| @@% The Planning Inspectorate

Appeal Decision
Site visit made on 28 February 2017

by Daniel Hartley BA Hons MTP MBA MRTPI

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government

Decision date: 02 March 2017

Appeal Ref: APP/]J3015/W/16/3162096
Bramcote Hills Golf Course, Thoresby Road, Bramcote, Nottinghamshire
NG9 3EP

The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
against a refusal to grant outline planning permission.

The appeal is made by Mrs S Rathour (Champions Gate Ltd) ag@ the decision of
Broxtowe Borough Council.

The application Ref 14/00677/0UT, dated 31 October 201\ refused by notice
dated 21 July 2016.

The development proposed is to develop part of the ramcote Hills Golf Course
(all matters reserved except for access from Deddi ane) for use as a continuing
care retirement and specialist care community% iNg of accommodation units

comprising up to 38 x 2 bed bungalows, 4 x 1 ngalows, 40 x 1 bed assisted units

Decision 0@

1.

and 18 x 1 bed flats together with speciaurare ncillary communal facilities.
A J

The appeal is allowed and p g permission is granted in outline to develop
part of the former Bramc ills Golf Course (all matters reserved except for
access from Deddingto ) for use as a continuing care retirement and

specialist care com consisting of accommodation units comprising up to
38 x 2 bed bungal x 1 bed bungalows, 40 x 1 bed assisted units and 18

x 1 bed flats te ﬁ\% with specialist care/ancillary communal facilities at
Bramcote Hj ourse, Thoresby Road, Bramcote, Nottinghamshire

NG9 3EP ir@wdance with the terms of application Ref 14/00677/0UT , dated
31 October 2014, subject to the attached schedule of conditions.

Preliminary Matters

2.

I have taken the appeal description of development and site address from the
Council’s refusal notice as this is more precise. The application is submitted in
outline with all detailed matters reserved, apart from access.

There is no dispute between the main parties about the Council’s housing land
supply position. The Council accept that it currently cannot demonstrate a
deliverable five year supply of housing sites. According to the Council’s appeal
statement, the reported position on 27 January 2017 was that the local
planning authority could demonstrate 3.6 years supply of housing sites (a fall
from 4.4 years on 1 April 2016).

The Council states that the Jobs and Economy Committee has recently resolved
to allocate additional housing sites in the Green Belt including a large site to
the east of the appeal site. Whilst I do not doubt the Council’s resolution to
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release land from the Green Belt for housing purposes, at this stage there is no
draft plan in place (this is expected in May 2017) and there can be no
guarantee that such sites will be allocated as it is necessary for public
consultation to take place as well as a Local Plan examination (the latter of
which may not take place until 2018). It is therefore necessary for me to
consider the housing land supply position that exists now.

Given the undisputed existing housing land supply position, and in the context
of paragraph 49 of the National Planning Policy Framework (the Framework), I
have considered Policy 16 of the Broxtowe Borough Aligned Core Strategy 2014
(CS) and saved Policies E12, E13, RC5 and RC16 of the Broxtowe Local Plan
2004 (LP). As all of these policies would seek to restrict the supply of housing,
they are not up to date. As it is proposed to erect residential accommodation
on the site (some of which would at some point or another be used for C3
dwelling purposes), I afford these policies limited weight in decision making
terms.

Main Issue

The main issues are (i) the effect of the proposal up %aracter and

6.
appearance of the site and its surroundings and (ii er or not, in the
absence of a five year deliverable supply of housi es, the proposal would
constitute a sustainable form of development.%

Reasons

Site and proposal

7.

The appeal site comprises the we t@t of the former Bramcote Hills golf
course (pitch and putt) and has @n of about 3.3 hectares. The land is
undeveloped, includes a mixt rees (all trees on the site and the wider
area are protected by virtueg ree Preservation Order) and grassland and it
slopes upwards from the to the south. According to the appellant, the
site was last used fo poses of playing golf in 2008. There is no
authorised public nto this site, but there is a public footpath which runs
alongside the no nboundary and a bridleway which runs alongside the
western bou %)_and adjacent to the site (to the east) is also in the
ownership ppellant (depicted by blue edged land), and is referred to as
the Dedding®Qn Plantation.

The appeal site and the site to the east is surrounded by mainly detached
houses to both the north and the south and by Green Belt land (including the
Bramcote schools and college complex) to the west. There is an existing car
park and a small building to the west (off Thoresby Road) which have
previously been associated with the former golf course use. Alexandrina
Plantation is located on the eastern side of Thoresby Road and this is
designated as a biological SINC.

The proposal is submitted in outline with access from Deddington Lane (close
to an existing bus stop). It is for a continuing care and retirement and
specialist care community which would be restricted to people aged 55 years
and older. Varying degrees of care would be provided (i.e. care packages)
although some residents would potentially occupy the units without any care at
all. It is proposed that there would be some ancillary facilities on the site such
as a hairdresser, chiropodist and doctor’s surgery.
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10.

11.

13.

14.

The Deddington Plantation would be opened up for public access and would be
maintained and improved by a management company. The appellant has
submitted a plan for this land which includes the planting of additional
trees/landscaping, the provision of a network of new 1.5 metre wide footpaths,
the retention of an 18 space car park, the removal of tarmac and its
replacement with grass, the re-grading of land to form a plateau for community
space, the provision of litter/dog waste bins and tree planting along Thoresby
Road. It is envisaged that there would be public access from Deddington Lane
and Thoresby Road and that the network of new footpaths would link into the
appeal site where there would also be pedestrian access from Moor Lane. The
appellant has submitted a planning obligation in respect of the Deddington
Plantation, and I return to this issue later in this decision.

Whilst layout, scale, appearance and landscaping would be considered at
reserved matters stage, the appellant has nonetheless submitted indicative
plans. I have taken these plans into account in so far as forming a judgement
as to whether or not in principle it would be possible to develop the site without
causing significant harm in planning terms. In particular ave considered the
amended illustrative site layout plan dated January 20 ich was the
subject of public consultation). This shows the prov& f a roughly central
access road running through the site from Ded ing‘z, oad. It would have
development upon both sides of the access roa spersed with landscaping
and set back from the boundaries of the si east a 15 metre wide
landscaped buffer including SUDS. @

Character and appearance Q
12.

necessary for me to consider thi ssue against Policy 16 of the CS and
saved Policies E12, E13, RC5 @ 16 of the LP. These policies collectively

designate the site as a Prot Open Area, a Prominent Area for Special
Protection, Open Space a een Infrastructure Corridor.
The appeal site is cu

corridor which pro
development te

Despite having limited weight, as E%d in the preliminary section above, it is

undeveloped and forms part of a much larger green
ome open relief between built up residential
rth and built up residential development to the south.
Given the t y of the site, and the existing trees and vegetation along
its bounda%e site is not readily apparent from longer distance views. The
land rises towards the east and then drops down to the Deddington Plantation.
In that sense, the topography of land provides some screening of the appeal
site when viewed from the west. Views of the site are more localised and are
confined to glimpses between the boundary trees (particularly from the public
footpath along the northern boundary) and from the neighbouring residential
properties. Nonetheless, there is no doubt that the proposed development on
the site would have some adverse impact upon the essentially open and green
character of the appeal site.

I note that the Council commissioned its own Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment, and I do not disagree that the effect on Bramcote Ridge would be
moderate in the early years (particularly at construction stage including the
formation of the site access), but that after 15 years this would reduce to a
minor impact. I consider that the change to the open and green character of
the site would be more apparent when viewed from within the site itself, but
nonetheless there would be some harm caused when viewed from public views
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15.

16.

17.

around the immediate boundaries of the site. The impact of the built
development would be greatest during the months when a number of the
boundary trees were without leaf. The access road would be visible from some
public areas, but there would be scope to provide additional vegetation
alongside the access road so as to soften the impacts of this development when
viewed from public areas.

The Council has referred to Policy RC5 of the LP, but I do not consider that the
proposal would conflict with this policy in so far that it states that “the
development of open space will not be permitted unless “a) no local deficiency
of open space will result”. The Council has confirmed that there is no
deficiency of open space in the area. Even if this was the case, the proposal
would accord with the policy in so far that the development would constitute a
relatively small fraction of the wider green corridor, and the proposal would
include an enhanced recreational and public access facility at Deddington
Plantation. The Council has also referred to Policy RC16 of the LP which states
that “opportunity will be taken to enhance public access along these routes”,
but I do not consider that the proposal would fundament conflict with this
policy in so far that there is currently no public access j e site (or adjacent
site) and the proposal includes public access into thé@ington Plantation
with footpath links into the appeal site. There i t% re an opportunity to
enhance the recreational value of the site. K

Notwithstanding the above accordance wi &id policies, for the reasons
outlined above, I do consider that the prop would result in some harm
being caused to the character and a nce of the area. This harm could be
minimised by way of the provision Emietre wide landscaped buffers around
the northern and southern bound C%hereby further screening the
development from boundary vi ) by ensuring that the height of the
development is kept very lo @vumber of bungalows are for example shown
on the illustrative plan. H , even with these measures in place, the
proposal would still detra om the character and function of Protected Open
Area in terms of the val of part of an open break between residential
developments an reen space. In this regard, the proposal would not
accord with the I@pe function and character aims of Policies E12 and E13
of the LP an 0& 6 of the CS.

Policy 16 of ¥ge CS and Policies E12 and E13 of the LP are out of date given the
Council’s housing land supply position and therefore they have limited weight.
It is therefore necessary for me to also determine the planning application
against paragraph 14 of the Framework which states "where the development
plan is absent, silent or relevant policies are out-of-date, granting planning
permission unless any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and
demonstrably outweigh the benefits, when assess against the policies in this
Framework taken as a whole”. As part of this consideration, I am also mindful
that Policy 16 of the CS states that where development has an adverse impact
on Green Infrastructure corridors or assets the “"need for and benefit of the
development will be weighed against the harm caused”. Given this, and the
weight to be given to the aforementioned development plan policies, it is
necessary for me to consider the proposal as a whole and to determine, on
balance, whether or not the proposal would deliver a sustainable form of
development.
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Sustainable Development

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Paragraph 17 of the Framework states that there are three dimensions to
sustainable development: economic, social and environmental. In considering
the proposal against the Framework as a whole, I consider each of the three
dimensions as follows.

There is no dispute between the parties that the proposal would make a
significant contribution towards the provision of specialist care and elderly
residential accommodation. Indeed, I note the comments made by the
Council’s Director of Housing, Leisure and Culture who indicates that the
proposal would accord with the strategic aims of the Council’s Housing Strategy
of "Special and Supported Housing Need”. The provision of housing (up to 100
residential units) on the site would also boost significantly the supply of
housing in Broxtowe at a time when the local planning authority cannot
demonstrate a five-year supply of deliverable housing sites. Furthermore, the
appellant has included a financial contribution of £290,000 (staged payments)
towards the provision of affordable housing off site. I aff all of these social
matters significant weight. %

I consider that opening up the Deddington Plantati ublic access would
constitute a very positive material planning cons j ion, as the land is
currently in private ownership and it is not po or surrounding residents to
fully appreciate the value of this land fro ational point of view. Such
public access, coupled with opportunltles t additional trees and to create
an enhanced bio-diversity area, are on ental matters to which I afford
considerable weight. 1 acknowled e proposal would result in the loss
of a golf facility, but the site has n used for this purpose for some time,
and I have no reason to doubt t »- lant’s contention that the proposal

represents the best alternativ or the site.

Given the specialist care @;e of this residential proposal, I have no reason to
doubt that when in u Id give rise to the 50 jobs estimated by the
appellant. Given th of development proposed, it is reasonable to
conclude that it w ad to a considerable amount of construction
employment, altiio I accept that this would be short lived. The

developme lead to the creation of a relatively large number of long
term jobs QHKS economic benefit weighs in favour of allowing the proposal.

I have already acknowledged that the development would cause some
environmental harm to the open character and function of the appeal site.
However, subject to a careful consideration of design issues at reserved
matters stage (including low roof heights for the buildings) and the inclusion of
significant landscape/bio-diversity buffers around the boundaries of the site, I
do not consider that the overall harm to the green corridor would be significant.
I reach this conclusion also in the knowledge that a significant proportion of the
wider green corridor would remain undeveloped.

In terms of the location of the site, it is positioned within a defined urban area.
I have considered the appellant’s Transport Statement and note that there are
a number of bus services in close proximity to the site, and that there are a
range of shops and amenities within the locality which could all be conveniently
reached by foot or bicycle. Consequently, not all journeys would need to be
made by private motor vehicle. The provision of a small number of ancillary
and complimentary on-site facilities would also reduce the use of the private
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24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

motor vehicle, and I have no reason to dispute the findings of the Highway
Authority in respect of the proposed access being acceptable from a highway
safety (subject to conditions) point of view. These are all positive
environmental factors which weigh in favour of the proposal.

The Council does not raise an objection to the proposal on the basis of the
effect of the development upon matters of bio-diversity value. In respect of
this matter, I have considered the ecological surveys submitted by the
appellant and the comments made by all consultees including Nottinghamshire
Wildlife Trust and the County Council Nature Conservation Senior Practitioner.
I note the concerns raised about the absence of bat and reptile surveys, but
the appellant has undertaken such surveys and in respect of this issue has
submitted a Phase II Survey Report dated November 2015 prepared by Paul
Hicky Associates. The surveys indicate that the site is used for "passage and
foraging” by bats, although this is "concentrated along tree lined boundaries
and hedges”. There was no evidence of any reptiles on the site, but
nonetheless it is recommended that an ecologist is on site at site clearance
stage. In the event that there were any reptiles found, t rea to the east
(i.e. the Deddington Plantation) would allow for transl

Whilst there would be some trees lost to facilitate
not be a significant loss of trees (and high quali
retained) and it would be possible to ensurg a

pment, there would
e trees would be
iate compensatory planting

as shown on the indicative site layout plagl (inclediing new planting within blue
edged land). Furthermore, whilst the prop would include the erection of
new development on the site, it wou ossible to includes a significant
landscape/bio-diversity buffer arou oundaries of the site (i.e. a 15
metre perimeter landscaping buff own on the illustrative site layout plan)
and, in addition, the appellant to make some environmental
improvements to the Deddin antation.

some impact on matters of bio-diversity,

d and a narrowing of the green corridor, it would
nonetheless be p develop the site in such a way that any adverse
impacts upon bio; ity are mitigated. Based on the indicative site layout

plan (and Pu IT\s rk Landscaping Schedule for Deddington Plantation), I
consider t e%site would continue to make a positive contribution from a
r

Whilst the proposal woul
including the loss of

wildlife corr point of view and that in this regard there would continue to be
acceptable connections with the series of Local Nature Reserves in the area,
wider open land to the east (including Woolaton Park and Alexandrina
Plantation which is further afield) and open countryside to the west.

The issue of bio-diversity could therefore be suitably addressed by means of
planning conditions, through the submitted planning obligation and by a very
careful consideration of layout, scale and landscaping matters at reserved
matters stage. I therefore, do not consider that the proposal would have a
significantly harmful impact upon issues of bio-diversity, and in this respect the
proposal would accord with relevant development plan policies and paragraph
118 of the Framework.

In conclusion, whilst some harm would be caused to the open character and
function of the appeal site, I do not consider that this harm would be
significant. Some of the identified adverse effects could be mitigated by way of
sensitive design solutions and the provision of planting/bio-diversity buffers
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(including SUDS). Furthermore, any negative landscape character and visual
impacts would diminish over the course of time. I consider that the above
identified harm and conflict with the relevant development plan policies would
not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the aforementioned social and
economic benefits which would arise out of development of the site for the
proposed use. Furthermore, I attach some positive weight to the recreational
benefits arising out of the proposed public access to the Deddington Plantation.
In balancing all of these matters, I therefore conclude that the proposal would
deliver sustainable development and that it would accord with the Framework
as a whole.

Other Matters

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

I have taken into account representations made by other interested parties
(including the Bramcote Hills Open Space Protection Group) and note that there
are a significant number of objections from members of the public, including a
signed petition. I note that the planning case officer responded to such
representations in the Planning Committee report and I dgenot disagree with
how these were addressed in such a report. %

Whilst the access into the site would result in the | ome hedgerow, I do
not consider that this would have a materially a impact upon the
amenity of the area or in respect of matters o e conservation.

I do not consider that allowing this propo d set a precedent for
developing the rest of the designated site omNdny other designated sites in the
Borough: I have reached an on balan cision taking into account relevant
planning policies weighed against a er of other material planning
considerations.

The proposal would result in disturbance at construction stage, but this

would be relatively short ljy&d. “The Council could request details about
construction activity/wor @ reserved matters stage. Reference has been
made to the potentia eveloping other sites in the Borough for a specialist
care facility. Whilsg/fs opportunities may exist, it has nonetheless been
necessary for m determine this appeal on its individual planning merits.

Whilst ther; \ome relatively steep gradients on the appeal site (including
the propose®access), many of the residents would not be precluded from
walking further afield. The Highway Authority has not raised an objection to
the proposal in respect of gradients. I can see no reason why it would not be
possible for there to be pedestrian links from the appeal site to the northern
public footpath which is not steep and is well lit. In respect of gradients on the
site itself, this is a matter which would need to be carefully and sensitively
considered at reserved matters planning application stage bearing in mind the
fact that occupation would include a number of elderly people.

Some comments have been made that the site is isolated. However, I have no
reason to disagree with the view reached by the Council’s Planning Officer who
commented in the Planning Committee report that "the site is considered to be
in a sustainable location in terms of proximity to local shops and bus services.
There are no significant highway issues which would warrant refusal of the
application based on guidance contained in the NPPF”.
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35.

36.

37.

Reference has been made to the Bramcote Neighbourhood Area (BNA) and the
Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum (the Forum) which were designated on 3
August 2016. However, the Council has clarified that there is still no
Neighbourhood Plan in place (not even at draft stage). Therefore, the fact that
the site falls within the BNA does not in itself preclude the proposed
development.

The Council has referred me to a report to be considered by the Jobs and
Economy Committee on 23 February 2017 which recommended, among other
things, that a draft “Local Green Space” policy is included in the Part 2 Local
Plan. The Council confirmed on 27 February 2017 that the Committee resolved
to continue to designate the site (and wider area) as a “Prominent Area for
Special Protection” and a “Protected Open Area” in the forthcoming Part 2 Local
Plan. The draft policy states that "within these areas, development that would
be harmful to the character or function of the Local Green Space will not be
permitted except in very special circumstances”. 1 have not been provided with
any evidence to indicate that the draft Part 2 Local Plan (or the draft Local
Green Space policy) has been the subject of any statutor blic consultation.
Therefore, it has very limited weight in decision makin@ s. In any event,
and in the reasoning above, I have outlined that theis't a number of very
positive and weighty factors which lead me to c n% hat the appeal should
be allowed. K

I have taken into account the representatj %de by the Bramcote
Neighbourhood Forum and do not doubt th ere were some delays in
reaching the aforementioned designadi tage. I am aware that on 23
January 2017 the Forum passed a aﬂ@m designate the appeal site as "/ocal
green space” in the forthcoming r@urhood Plan. However, as there is no
Neighbourhood Plan in place I ¢ lyafford this motion very limited weight.
I acknowledge that there is opposition to the appeal proposal, but it has
been necessary for me to rgach a balanced planning decision taking into
account the current deve ‘oﬁ ent plan policies for the area and the existing

housing land supply n. Therefore, neither this issue, nor any of the
other matters raistd, eigh my overall conclusions on the main issues.

Conditions and G)‘lg Obligation

Planning Oblig

38.

39.

The appellant has submitted a dated (24 February 2017) and signed planning
obligation. This obligation requires that details of the provision, maintenance
and management of public and private land within the blue and red edges of
the site location plan (i.e. including the Deddington Plantation) are approved by
the Local Planning Authority. This would take the form of both a Public Open
Space Management Plan (i.e. for the Deddington Plantation) and a Private
Open Space Management Plan (i.e. for the appeal site).

Given the need for specialist residential accommodation in the Borough, the
planning obligation also includes a clause which restricts use of the site to
those that are aged 55 or over and who have entered into a Care Package, or a
surviving partner of an approved occupant. The planning obligation also
includes a financial contribution of £290,000 (50% to be paid on the practical
completion of the first accommodation unit and 50% to be paid upon practical
completion of the 50" accommodation unit) to be used towards the provision of
affordable housing off site.
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40.

41.

In addition, the planning obligation includes a financial contribution of £99,000
(staged payments as per the affordable housing contribution) to be used to
provide two real time bus shelters on Deddington Lane and a pedestrian
crossing on Thoresby Road to provide better links from the site to Alexandrina
Plantation.

There is no dispute between the parties in respect of the completed planning
obligation. I am also satisfied that the planning obligation is acceptable and
that it meets the tests as laid out in paragraph 204 of the Framework. The
Council has confirmed that since 6 April 2010 there have not been five or more
contributions made for the said pedestrian crossings and bus shelters from
Section 106 planning obligations.

Conditions

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

The conditions set out in the accompanying schedule are based on those
suggested by the Council. Where necessary, I have amended the wording of
the suggested conditions in the interests of precision and clarity and in order to
comply with advice in the Planning Practice Guidance. é

Planning permission is granted subject to the standa’%ﬁ erved matters
conditions. Otherwise than as set out in this deci d conditions, it is
necessary that access details shall be carried oytNinteccordance with the
approved site plan, for the avoidance of dqub in the interests of certainty.
I have therefore imposed a condition to t

In the interests of the character and arance of the area, planning
conditions are necessary relating to rotection of trees at construction
stage, landscaping (including a mi 15 metre perimeter landscaped

buffer), materials, finished floor Ye¢v@isylighting and boundary treatment
details. The aforementione @ing condition is also necessary so that the
development does not un % erfere with use of the site by bats for passage
and foraging purposes. 6

In the interests of g conditions of the occupiers of existing and
proposed re5|den nlng conditions are necessary relating to surface water
drainage (inclUd; urface water run off at construction stage) and foul
drainage.

In the interes®s of highway safety, planning conditions are necessary relating to

wheel washing at construction stage, car parking, the re-location of the bus
stop on Deddington Lane, visibility splays and turning areas.

In the interests of nature conservation, a planning condition is necessary
requiring site clearance to be undertaken in the presence of an ecologist. I
have considered whether it would be necessary to impose a planning condition
which only permitted the removal of trees/hedgerow outside of the bird nesting
season. However, I agree with the views expressed by the Council that such a
condition would not be necessary as there is other legislation in place which
would deal with this issue.

In the interests of heritage, a planning condition is necessary relating to the
completion of an archaeological field evaluation and geophysical survey of the
site.
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Conclusion

49. Although I have found that the proposals would be contrary to parts of the LP
and CS, the relevant policies are out of date. When the proposal is considered
against the policies in the Framework taken as a whole, on balance the
identified adverse impacts would not significantly and demonstrably outweigh
the benefits. I therefore conclude that the proposal would deliver a sustainable
form of development and for this reason, and taking into account all other
matters raised, I conclude that the appeal should be allowed.

Daniel Hartley
INSPECTOR

10
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

Schedule of Conditions

The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with
the following approved plans: Drawing No 100 “Site location plan” and
Drawing No 14239/001 Rev A “Proposed Site Access, Deddington Lane”.

Details of the appearance, landscaping, layout, and scale, (hereinafter called
"the reserved matters") shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the
local planning authority before any development takes place and the
development shall be carried out as approved.

Application for approval of the reserved matters shall be made to the local
planning authority not later than 3 years from the date of this permission.

The development hereby permitted shall take place not later than 2 years
from the date of approval of the last of the reserved matters to be approved.

Before application is made for approval of the reserve atters, a scheme
for archaeological field evaluation of the site shall b itted to and

agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.&s heme shall include a

programme of works including provision for a g ical survey of the site

and a timetable for implementation. Detailed@ﬁgs and particulars of

vehicular access to undertake the necessar ation shall be submitted
{%}

with the scheme. The approved schem hicular access shall be
undertaken in accordance with the app details.

No works shall commence on sit
association with the archaeologi

uding site clearance and any works in
Id evaluation, until detailed drawings
and particulars of tree protec sures have been submitted to and
approved in writing by th Q Planning Authority. The approved tree
protection measures sh e undertaken in accordance with the approved
plans and particulars € any equipment, machinery or materials are
brought on to the Si Qo the purposes of the development, including any
works of site cl g€ and archaeological field evaluation, and shall be
retained untjl @pment, machinery and surplus materials have been
removed site. Nothing shall be stored or placed in any area fenced
in accor@/ith this condition and the ground levels within those areas
shall not altered, nor shall any excavation be made, without the written
approval of the Local Planning Authority.

No development (except that necessary to undertake the archaeological field
evaluation), including site clearance, shall be commenced until detailed
drawings and particulars showing the following have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority: (a) the layout, scale,
and external appearance of all buildings; (b) the particulars of the materials
to be used in the facing of the external surfaces of all buildings; (c) cross
sections through the site showing the finished floor levels of the new
buildings in relation to adjacent land and buildings. These details shall relate
to a known datum point; and (d) landscaping. The development shall be
carried out strictly in accordance with the approved details.

No development (except that necessary to undertake the archaeological field
evaluation), shall be commenced until detailed drawings and particulars

11
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9)

showing the site access and new location(s) of the bus stop on Deddington
Lane, site road layout and visibility splays, parking and turning facilities
(including measures to prevent the unregulated discharge of surface water
therefrom onto the public highway) and a timetable for their provision have
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. The site access, re-located bus stop(s), roads, visibility splays
and parking and turning facilities shall be provided in accordance with the
approved details and timetable.

No development (except that necessary to undertake the archaeological field
evaluation), including site clearance, shall commence until a landscaping
scheme has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. The scheme shall include provision for landscaped perimeter
buffers which are a minimum of 15m wide to the north and south of the built
development and the following details: (a) trees, hedges and shrubs to be
retained; (b) numbers, types, sizes and positions of proposed trees and
shrubs; (c) proposed hard surfacing treatment; (d) planting, seeding/turfing
of other soft landscape areas and (e) a timetable for inémentation of the
scheme. The approved scheme shall be carried o@ y in accordance

with the approved details.
10)No development (except that necessary to Q’&(e the archaeological field

evaluation), shall commence until a surfdc er drainage scheme for the
site, based on sustainable drainage pringiples, has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planaing Authority. The surface water
drainage scheme should include t \: pwing: (a) results of infiltration
testing; (b) the limitation of sur @ vater run-off to greenfield rates; (c) the
ability to accommodate surfa e run-off on-site up to the 1 in 100 year
event plus an allowance for, e change (30%), based upon the
submission of drainage ca% ions; (d) a minimum of two forms of surface
water treatment to be j orated within the design; (e) horizontal and
longitudinal cross i through any proposed swales/attenuation ponds;
(f) a timetable i mentation; and (g) details of the responsibility for
the future mai ce of drainage facilities. The scheme shall be
implementel iR agcordance with the details to be agreed under (f) and
thereaft INtained in accordance with the agreed details for the lifetime
of the dewglopment.

11)No development (except that necessary to undertake the archaeological field

evaluation), including site clearance, shall commence until a scheme to treat
and remove suspended solids from surface water run-off during construction
works has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. The scheme shall be implemented in accordance with the agreed
details.

12)No development (except that necessary to undertake the archaeological field

evaluation) shall commence until drainage plans for the disposal of foul
sewage have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local
Planning Authority. The scheme shall be implemented in accordance with
the approved details before the development is first brought into use.

13)No development shall commence until wheel washing facilities have been

installed on site in accordance with details which have been submitted to and
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approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The wheel washing
facilities shall be maintained in working order at all times and shall be used
by any vehicle carrying mud, dirt or other debris on its wheels before leaving
the site. The approved wheel washing facilities shall be retained on the site
until the substantial completion of construction work.

14)No above ground works shall commence until details of external lighting of
the site and the specification and locations of bat boxes have been submitted
to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The lighting and
installation of bat boxes shall be undertaken in accordance with the agreed
details prior to first occupation of any building.

15)No building shall be first occupied until details of the site boundary
treatments and curtilage boundary treatments have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The curtilage
treatments shall be erected in accordance with the agreed details prior to
first occupation of the related building and the site boundary treatments
shall be erected prior to first occupation of any buildin

16)Site clearance shall be undertaken in the presen n ecologist. If any
reptiles or protected species are found during\si arance/construction,
work on site shall cease until mitigation me ave been submitted to
and approved in writing by the Local PI n'%uthority. The development
shall thereafter be undertaken in accordaficg’ with the approved mitigation
measures.

17)The landscaping approved under @ dition No 9 shall be carried out not later
than the first planting season%g the substantial completion of the
development and any new m g of trees or plants which, within a period
of 10 years, die, are remﬁI r have become seriously damaged or
diseased shall be repla the next planting season with ones of similar
size and species to\@t isfaction of the local planning authority, unless

written consent been obtained from the local planning authority for
a variation. 0
L 2
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