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04/05/247
04/05/248
04/05/249
04/05/250

PRESENT: Cllrs West
ALSO PRESENT: 10
IN ATTENDANCE: C

14/05/00003/CG -Erec
dwelling, demolition o
Manor Road. Followin
The following letter res

llings, garages, erection of double garage and extension for existing
d formatlon of access at land combining The Old Bakery and No.1
agreed that the Clerk should write a letter of objection.

Catcott Parish Council
considerable detrimenta
to this application.

s this apphcatlon which, if permitted would have a
NGLY AND TOTALLY OBJECTS

Several members of the
alike) was that this appl

those present (councillors and public

It is important to note that the site is in the oldest part of the vi
built in stone. The demolition of old buildings and.e
important part of the village as they are ree

of the village. With regard
reservations about the ag
building on this site is a

original neighbouring buildings being
atly impinge on the character of this
ance in the retention of the character
site, whilst the PC had very serious
is latest application does not. A NEW
rrounding old stone properties.

d was amazed that SCC had no reservations
hat a site visit by Highways is imperative
achieve any sort of adequate visibility,

The Council is extremel
at all regarding the prev
in order for them to make ame
walls would need to be largely demo

It was noted that there has inevitably been an increase it
addition Catcott PC considers it would be totally 1nappropr1ate to crea
area which is frequently conge

the previous application in 2001. In
dditional vehicular movements in this

The layout of the drive d
especially if vehicles are
would be unacceptable f
scale (we are aware that

to allow proper vehicle circulation,
m for sufficient parking on site and it
awing presented does not appear to be to
loes not present a true picture).

akKe p

The proposal is regarded
Backland development

trongly resisted by the Parish Council.
’C and SDC, the latter having rejected
previous applications (re ). This would set a precedent whereby
many other sites (larger e envelope) would immediately be put
forward for similar development. The alteration to the village character would be unacceptable.

The site is noticeably elevated. H
resulting in a loss of privacy.
inevitably be severely overl

uld inevitably overlook neighbouring properties
e west as well as the Old Bakery itself, will

Such a large developmen ase in water run off resulting from the
increase in hard area.

We believe that bats pr
A survey has recently b

ousing in the village but this scheme
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would not appear to ad

Catcott PC regard it as
committee.

sit the site but so does the planning

Catcott Parish Council
application.

pt informed of any meetings being held to evaluate or discuss this

Catcott Parish Council
21% March.

he letter you have received from Roland Haynes dated

Catcott Parish Council received from Mr and Mrs Rigden.
We enclose some photo

i.  Lookingout of Lan
down the hill. Manor Road runs ahead.

e hill. Steel Lane goes off to the right

ii. Looking down Weares Lane (by the site on
sharply to the left into Manor Ros

e goes off to the right. The road bends

iii. Looking out of La ane is the site.

iv. Looking out of La
travelling from Ma;

e left. Steel Lane off to the right. Vehicle

v.  Looking out of Manor Road Lane ahead. Vehicle turning out of
Manor Road into Weares Lane.
ont of the pink cottage. Manor Road

vi. Looking out of Steel Lane. Langlands Lane goes off to
h behind the wall where the Manor Road

is in front and bends round to the nto Weares Lane. The si
sign is sited.

vii. Road junction - La
foreground.

eel Lane dropping down hill to the

viii. Road junction - La oad - Langlands Lane running to the foreground.

Please note the predom
corners immediately adj

and the converging roads with blind

We particularly draw you

Policy H3 is certainly not complied with
development boundary of a Rural G
infilling, conversion or small

original version or as the modification. Within the
ial development will be permitted if it comprises
and meets all the following criteria:

i. isofascale, density 1 of the village,

ii. is of a design which
vernacular charac

proportions, ma
e and locality;

iling is sympathetic to the established

iii. thesite can be satis tion within the site (subject to the level

(07 0 T=1 [0 1 7= U P s B I | (= S SRR



COTT PARISH COUNCIL 2004/2005 - 27

Minutes of a Thursday 24th March 2005 at 7.30pm at Barton Farm

of parking provisi
iv. it would not have residents.

Or Modification: Within boundary .... will be permitted, provided it meets the following criteria:

i. it would be compatible in scale, density and layout with the size and form of the village,
ii. its design would b r character of the village and locality,

iii. the site can be sat
parking;

ins sufficient space for circulation and any required

iv. it would not harm tial property.
Policy STR2 Developm
and will by commensurate with their size and accessibility, and appr
identity. We cannot see how this application can possibly.cle

as will sustain and enhance their role
riate to their character and physical
and enhance the centre of the village.

Somerset and Exmoor National Park

i.  STRI1 - This develc

9

ii. STRS - Developme
and will be comme

identity.

such as will sustain and enhance their role
appropriate to their character and physical

It is understood that Highways conside
household would generate at least 7+ vehicle moven
to take children to school; 1 movement return trip; 1 movement to's
to collect children from school; 1 ement return trip = 6 to start
household making daily and re i ife
could include a young adul
being a limited public tra
increase of at least 24 ve

vements per house as follows: each
ge explained as follows: 1 movement
movement return trip; one movement
nd doesn’t account for the head of the
o trips per day. A four bedroom house
r bike or car. This is all based on their
hat this application would result in an
of the village.

It is noted that when cha
revised access may not b
accommodation and ca
fabric.” They also state

e proposed the applicants themselves stated: “The
e, the one to the east being part of the
valuable contribution to the village
ehicles to two properties would need
significant alterations to aging to be repositioned, and turning
space would require a large e 2 ental to the enjoyment of the area.
West facing windows from the Old Bakery Would also overlook the rear garden area formed.” They also
stated: “The shared access drive would n he impact on the existing house would be intrusive,
hazardous and unnecessary an ve neighbour concerns.” It would seem that a
significant and substantial ch

We ask that this applicati
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