Weedon Parish Council

Clerk to the Council Mrs Sue Mordue


Minutes of the Meeting of Weedon Parish Council held in the Old Schoolroom
Thursday 6th January 2011 at 6.00pm
PRESENT: Cllr Rose (Chair), Cllr Followell, Cllr Looker, Cllr Sellers, Cllr Measures, Cllr Moore, and the Clerk Sue Mordue. 2 member of the public attended.
1. Receive Apologies: Cllr Horton.
2. Open Forum for Parishioners:  adjournment. 
3. Declaration of interest in items on the agenda: none.
4. Planning: To discuss planning applications and make recommendations:
a. 10/02363/ACD – 8 High Street demolition of existing building: The Council resolved to OPPOSE the application as:
i. It was believed to be confusing and inaccurate and indeed the Historic Buildings Officer appeared to be under the misapprehension that this is the renewal of an existing consent to demolish. To the best of the Councils knowledge it is different buildings to those which have an existing consent for demolition and have been considered in her response. 

ii. As the Council believes there is confusion we request that the application is resubmitted with clarification, and the Historic Buildings Officer re-examines the location at a site visit. 

iii. The Council believes the structure is worthy of consideration as it is within the conservation area. 

b. 10/021362/APP – 8 High Street – erection of annex to rear of building: The Council resolved to OPPOSE this application as:

i.  The provision of a parking space suggests there will be more traffic generated by the new ‘annex’. This would bring further vehicles onto the Highway through the very narrow access, with limited visibility, and would make the road and access more dangerous. The Doctor’s letter also suggests the need for regular medical attention increasing traffic flow further in addition to that which will be created by the new large house already permitted immediately to the south of 8 High Street. 

ii. The Parish Council consider that this ‘annex’ is in practice a separate dwelling as it has all the facilities of a self contained bungalow, including a car parking space. Indeed, documents submitted by the applicant specifically state that his mother wishes “to retain her independence”.  It is therefore “back land development” of a type which was strongly discouraged by Mr Denman when the applicant’s agent originally “sounded out” your department prior to the successful application to build a separate dwelling adjacent to 8 High Street. There is sufficient scope around the house to have an adjoining annex rather than a separate and distant self contained building.

iii. A large very well established horse chestnut tree is in close proximity to the proposed dwelling and when the foundations are being put in the tree roots will be damaged. The tree officer should be involved in this decision. 

iv. The relevance of a need is questioned in the context of a separate dwelling. The application contains supporting documents describing a need which appears not met by a separate dwelling some 60 yards up a hill from the house. Judging from the level of care already required by the applicant’s mother, as suggested in the doctor’s letter supporting the application, a genuine “annex” formed by an extension to the main house would be more appropriate. 

v. If the Development Control Committee is minded to approve this application then there should first be a site visit to illustrate/consider that it is back land development rather than an ‘annex’. 

vi. If still minded to approve then there should be strict conditions imposed to ensure that the property must always remain ancillary to 8 High Street itself, including a “personal” condition stating that it may not be separately occupied by anyone other than the applicant’s mother.  

5. The date of the next meeting was a full Parish Council meeting on Wednesday 19th January 2011 in the Old Schoolroom.
The meeting closed at 6.50pm  
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