
 

APPLICATION NO: 23/01424/FUL OFFICER: Mrs Lucy White 

DATE REGISTERED: 19th October 2023 DATE OF EXPIRY : 18th January 2024 

WARD: Battledown PARISH: CHARLK 

APPLICANT: Mr And Mrs D Bunner 

LOCATION: Glenfall House  Mill Lane Charlton Kings 

PROPOSAL: Part change of use of principal listed building from hotel/event venue to 
single dwelling (C3), including removal of extensions/alterations to 
principal building.  Demolition of coach house, stables and 20th century 
buildings and extensions and replacement with new extension and 
outbuildings consisting of a leisure building with swimming pool, 
garage/store, greenhouse and 5no. new dwellings to be occupied as 
holiday accommodation.  Alterations to historic landscaped grounds and 
kitchen garden. 

 

 

REPRESENTATIONS 
 

Number of contributors  13 
Number of objections  3 
Number of representations 1 
Number of supporting  9 
 
   

Mulberry House 
Daisy Bank Road 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL53 9QQ 
 

 

Comments: 10th November 2023 
 
I live on Leckhampton hill and Glenfall house is clearly visible from our garden. I have 
also attended an event at Glenfall. Glenfall is an historic building that is in much need of 
sympathetic restoration. The proposed plans will not only achieve this but will also 
support the local hospitality industry with carefully considered holiday lets and leisure 
facilities. I fully support this application. 
 
   

1 Viburnum Close 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL50 2RL 
 

 

Comments: 8th November 2023 
 
We have visited Glenfell House a couple of times in the past. The plans presented here 
look fantastic and will restore Glenfell house to its former glory whilst equally modernising 
the property. The vision and thought that has gone into the plans submitted are to be 
commended. 
 



   
15 Nicolson Close 
Innsworth 
GL3 1DN 
 

 

Comments: 28th October 2023 
 
I have visited Glenfall House in the past. Passionate about British buildings not going into 
a state of disrepair, these plans provide an opportunity to restore it to a family home and 
protect Glenfall House for the future. I am impressed with the plans especially the 
changes to the outbuildings, so Glenfall House can continue to be enjoyed for future 
generations. 
 
   

57 Shaw Green Lane 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL52 3BS 
 

 

Comments: 16th November 2023 
 
I rent a stable and land adjacent to Glenfall House . Whilst I understand that property 
needs to be maintained, I strongly object to the building proposal. 
The site of the new buildings are against the stable building that I rent. The building 
works will cause significant stress to my horse along with all the other livestock on the 
farm.  
If the buildings do go ahead, I can't imagine that any holiday makers would want to be 
sited directly next to a working farm which includes cattle, goats, dogs, cats and horses, 
farm machinery being used early in the morning and late at night along with the usual 
dust/flies/excrement that are all part of farm life. This is before the nightmare of sharing a 
single track entrance on horseback with the increase of construction vehicles during any 
works and then the potential for extra traffic if the proposal goes ahead. 
I would be willing to talk to a planning officer to share my concerns and point out just how 
close the building would be . 
 
   

Glenfall Lodge 
Mill Lane 
Charlton Kings Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL54 4EP 
 

 

Comments: 5th April 2024 
 
Having been a member of the family that previously owned Glenfall House, we strongly 
support this application. Since owning this property and now living in Glenfall Lodge for 
the last 44 years, we have sadly watched Glenfall House constantly deteriorate in 
condition. 
 
What is currently proposed will restore this property back to its former glory and more. 
Much to the benefit of the surrounding neighbours and local area. The adjacent farm will 
also benefit with far less traffic using the drive. 



Comments: 28th October 2023 
 
The house was formerly owned and occupied by my family and we are still immediate 
neighbours, living at Glenfall Lodge. 
Homes like Glenfall are notoriously difficult to maintain so the focus on restoring the key 
heritage assets, namely the main house and gardens, is wonderful to see. We are 
delighted with the change of ownership and the commitment of the new owners to 
overseeing the much needed investment in the fabric of Glenfall House. 
In addition removal of the ugly, poor quality outbuildings and the grotesque asbestos 
garaging, and their replacement with new more visually pleasing and in keeping 
structures is very positive for the curtilage and future of the house. In our view the 
submitted plans strike a necessary balance between returning Glenfall to its former glory 
and providing a way for it to continue in 21st century. 
 
   

5 The Old Marketplace 
Andoversford 
GL54 4AY 
 

 

Comments: 28th October 2023 
 
We have visited Glenfall House for events in the past and always thought it would be 
amazing to restore it to a family home.  
 
The plans look great, especially the changes to the car park and outbuildings. 
 
   

5 Whalley Farm  Cottage 
Whittington 
Cheltenham 
GL54 4HA 
 

 

Comments: 31st October 2023 
 
Glenfall House is close to where I reside, and I've had the opportunity to work on and 
around this premises for several years.  
 
I commend anyone who is willing to spend the time and money to improve these large, 
old properties. 
 
The plans look very positive as they focus on restoring the main house, and removing the 
much altered and run-down outbuildings which detract from the setting overall. 
 
I wish the owners good luck in their endeavours. 
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 



21 Princes Street 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL52 6BE 
 

 

Comments: 3rd September 2024 
 
Having previously raised significant objections to the plans based around the treatment of 
areas adjoining the adjacent farm, there are improvements in the design proposals. 
The key items to seek consideration by the planners should be: 
1. The are significantly more bat related activity in the areas around Glenfall House than 
are captured in the survey. We understand there to be roosting in boundary trees and 
hedges which would be affected by construction work. 
2. There are drainage routes from the farm in front of the stables which would go under 
the proposed new garage/store/bike shed. These are operating drains and will need to be 
included in any plans by Glenfall House. 
3. The Environmental Health report identifies that noise surveys around the boundary 
and from the Heat Pumps will need to be assessed for the new buildings, the impact of 
this plant running adjacent to a farm should also be included as the adjacent sheds 
house livestock. 
4. A condition to prevent fireworks use would be welcomed as this has been a significant 
problem for the farm in terms of nuisance to livestock and horses when used in the past. 
5. It should be noted that there is a natural well under the proposed solar panels running 
along the outside hedge adjacent to the stables and that any solar panels that may be 
located there do not have a detrimental effect of the livestock route immediately in front 
of them. 
Comments: 17th April 2024 
Objection to the planning application. 
Further to our previous comments on the applications, these are in relation to the revised 
application. 
 
1. Solar panels located to the south of the walled garden. 
a. These appear to be an afterthought to the benefit of the applicant without due regard 
to their neighbour. 
b. The placement of these is immediately adjacent to a farm livestock route and will be 
both distracting and detrimental to the livestock moving along the farm spaces by 
reflecting light and shadows which will be likely to make them jumpy and liable to be 
startled. 
c. I believe that the sighting of these panels in this location will also result in a reduction 
in efficiency due to shading and interference from bushes and trees on the farm side of 
the boundary. 
d. These solar panels should be located in an alternative location that will not cause harm 
or distress to livestock or farm animals using the farm livestock route. 
e. There is an open well in the space of the proposed solar panels and no mention of this 
is contained in the plan. 
2. The location of the proposed apartment 4 and garage workshop under. 
a. The part of the development immediately adjacent to the stables and farm is a 
significant increase in massing and bulk by the boundary of a working farm and its 
adjacency, whilst reduced slightly still presents a significant change of use to the area 
proposed for development.  



b. There should be protections at least put in place to protect the livelihood of the farm 
and restrictions placed to ensure that the development use does not cause distress or 
harm to the livestock and animals. 
c. Whilst the building has been moved slightly, this is still a significant massing of what 
was there previously. 
d. As stated in the previous objection, there is drainage from the farm buildings that 
crosses the boundary to Glenfall house that will need to be maintained in the new 
development. 
3. Air source heat pump location. 
a. I could not see a background noise assessment in the application.  
b. The location proposed is immediately adjacent to the boundary with Oakfield farm and 
the noise generated by the heat pumps will be intrusive to the farm on a 24/7 basis. They 
are very likely to have a detrimental effect on the farm livestock with the startup and 
running routines. There is a significant amount of other wildlife like bats and hedgehogs 
that will be also affected that are present in the spaces around Glenfall House and 
Oakfield Farm. 
c. There is no information with regards to the actual equipment proposed or attenuation 
to be provided.  
d. With the current proposed position, it appears to have been placed in the most 
convenient space for Glenfall House with no regard for their neighbour. 
4. Impact on wildlife and farm animals. 
a. There are significant numbers of bats evident on the farm side of the boundary 
particularly around the older structures on the farm side in the stables and other 
outbuildings. They are regularly spotted at dusk by occupiers and visitors to the farm. 
b. In the undergrowth and environs around the farm buildings there are wildlife that will 
be disturbed and affected by construction activities in adjacent spaces. 
c. The construction works will have a detrimental effect on the livestock and animals 
during construction and a mitigation plan is essential to avoid distress and disruption to 
the workings of the farm. This includes the construction traffic that will be using the 
access route to Glenfall Farm. 
 
Comments: 13th November 2023 
 
We rent stables and land from Oakfield Farm. 
 
We have significant concerns on this development and wish to strongly object to this 
application. 
 
1. There is a significant development on the boundary of Oakfield Farm both in terms of 
proposed buildings and in terms of the nature of the development. The new buildings are 
drawn as being constructed on the boundary between Glenfall House and Oakfield Farm 
against the location of the historical stables (that were originally part of the Glenfall 
Estate). Just the construction of these will cause significant risk of harm to the historic 
stables as well as distress and potential harm to the animals and stock on the farm itself. 
2. The new buildings proposed have significant massing and increase in size to both the 
current and pre-application discussions and are completely out of character with the 
current environment. 
3. There is a bat survey that has been completed, it should also be noted that there is a 
significant bat presence in the stables we rent and the adjacent historical building which 
is used currently for housing goats on the farm. 



4. It is highly likely that there is drainage from the stables across the farm boundary onto 
the Glenfall House land that will need to be maintained and consideration of this will need 
to maintained. 
5. There is farm machinery and plant that operates in the in the immediate adjacency to 
the proposed development and we currently access and care for our horses anytime 
between the hours of 0600 and 2200. 
6. The stables appear to not be correctly located on the documents submitted on the 
planning application and the gable end of the stable block sits on the immediate 
boundary and is at significant risk of undermining by the proposed construction. 
7. With the proposed units and use of the proposed buildings, it is an almost certainty 
that if constructed, the occupants will seek to complain about normal farm activities which 
is completely detrimental to the normal operations of a farm and be of a detrimental 
nature to the livelihood of the farm. 
 
We would welcome a visit from the planning officer to Oakfield Farm. 
 
   

6 Leckhampton Rise 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL53 0AP 
 

 

Comments: 7th November 2023 
 
As frequent visitors to Glenfall House for various occasions, we wholeheartedly support 
the proposed plans to restore the estate to its former glory. The thoughtful consideration 
put into the design, emphasising sustainability, and preservation of the historic landscape 
is commendable. We look forward to seeing this beautiful property thrive once again. 
 
   

Belmont 
102 Arle Road 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL51 8LD 
 

 

Comments: 2nd November 2023 
 
This is exactly what this property needs, having done work on this house I realise what is 
involved in maintaining such a large old property. I'm delighted to see the plans that give 
it much needed investment for the future and restore the most important historic 
elements and features. Really is great to see that this isn't going to be left to fall into 
disrepair as unfortunately so many do , when they are of this nature. 
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



10 Leckhampton Rise 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL53 0AP 
 

 

Comments: 6th November 2023 
 
We have visited Glenfell House a couple of times for parties and events in the past. The 
plans presented here look fantastic and will restore Glenfell house to its former glory 
whilst equally modernising the property. The vision and thought that has gone into the 
plans submitted are to be commended. 
 
   

3 Natton Cottages 
Ham Lane 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL52 6NJ 
 

 

Comments: 7th November 2023 
 
Dear Sir / Madam, 
 
Having read all that is proposed for the above property, there is quite a bit to commend 
the plans for this historic building which does need further restoration. However, there are 
a few things which in my view need further consideration both in terms of Environmental 
concerns and to ensure minimum impact on neighbours of this business. 
 
1) The demolition of the coach house, stables and motor garage is not acceptable both in 
terms of the Environment where yet further resources are to be used as well as the 
historic aspect of these buildings. Indeed part of the history of the house is that it has 
been built up over the years and has reached where it is and should be left alone. It does 
appear that incomers to the AONB and particularly where older properties are purchased 
just want to urbanise the area which has already led to the destruction of some historic 
bits in the immediate vicinity. The secret in moving to this area is to learn to work with 
what is there and especially to maintain the outer appearance which has now become 
part of the landscape. This comment also applies to garden walls which have also 
become part of this building. 
2) The proposal for building closer to the boundary with the farm is of considerable 
concern especially for the farmer. Previous experience of allowing 'residential' building to 
be built closer to factories or commercial buildings or in this case a farm could no doubt, 
lead in the future to complaints about natural farming smells and possible unwarranted 
enforcement action to get these  
reduced even though this is what occurs in the countryside. The livelihood of the farmer 
must be protected from such future unwarranted actions and the applicant if they are 
allowed to build must accept conditions that the location could be subject to the activities 
of the farm and accept these are part of the rural landscape and activity. Indeed the use 
of the term 'Farmyard Clutter' does  
demonstrate a complete absence of knowledge of what does go on at a farm and in the 
countryside. The use of the word DECLUTTER is also in terms of the greenery in the 
grounds -does not bode well for what should be sympathetic restoration and working with 
what is there. 



3) Noise from Events/ Entertainments - the previous owners caused considerable 
nuisance especially during the summer with the playing of loud music and loud voices 
coming through speakers. What is NOT realised for this area is that sound travels 
exceeding well and even though trees are  
supposed to dampen excessive sound - this does not work for music. On one occasion 
when we and adjacent neighbours were trying to enjoy our gardens in the summer, the 
'music' was such that at over half a mile away - it caused a vibration in our cloakroom 
which is set in the middle of the house! People up and over one mile away were also 
significantly disturbed. The repetition of  
the music was particularly irritating. Due to this, Environmental Health had to be asked to 
intervene - very much so that when the Glenfall Hotel was contacted - We were advised 
that 'they had a licence and could do what they like! To save future problems occurring 
and obviously future expense for enforcement - please can Environment Health be 
consulted to ensure this does not happen in future and to ensure this business does NOT 
impose unwanted intrusion on the lives of its neighbours! 
4) The Grounds - given that there has been unwarranted Clear Felling of trees and 
shrubs at other locations in this AONB area and despite what appears assurances that 
'sympathetic' restoration would be done - the use of the word DECLUTTER as above 
does not instil one that a sense of responsibility will be applied when this is done. The 
conditions surrounding this part of the proposal must be made as clear as possible of 
what can and cannot be done. Indeed in the immediate area and beyond there is a 
diversity of wildlife which uses all the areaand if 'over tidying' is done this will have a more 
wide spread detrimental effect on the AONB environment. Indeed some trees which were 
requested to be felled because they were not'natural' but had been there for a long time - 
60 - 100 years, are used by owls, hawks and other bird life. Happily, these are still in 
place. 
Finally, it is again of concern that the area AONB, is used, but then seems to be ignored 
where convenient or inconvenient especially outside of this property (Glamping is not 
acceptable in this respect). It must be asked though whether this is Development by the 
back door as what happens if the business changes course - and whether the 
apartments then become available for long term  
rent or purchase. This particular aspect must be addressed by planners please who in 
this case have largely got it right in terms of what would be most suitable for this area. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
   

Oakfield Farm 
Mill Lane 
Charlton Kings 
Cheltenham 
Gloucestershire 
GL54 4EP 
 

 

Comments: 3rd September 2024 
 
Letter attached. 
 
Comments: 28th August 2024 
 
Letter attached. 
 



Comments: 17th April 2024  
Letter attached. 
 
Comments: 15th April 2024 
 
Letter attached. 
 
Comments: 6th November 2023 
 
Letter attached. 
 

 









APPENDIX 1









77),

APR 2324

KL 5226 5798 5GB SIGNED FOR

0
.::,;ERVICE

111111!111111111111111!1/11111111111IlIl111
(DAN( Lu

actd.241040.1, ana ctryati,L,t.a.kiorv. Lettsj-
1 -kAA/3 .2_1132-r am

co -Lka._ Prevt oui) crniL w Kok kj-e_ Sent ciata, 1e21::kt 2(12)11.,

CD ruuvtb³ (2.3Jo Li-2y- roL cu-ict 93/ 0)(4-14 L1 c.

v-eci a,--ctif:15 vimnGni prop ScuLS ct aukfAll Hdact,
G-LSt4- 4_6-p

50 aLax:kJ ct,not i kike_ p tanAtil urkS-erct"J Q
@laActidi .1-46.,uik_ Gut,a Lt) etconw,

NJ
Coe)r 3 c,c) 062AlkO ck_ Icy+ r

ctu-\) 6uak okLiry
tr\ ylk cKWo-re_.

) wcYkAivi Lvyku3±Oc-k-

cAM ccIt tir) +0 Cthk -0- 'k.. SASS CV- k ck.NA/\ cAr

b-e- tszAr2sk i av - Gika' urea icm, azivvou-f-Cm,L anck
cmstu1/40- wo -Nrk c7\- n6(se pr-cenJ24

S t-e.it2-4 -cd -t-(2A 01."1 prev k.cf -ei,cime_scAcj
NAs- caywor i1S ?reQvc;lik- uo-eck_ckt:{,,ct ck.c)&
t,3\Ntv. av\

4- -1„--ksL cksuielo?-Q..ss ccryx (c-iszIect unA.pa_ce- on

a\A-1 "lam cAlThc. cL4-1A-il&a,C0 CN/\)' -11^-0-1~ b. tCfikk
Nkm ciakk-QA cw-l\kck.,L0 a\r- cf\rt,<-.O CnoLAAN

Work) Skolitick not Vzi--e_ Lo* rl uv\._

Ock, 1 ar\k cklA 6 adCaA-11 4\I_

v- k.-oc-k_crv--Lct-un —P ‘0‘)e_.cu-c_ck-AA.

oc

\r\k ace- UQ-celAl ev-er CAPA,c3-e__ ‘R5sht-

kW\ ck c ki\cd•-t=-e ckk'N\c'
\4\,\ 0,4- U.i1 bit 1 \ \?ZS\-c-rdr<-.‘ barr\s 6 c5))2_ --kc>

4-1Nsa. L9C c\ S liQA N 1/4 V\N-

etfore j671,

0,415 kCi, fey-

pock) r or),5-e_ rc,tn&Ps.--1ivy





iLL Uktv2_

Ctiveurkov\ KutS
c_h_AIDA".0,4 ,

GA0v.ccLsrrafs\Nut

POSTAL

M 15 APR 7C324 0

1 , i l iA- kpr;k, laty
Detur L'ci`j- lisk:ute,

cum dm_

iiiigicii

op + 11-z- "Ocu'e-- ,(cLern-QA -LirixOt UVe, C& 0 cuteutel, cam,

NW(' La-n-2) C-kaAtel4 kin:i3S) CksAlsankeuvL ) G-1,outeSrsVItre, , G-LS4- It-EP,

CvilcL OurA. WirliA;)) an. b.e...kat..(' op -C--kiL ruyt at_ rvui fca;14,63

I curvx wrcet-f\- -to 90 i,t_ t--e_501/4.1-et.jio) -U-2_ pLannifi pro looscti
we G-Lfaxt_pktt N. a (A..s€ ma 1--0..risz,) ckcji-itatA. Kia)S, ClAattitkaavt_,

G-1,01,ceistzcSki;-e, , G'-LS if- 4E 0
(Zrz.f.R.r-ert4' tz_ _ rvt,Lakb-e*- IV 0)1+14i FOL

cur)et 9-3/0)(4-2:4- i L6C,

0 a-kr-Le-Lk h .an ck,L.,-)a S been. Work ti13 LA 1P6S-17)th— et
Kulp aftet- b,,er2-d- 13,0-1-k eoctite_ aflot ocut/J c -6-1-k:4.8 prenu:

a-1))0 kow-e_ horse_ (,tvert:e3
ct.n horse_S are_ k o tu)--ect , ctnet, kept UL Polk)

3o v~rv, vary clo Se_ -to -th.Q. toroe°&La_ n.ei,3 c ie cprLQ.nt
GAAA-4-cdts I- lAte_ concv-rv, +kat Said, cisa-etoprwift
is to0 cL0Sk- Lt‘re. -tock_ ii cL

I mit_ t-e_ciua-btAt j (!) Le -to c_oau:2- onol_ Ste- for do-wide-
etKci-ctli our C,t v:Q_S-toc--k_ aflcC horseS cu kf20 • A s carLa.4;n
axu,nvA-(3 cu-e_ CAL tkill:r PellY1CV11211.t pc:i2tco, etc- Gm& Cannot 1:02-

rno ot-kgr ficucitetteS
Qo t 5- wi-uai I-int./i.e., ata..(20-e4 htoncL S , itt 1:Leend-H-Q_

t&recitc.tu-13 Veiutk. ( L3ro te., -to .4-ke_ ceit,4.4 -e__.>certsSin3 my
ConcoArnJ) OLa - lAv-E--k_ 0-0& hinrSe-3 Re. — MoS(C,etc--

Alc on-Q- Prorvt_ cot,a -)eit Ca-ferta_ -to sea_ (A.A.
e-61 axcx --ate veW & Hflb -016 paeiteRkS

a I —Ike_ previcr;43 O torls24-S halt 0, (_0(kol v:e. lock..noL P1 r\5tc, it kl3 o/7) laLA_ w-trIk. out to
9ock*/", it Shcniti hA tr e anAi tcoairt ES - mt:RfAitt6

S-cL5 e-el- -P 0 bec-aw)-e-, mu_ 9oat- kot_01

WrYve-e-cL o t ct of- (;)-h3 rif2Act p-an. Le# 11-63 pirti;e1
0 noa ) Gat „pouf- ctfurvioLti) 4-ka w-ere_ -11,\Q re_ were fle,t4tsict •

1 ao-ty_el. sere J oat +c) (-cep trIA:n/u [A,0 1 /4/ksdr,
-1-1,k cure Rotozck Cr‘ b‘ock. ckc l S 2 -3 1/(L-cerd-

cNw G-UA_FcAks tR.e_& gRek kL\-----A, 4 -4-vAkcAviza G-L-L4-cas\



Ott\ I-1- • %-• (2._‘ --ko se_
Pc din . \r-vel. -to 3e± -

--tveAski\-0 dtki-c)k 0,c‘e). km‘sLn cfno.alswS

o cLt‘•e_vJov-Tx_S Set, u43 JOr-\D_ wle1. S.e_o 0

.(‘.sAcKS 5u.r-- 40use cLock cArttla

covactA tt Dasz,v4._ ow- c.f2A1-e_ besa-kkse-- $27,- Ak-k,
- tAr\ 1,-.eksk -to 0 t-es eay\stkAz. Cr‘_ ksis2p:iNs UJACk \AL()

(555,3S lSZICk.S c C\1/4-)3 kk.s troof\ erk \QC 11.(t,t(t

CA,-t-4\__Q_ •

kill -Elm Nle_\/JeNkS kkyen,± O. (C. t t uoco everwirt G curl 'Co GI..S

s•D Pt-R1,‹.
frt j 5ors u-n-eL th-0-1:r u of --NLUt stab Ise_ and_

4-k.far pcLota,i,c. ce{.41,2_ -60 arict

atAiti W-e4A* rtkrou_3 let ,sank hovs-e_ cad Ck cA;11 •

puct -4.ctsLuo k -quit of gtetss

-TkiL ruu' -± 11' rnA4:15 e(dca tAf our StAfro t ill elL.n1
J- tcL I Ca,r-ct_ looct,r-ek -±tAdo-6 ,-rayyx oik J tse

-Th-To aaj s teLtQr -H p,reGooftc 0,ict,r1A4_&rs ocurru_ Gt,p G-14
ctiut q cat (AA 4-7J LA3afritct

ao &AAA. 1\10) ct..r)ck tvittina_se_a
-to oet -th_QA, cvyyt_e__ curla 8-e_Q_ hot-3 CLOSe otit-r wu,fficut/3
are -44\1/3 vest i,utp st_m-paWkl ho),J close .kq.e.sikock_ \KKJ-e_t) kIenifb

-Pim° kki-t_ 14614,4C.W C ' c W`tC1CIA-i?j U-erviA. 1,U,C.

Raul -to 5 o ci-nr.1. cco -t-6 V cLowo or - turn 0.fr -t' .Gr^

toad neu,tsic a_s ti-Le hack 5onsz- oti-ef -ilia6-- -±,u1,110. GL;v2, o ti em
0AL_ acccuyiyyv (t-t- -/-i-ucttot;2_, -aLtLown.kr-

0,_ Q-k..eftf ovIk l uuo_e_ (A)cv) vitv•e_Jr U)keri. ,ptkriciicrh
cu% (1,1/Lk-Sic LA) co V.e_e_k_p_ack 04-bz.t- w-cdcfa\ol. 0.1--tar

km,e.o_kLicvd, •

R-egrictt. of even* f"\A-1,0 ( C, c, c\-rti ct , tAk-e- buinc(.
ot-ktirv.) t-KAAAt P3-Q eLut t r.k- P OCC-Q- okA tA13-e-

c-144-WaYki) () (0)--1t 6,T € -ro,c .-t- S pro poS--et dkvdoprrwitt
cur)el cle_At-c toprnorrK -that case (A.- -t 1 -Q-CutklA-re-L

i
,
_tsnospolur‘'3 ALL fL)ILbi ckt G-t-ei t_Iof

Whak-ex fov ertirta-Gkrnant oy .-fov resCdszrfet0J Mt_ •

(4 3 hith 13 Ctin levuetAq2 co -e-ok -(7) cliod) in+e, Ptich9 ro,q-e-

kx CAtAkall5 Laupar °velar\ - Ple shoe. to_ct out .4-1-d2414- Z'toe

was k.ofiencto14-6 1 t (1 rvai,erfor8-,`b W6 WIA-Vrt:ca, skou-lot b




	ufm53_Neighbour_Comments
	Carver Knowles Letter of rep Redacted
	OAKFIELD FARM, MILL LANE   2
	OAKFIELD FARM, MILL LANE  Letter of rep
	ON BEHALF OF OAKFIELD FARM, MILL LANE  Letter of rep 2
	ON BEHALF OF OAKFIELD FARM, MILL LANE  Letter of rep

