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Site Address

Land at Castle End
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Grid Ref Easting: 365449
Grid Ref Northing: 221952

Name MR ALBERT MULLISS

NOCELYON CASTLE END FARM
LEA
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In what capacity do you wish to make representations on this case?

[ Appellant

[J Agent

¥ Interested Party / Person
[0 Land Owner

] Rule 6 (6)

What kind of representation are you making?
] Final Comments

[ Proof of Evidence

[ Statement

[] Statement of Common Ground
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@ Interested Party/Person Correspondence
[ Other

With regard to planing application at castle end farm, lea, for 10 new houses. this is such an unsuitable
development for this particular site being on the entrance of the village and completely dominating and
overpowering the area surely the site would be best suited to a development of bungalows. villages
such as this should be trying to encourage older retired people to live in them therefore freeing up
houses in town for families. We have no employment opportunities in this area so anyone moving here
will have to commute to work on roads that have seen almost no improvement in the last 20 years I
have lived here. It seems crazy that in a world that is trying to reduce carbon emissions we are
building homes in areas such as this where long distances will have to be driven to workplaces and
schools. this development has been refused on appeal and now they reapply without addressing any of
the reasons it was refused in the first place. Unfortunately these developments seem only to serve
personal greed of land owners and developers instead of necessity of what is required.
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[J Other
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The documents listed below were uploaded with this form:

Relates to Section: REPRESENTATION
Document Description: Your comments on the appeal.
File name: 61 Hereford Times 22 June 2017 (1024x640).jpg
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[J Other

YOUR COMMENTS ON THE CASE

Reference: APP/W1850/W/17/3174980

I feel that the planning officer’s report to Herefordshire Council’s Planning Committee (which was
subsequently minded to refuse the application had it had the opportunity) fails to give a clear picture
regarding the sustainability of the proposal. At 6.32 it is stated that permission has been granted for 38
dwellings on a largely greenfield site elsewhere in the village, while other larger schemes have been
refused.

In fact the number is 39; this site now has full planning permission and preparation of the site has
recently begun. The report fails to say that, on top of that, a further 38 have been granted outline
permission, five further houses are near completion, six have just had a reserved matters application
approved, and a further one also has planning permission. In addition, but outside the regular planning
process, an extra 11 residential park home units have been authorised within the village.

This adds up to a total of 100 dwellings currently approved, and a further application, for full planning
permission, for 10 four- and five-bed homes at the other end of the village, also on the A40, awaits a
decision. This for a village where 307 dwellings with a further five commitments were listed in 2014.
The addition of a further 10 dwellings by any reasonable understanding must be considered to be
unsustainable; especially in a rural area with limited resources, in terms of employment opportunity in
particular.

Added to the above, with the number of houses with planning permission in nearby
Weston-under-Penyard and Ross-on-Wye, members of the Planning Committee were rightly worried
about increased traffic and road safety on the A40. The inspector will be able to see this for himself
when he makes his site visit. Due to Welsh Water restrictions, houses on the appeal site will not be
able to be inhabited until after 31 March 2020, by which time the road will be even busier.

If permission is granted it will be a case of failure to consider the application on its merits in a local
context.

Notwithstanding the sustainability issue, local opinion is strongly against the very principle of housing
development at this location. The local view is that the proposed buildings would strike a discordant
note on the approach to the village along the A40 from Ross-on-Wye; another past development
nearby is far less obtrusive.

Finally, there is an issue related to Policy RA2. It is quite clear that the type of property proposed fails
to meet the rules laid out within Policy RA2. If Lea needs any further housing it is obvious that it is
bungalows and accessible homes for the elderly that would be needed, and/or starter homes, not four-
or five-bed executive homes.
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