Minutes of the Tysoe Parish Council Meeting
Held on Monday 9th June at 7.15pm
Present:
Cllrs Allen
Forrester

Locke
Collier

Paxton
In attendance:

 
Apologies: Cllrs Sewell, Sinclair, Smith & Forrester
Public 
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	Declaration of interest – Cllr Forrester via email declared a non-pecuniary interest in planning application 14/01315/FUL – Orchard Farm Nursery

	

	1.  Planning Applications
14/01273/FUL – 9 Church Farm Court, Tysoe
The Parish Councillors looked over the plans and read out two letters received from the members of the public.  

Members of the public were then invited to comment.  A member of the public stated that they very much echoed what has been stated in the letters.   Their major concern was that one of the reasons that they had thought Church Farm Court was such a good development was because it had retained the integrity of the original farm buildings.
They believed that dormer windows were totally inappropriate.   The member of the public lived in a house facing 9 Church Farm Court and they had not been allowed to put in dormer windows.  Furthermore they had been restricted with the size of Velux windows that they were allowed to install.   They believed that we were in danger of eroding what we have in the name of progress.   

Another member of the public stated that their house did not overlook the proposed development but that the original Church Farm Court development was put together on the original layout of the Farm.   Housing needs survey identified the need for 3 bungalows and that if this proposal went ahead would turn a bungalow into a house.  Furthermore at present the property was relatively affordable the proposals put forward would make it a much larger and more expensive house.
Cllr Collier said that unfortunately because of what has happened with planning the housing needs survey had gone out of the window.   Cllr Collier personally thinks that the present proposal for the site is too big.

Member of the public said that they concurred with what Cllr Collier saying that this continuous erosion of what we have in Tysoe is wrong.

It is an individual property within an overall development which was considered very carefully when it was originally conceived.

Cllr Allen agreed that the way the original development was done should in his view be maintained.

Cllr Locke said that it is in nice materials. Slightly quirky but doesn’t think there is anything wrong with that.   Do agree that the dormers should not be there.   Do not have a problem with the rest of it as long as it is done sympathetically to the buildings around it.

Cllr Paxton felt that if you allowed this development then the original concept of Church Farm Court will be gone.  
All councillors agreed that they were against the proposed development for the following reasons: 
Destroying Heritage part of the village
Historic context of Church Farm Court
The Property is overlooked by the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Dormer windows are clearly inappropriate 
Conservation area

The proposal is too big and overbearing in nature

14/01414/TREE – 1 Home Farm Barns - Cut down to ground level two ornamental fir trees - Parish Council agreed to make no representation on this proposal.
14/01315/FUL – Orchard Farm Nursery – Cllr Forrester’s comments which had been submitted on email were read out.  In summary the concerns were:
Support in principal

35 car parking spaces seems like a lot of light vehicles

A small area of external storage

Hours of work restricted to normal business 8.30 to 5.30

Site is overlooked by the AONB

The site is a flooding hotspot due to the large quantity of rainwater discharged onto adjacent land

Site access is not suitable for large or articulated lorries

Light pollution

It was then opened to members of the public to comment.  Member of the public stated that they supported the application in principal.   They stated that the current owners run a good business but members of the public do have a concern regarding the storage around the site.   They also stated that putting something in about the hours was important because of what a future owner of the site might do.   It is a business and it is important that the business remains but it is important that certain guidelines are put down.

The applicant stated that they have to have lighting for security reasons but any lighting should be kept to a minimum.  They needed articulated lorry access but this was kept to a minimum.   The applicant also acknowledged that there had been some refrigerated containers on the site but that these had been removed and the site had been generally tidied up.  The working hours varied significantly over the year and therefore stipulating working hours would be very difficult.

Cllr Collier concerned about the words storage and distribution, what could this mean for the future.   Light industry and storage what does this mean to the site in the future?    

Could this be got over by saying that there should be restrictions placed upon the site?  

For example no storage outside, no noise outside, therefore any noise must be contained within the buildings and restricted operational times

PC Support the application but subject to the following restrictions:  Any further lighting of the site to require further planning permission, restrictions on the noise that comes from the site.  All storage to be contained within the buildings and there should be restrictions placed on the number of large vehicle movements from the site.   

14/00180/VARY – Oaklands Stables

The original planning permission was granted on the following basis: “The occupation of the dwelling hereby permitted shall be limited to a person solely or mainly working, or last working, in the locality in equestrian activities, agriculture or in forestry, or a widow or widower of such a person, and to any resident dependants”
The planning permission granted on the above basis allowed for a house to be built in open countryside.   
Having debated the proposal the Parish Council very strongly opposed the proposed change and are of the opinion that the agricultural tie should remain.

	

	2.  Financial Administration

The following payments were proposed by Cllr Locke and seconded by Cllr Collier 
MFM Services                                                                     £248.00

Thomas Fox Landscaping                                                   £585.60
	

	3.  Public Participation
Meeting Closed at 20.45  
Next ordinary meeting will be held on Monday 7th July 2014.   Please send any agenda items to the Clerk by Friday 27th June2014
	


