brize Norton and Shilton APP 

  

Enlarging of existing pedestrian access in stone wall to create vehicular access for off-road 

parking. 

Land Opposite Mill House Widford 

Mrs Diane Devoil-Lynes 

 

152.  20/00603/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Erection of single storey front extension. 

63 Longore Stonesfield Witney 

Mrs Jenna Sadler 

 

153.  20/00608/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Change of use from domestic dwelling to counselling and therapy business. 

Cedar Bungalow Banbury Road Chipping Norton 

Mrs Emma Kettlewell 

 

154.  20/00611/FUL Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Two storey dwelling, parking and associated works. 

32 Medcroft Road Tackley Kidlington 

Mr Brian Proffit 

 

155.  20/00624/FUL Chadlington and Churchill APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Change of use of land from agricultural to equestrian and conversion of existing field shelter 

to create stable, tack room and hay barn together with associated works including provision 

of a hardstanding, manure clamp and access track. 

Land East Of Langston House Cottage East End 

Ms S A Scott 

 

156.  20/00614/FUL Charlbury and Finstock REF 

  

Proposed change of use of building from Agriculture to B8 (domestic storage) and Agriculture 

(Retention) 

Coach Road Agricultural Building Cornbury Park Charlbury 

Mr David Howden 
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157.  20/00620/HHD Chipping Norton APP 

  

Loft conversion with front and rear dormer windows (amended plans) 

9 Tilsley Road Chipping Norton Oxfordshire 

Mr And Mrs Brice 

 

 

158.  20/00627/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single and two storey side extension and conversion of existing garage into a 

habitable room (amended plans) 

47 Ticknell Piece Road Charlbury Chipping Norton 

Mr I Grierson 

 

159.  20/00641/HHD Hailey, Minster Lovell & 

Leafield 

APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single storey rear extension. 

Stonebank Witney Lane Leafield 

Mr David Bull 

 

160.  20/00652/LBC Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Internal works to main (South) barn and stables 

Lower Court Farm Green End Chadlington 

Mr Luke Taylor 

 

161.  20/00634/HHD Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Alterations and erection of two storey side and rear extension (amended plans) 

The Haven 61 Wroslyn Road Freeland 

Mr Stephen Ebbs 

 

162.  20/00640/HHD Chipping Norton APP 

  

Erection of single story rear extension and conversion of existing garage to create additional 

living space. 

17 Rockhill Farm Court Chipping Norton Oxfordshire 

Mr Jones 

 

163.  20/00658/S73 Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non-compliance with condition 2 of Listed Building Consent 19/02480/LBC to allow 

formation of opening in first floor stud walling and provision of en-suite facility. 

Freemans Cottage West End Kingham 

Mr And Mrs Lofthouse 
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164.  20/00661/HHD Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

Erection of single storey rear extension. 

Clayden Church Road Milton Under Wychwood 

Mr And Mrs Murphy 

 

165.  20/00675/S73 Hailey, Minster Lovell & 

Leafield 

APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Removal of conditions 6 (relating to windows that serve en-suites) and 12 (to allow the 

garage accommodation to be used, in addition to the parking of vehicles, for storage, DIY, 

hobbies and other similar purposes) and non-compliance with condition 2 (to allow the plans 

as approved under 19/03002/FUL to be used), all of planning permission 18/00890/FUL. 

Roselyne 60 Lower End Leafield 

Mr Mikael Armstrong 

 

166.  20/00678/NMA Burford APP 

  

Residential development comprising 91 dwellings (50% affordable), 59 assisted living units (C2 

use class) and a 64 bed care home (C2 use class) and open space, landscaping and biodiversity 

enhancements (non material amendment to allow changes to garage doors). 

Land West Of Shilton Road Burford 

Mrs Katie Parsons 

 

167.  20/00679/HHD Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Convert store to bedroom/study with en-suite. 

5 Hurst Lane Freeland Witney 

Mr & Mrs Tom & Vero McCoy 

 

168.  20/00681/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Conversion of existing garage to create extra living space and store, works to include the 

addition of rooflights and insertion of flue to serve wood burning stove 

Pheasant Barn 1 Lonsdale Court Great Rollright 

Mrs Ros Kirk 

 

169.  20/00689/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single storey rear extension. 

Wells Cottage West End Kingham 

Mr Richard Hosking 

 

170.  20/00690/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and erection of single storey rear extension. 

Wells Cottage West End Kingham 

Mr Richard Hosking 
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171.  20/00692/HHD Charlbury and Finstock APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Single storey rear extension (amended plans) 

Wesley Cottage Park Street Charlbury 

Mr M Wells 

 

172.  20/00693/S73 The Bartons APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Non compliance with condition 2 of planning permission 14/02275/FUL amended design. 

Land North West Of 33 South Street Middle Barton 

Mr & Mrs Bramley 

 

173.  20/00704/FUL Chipping Norton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Change the use of ground floor from retail (class use A1) to residential (class use C3) 

Bugle House 9 Horsefair Chipping Norton 

Mr Adam Poulter 

 

174.  20/00705/HHD The Bartons APP 

  

Single storey extensions to rear and side. 

31 Rectory Crescent Middle Barton Chipping Norton 

Mr And Mrs Cruickshank 

 

175.  20/00709/HHD Ascott and Shipton APP 

  

Erection of single storey side extension (Amended plans) 

Cedar House High Street Lyneham 

Mr Charles Izod 

 

176.  20/00711/FUL Ascott and Shipton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Reconfigure door and windows on south and east elevations. 

The Lamb Inn High Street Shipton Under Wychwood 

Mr Creed 

 

177.  20/00725/LBC Chipping Norton APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations and reconfiguration to create four additional dwellings. 

4 West Street Chipping Norton Oxfordshire 

Chipping Norton Ventures LLP 

 

178.  20/00726/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Repairs to the Loggia including the reinstatement of ball finials and the replacement of the 

existing patent glazing with new including opening lights for improved maintenance. 

School Kitebrook House Little Compton 

Mr Chris Gillham 
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179.  20/00727/LBC Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Repairs to the Loggia including the reinstatement of ball finials and the replacement of the 

existing patent glazing with new including opening lights for improved maintenance. 

School Kitebrook House Little Compton 

Mr Chris Gillham 

 

180.  20/00728/HHD Chadlington and Churchill APP 

  

Alterations and conversion of existing loft space to create second floor living accommodation 

with the addition of new dormers and rooflights. Addition of a new chimney. 

Mulberry House 3 Eversley Lane Churchill 

Mr Andy McCulloch 

 

181.  20/00739/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Erection of first floor extension above existing hallway. 

Leys Farm Little Tew Road Church Enstone 

Mr And Mrs Byrom 

 

182.  20/00761/HHD Burford APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Insertion of two new velux windows in the existing garage roof 

Hilltop House 208 The Hill Burford 

Mr And Mrs Leccisotti 

 

183.  20/00812/S73 Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

Non compliance with  condition 4 of planning permission 19/01062/FUL to allow the use of 

natural blue slate. 

Land West Of 42 Ansell Way Milton Under Wychwood 

Mr And Mrs M Smith 

 

184.  20/00781/HHD Woodstock and Bladon APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Alterations to construct a pitched roof to existing front dormer to replace existing flat roof. 

8 Browns Lane Woodstock Oxfordshire 

Mr John Cushnaghan 

 

185.  20/00784/HHD Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Erection of two storey extension to both front and rear elevations. 

4 Keens Close Enstone Chipping Norton 

Mrs Victoria Mackintosh 

 

186.  20/00806/FUL Kingham, Rollright & Enstone APP 

  

Extension and alterations to Main Barn (alterative to planning permission 18/00210/FUL). 

Soho Farmhouse Great Tew Chipping Norton 

Soho House UK Limited 
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187.  20/00807/HHD Milton Under Wychwood APP 

  

East end gable of house to be rebuilt off a new foundation 

2 Church Street Fifield Chipping Norton 

Miss Ana Morales 

 

188.  20/00813/HHD Burford WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Erection of single and two storey rear extensions. 

The Fullers Cottage 23 Witney Street Burford 

Mr Robert Burnside 

 

189.  20/00814/LBC Burford WDN 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Proposed single storey flat roof rear extension and first floor pitched roof rear extension 

The Fullers Cottage 23 Witney Street Burford 

Mr Robert Burnside 

 

190.  20/00860/HHD Freeland and Hanborough APP 

  

Single storey front extension 

185 Wroslyn Road Freeland Witney 

Mr And Mrs Pinkney 

 

191.  20/00878/HHD Stonesfield and Tackley APP 

  

Alterations and erection of single storey front extension. 

51 St Johns Road Tackley Kidlington 

Mr and Mrs P Bradford 

 

192.  20/00946/PN42 Ascott and Shipton P4REF 

  

Erection of single storey rear extension ( 4m X 3.25m X2.75m) 

9 Priory Road Lyneham Chipping Norton 

Ms Holifield 

 

193.  20/00992/NMA Chadlington and Churchill APP 

 Affecting a Conservation Area 

 

Demolition of existing structures and erection of ten dwellings with associated garages, car 

parking and landscaping(non-material amendment to allow the use of Charcoal coloured 

pavers rather than the approved Brindle coloured pavers). 

Churchill Farm Kingham Road Churchill 

Mrs Katie Kann 

 

194.  20/01012/AGR Ascott and Shipton P2NRQ 

  

Erection of agricultural storage building. 

Castle Barn Farm Churchill Chipping Norton 

Mr Brooks 
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APPEAL DECISIONS 

  

APPLICATION NO: 19/02015/HHD 

 

Proposed 2 Storey side extension – 9 Parkside, WOODSTOCK 

 

APPEAL ALLOWED 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

 

APPLICATION NO: 19/01888/FUL 

 

Proposed single storey side extension – 2 Insall Road, CHIPPING NORTON 

 

APPEAL DISMISSED 

______________________________________________________________________ 

 

APPLICATION NO: 19/02478/PN56 

 

Proposed conversion of Barn 9 to dwelling – Sturt Farm, Burford Road, BURFORD 

 

APPEAL DISMISSED 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

 

APPLICATION NO: 19/00301/CLE 

 

The use of for which a certificate of lawful use or development is sought is to allow the occupation of 

the dwellings by a person who is not solely employed in connection with the associated use of the 

adjoining building for equine or agricultural purposed - Grove Farm, Grove Lane, Dean, CHIPPING 

NORTON 

 

APPEAL DISMISSED 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

 

APPLICATION NO: 19/00087/FUL 

 

Proposed siting for four mobile caravans for temporary staff accommodation Cotswold Hotel and Spa, 

Southcombe, CHIPPING NORTON 

 

APPEAL DISMISSED 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

APPLICATION NO: 19/00803/FUL 

 

Proposed erection of a single dwelling including provision for garage and driveway – Land at Kearsey 

Court, CHARLBURY 

 

APPEAL DISMISSED 

_______________________________________________________________________ 
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