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COMMENTS ON CASE (Online Version)

Please note that comments about this case need to be made within the timetable for it. This can be
found in the notification letter sent out by the local planning authority or the start date letter for it.

Comments submitted after the deadline may be considered invalid and returned to sender.

DETAILS OF THE CASE

Case Reference: APP/H6955/A/13/2190394

Address of site |Land adj acent to Park Lane Court
Park Lane
Rosset t
Postcode Grid Reference: Easting (337845 Northing [354966

SENDER DETAILS

Name Gary Asher

Acting On Behalf Of |[N A

ABOUT YOUR COMMENTS

In what capacity do you wish to make representations on this case?|I nterested Party / Person

What kind of representation are you making?|I nterested Party/ Person Correspondence

YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

Please provide your representation below.

We are against this appeal proposal as the |and on which planning perni ssion has been requested
for the devel opnent of 4 holiday cottages sits on a flood plain and woul d contravene ECl2 of the
Wexham Unitary Plan. There is also an environnental issue associated with non-nmai ns sewerage
proposed by the planning application.

The North Wl es Tourism Strategy 2010-2015 does state the need for a varied type of holiday
accommpdati on and this has al ready been devel oped within Rossett and the surrounding area; with
the Giffin Inn recently extending its prem ses for the use of caravan static/touring and
canping also there are already two holiday cottage devel opnments within 0.5 — 1 miles of the
proposed application.

The road around the area is single lane traffic and as stated in The Local Pl anning Gui dance
Not es woul d al so be contravened:




YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE (Continued)

“For road safety reasons, the intensive use of narrow, single-carriageway country |anes with
few passing places is nornally undesirable. |If a building is served by an uncl assified road
less that 4 netres wi de (as defined on the 1:25,000 and 1: 50,000 scal e Ordnance Survey Maps),
its use for business, comercial or tourism purposes nmay therefore be in appropriate”.

Agai n, the access to the proposed site is over a private drive with an electric security gate.
Al though we are aware that M D Giffiths has access to his neadow |l and, this drive and gate
have not been designed as a throughway for traffic, particularly the ambunt that would be
expected fromthe use of holiday chalets. There is also a health and safety issue as the area
surrounding the driveway is a secure play area for resident’s children and their famlies and
friends.

We woul d be overl ooked by these chalets and the constant noise fromtraffic and visitors would
afford us no privacy, we would like therefore to request that before any decision on this
appeal is made that a Site Inspection takes place and the Inspector and/or their
representative(s) and all interested parties neet at the proposed site to clearly understand
and appreciate the reasons for this objection and for the correct policy and professiona
judgenent to be applied to this application/appeal P/2012/0355




