APPLICATION NO: 22/00257/FUL OFFICER: Mr Ben Warren
DATE REGISTERED: 15th February 2022 | DATE OF EXPIRY : 12th April 2022
WARD: Battledown PARISH: CHARLK
APPLICANT: | Mr And Mrs Marley
LOCATION: | Oakfield House Stables Oakfield House Greenway Lane

PROPOSAL: | To rebuild two single-storey storage/stable outbuildings, following
demolition of existing buildings.

REPRESENTATIONS

Number of contributors
Number of objections
Number of representations
Number of supporting

PR ND

9 Birch Close
Charlton Kings
Cheltenham
Gloucestershire
GL53 8PJ

Comments: 2nd March 2022

This application is described as being in the Principal Urban Area, but it is actually in the
Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (the AONB). See the previous application,
21/01270/FUL.

Southern Lawn
Ashley Road
Cheltenham
Gloucestershire
GL52 6NU

Comments: 17th February 2022

| support the proposed development as it replaces two buildings which were in poor
repair, apparently like-for-like.

However, | would also support use of alternative materials (other than metal) for better
visual amenity, for example timber cladding. This might also give better protection to any
livestock housed in the buildings.

My only concern is that the proposed planting will have a detrimental affect on the
footpath which is used by many locals and visitors. If the native species hedgerow is
planted on the fence line, it will very soon narrow the path making it difficult to use in the
future.

Also, the Laurels seem to be out of place in this beautiful setting and perhaps this could
be an opportunity to introduce other deciduous species more welcoming to wildlife.



Hallam Oaks
Greenway Lane
Charlton Kings
Cheltenham
Gloucestershire
GL52 6PN

Comments: 7th March 2022
Letter attached.
Comments: 24th March 2022

Letter attached.

Baedalas Tun
Ashley Road
Cheltenham
Gloucestershire
GL52 6PJ

Comments: 7th March 2022

This is the sixth time in three years that | have received a planning notification for this
location which lies well within a sensitive part of the AONB and is consequently not part
of the PUA or town plan. As this is the crux of the matter when assessing any new
proposed development here it is rather annoying that this has yet again been omitted
from the list of constraints for public viewing.

Were this the first application here, with the sheds still standing, it might well have sailed
through planning with little opposition or controversy. But as it is not and in view of the
history of the several attempts to change the character of this protected land, initially with
a domestic dwelling and more recently a manége and stable block, | am struggling to
imagine that a new shed and stable will be the end of it.

Having made many comments regarding this location on all the previous applications,
many of which are relevant here too, | don't need to be overly repetitive but there are a
few concerns | wish to briefly highlight.

| may be mistaken about this but the 'yes' on the application form indicates an
altered vehicular access, although on the plan the access appears to be as it is now.

The remains of an ancient moat underground and near to the site indicates that
there might be a strong possibility of increased flooding to the two houses below during
bad weather.

The amazing wildlife in this rural haven should be protected and conserved.
Perhaps here it should be noted that the bats which once roosted in the vicinity have
disappeared.

This is an intrinsically dark landscape at night. If planning is granted care should be
made to take this into consideration and have restricted external low lighting according to
AONB guidelines.



The PROW is very well used. Some trees have already been planted along it,
seemingly to shield the users from the proposed development. If the development
conserves and enhances the AONB, why is this necessary?

The previous planning application on this site, not too dissimilar to this one, went to
committee in October last year and after being robustly and quite passionately debated it
was turned down unanimously for the following reasons :

The development would not conserve nor enhance the Cotswold AONB and would
lead to adverse landscape and visual change in the local area, including negative
impacts on the PROW to the immediate east of the site and would alter the existing rural
character of the site and its surroundings.

The development would therefore be contrary to the NPPF (para 176), Joint Core
Strategy policy SD7, the Cotswold AONB Management Plan 2018-23 and the relevant
saved policies of the Local Plan.

































	ufm7_Neighbour_Comments
	letter rep 1
	letter rep 2

