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AGENDA

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE AND SUBSTITUTIONS
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

ROYAL MAIL SORTING OFFICE, 7000 ALEC ISSIGONIS WAY, OX4
2ZY:16/00177/FUL

Site Address: Royal Mail Sorting Office and Vehicle Maintenance
Depot, 7000 Alec Issigonis Way.

Proposal: Demolition of former Royal Mail Sorting Office (B8) and
Vehicle Maintenance Depot (B2) and the redevelopment of the site
with the Use Classes B1(c), B2 and B8 and ancillary offices (B1(a)).

Officer recommendation: to support the development in principle but
defer the application in order to draw up a legal agreement in the terms
outlined below, and delegate to officers the issuing of the notice of
permission, subject to conditions below on its completion:

Conditions:

Development begun within time limit.

Develop in accordance with approved plans.

Samples of materials.

Landscape plan required.

Landscape plan carried out by completion.

Landscape Management Plan.

Tree Protection Plan.

Arboricultural Method Statement.

Construction Traffic Management Plan

10. Travel Plan

11. Detailed design of access arrangements to the site.

12. Service and Delivery Management Plan.

13. Revised parking plan to local plan standard and detailed design
of parking areas.

14. Restriction on use of car parking to occupiers of site.

15. Details of cycle and refuse storage.

16. Development carried out in accordance with Flood Risk
Assessment.

17. Detailed Drainage Scheme.

18. Details of biodiversity enhancements.

19. Noise restrictions on all mechanical plant on buildings.

20. Energy Strategy recommendations implemented.

21. Contaminated Land Risk Assessment.

22. Site Waste Management Plan.

23. Details of Electric Vehicle Charging Points.
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Legal Agreement:
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£156,582.00 towards Affordable Housing Provision.
£1,240 towards monitoring fees for the Framework Travel Plan.

16/01357/FUL: KASSAM STADIUM AND LAND ADJACENT
FALCON CLOSE, OX4 4XP

Site Address: Kassam Stadium and Land Adjacent to Falcon Close,
OX4 4XP

Proposal: Temporary use of part of car park for motorcycle testing/
training and part of stadium for storage and office at The Kassam
Stadium for three years.

Officer recommendation: East Area Planning Committee is
recommended to grant planning permission with the following
conditions

Time limit (3 year temporary permission).
Hours of operation.

Areas of use.

Means of access.
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16/01631/DEM: MURCO SERVICE STATION, BETWEEN TOWNS
ROAD

Site Address: Murco Service Station, Between Towns Road, OX4 3LZ

Proposal: Application to determine whether prior approval is required
for the method of demolition.

Officer recommendation: East Area Planning Committee is
recommended to agree that prior approval is required and granted.

16/01530/CT3 TENNIS COURTS, PEGASUS ROAD
Site Address: Tennis Courts, Pegasus Road, Oxford

Proposal: Refurbishment of the existing external artificial sports pitch
along with replacement ball-stop fencing, clean access and site
furniture, replacement floodlights. Resurfacing of the existing playing
space with new 3G artificial grass pitch surface. Installation of new ball
stop fencing to the new pitch perimeter to replace existing high level
fencing. Creation of new hard standing areas with associated porous
asphalt surfacing and matching ball stop fencing for pedestrian access,
goals storage and vehicular maintenance access. Replacement of
existing artificial (flood) light system. Installation of overspill vehicular
parking area.

Officer recommendation: to grant planning permission subject to the
following conditions
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Development begun within time limit.
Develop in accordance with approved plans.
Materials.

Car parking.

Lighting.

Hours of lighting.

MINUTES
Minutes from the meetings of 6 July 2016

Recommendation: That the minutes of the meeting held on 6 July
2016 are approved as a true and accurate record.

FORTHCOMING APPLICATIONS

Items for consideration by the committee at future meetings are listed
for information. They are not for discussion at this meeting.

2 Mortimer Drive: 16/00824/FUL

Site Of Former Shelley Arms 114 Cricket Road: 16/00679/FUL

139 Oxford Road, Old Marston OX3 ORB: 16/01008/FUL

Land West of 75 Town Furze, Oxford, OX3 7EW: 16/00968/FUL

16 Clive Road: 15/03342/FUL

Clinical Biomanufacturing Facility, Churchill Hospital, Old Road:
15/03466/FUL

39 - 41 Waynflete Road, Land To The Rear And Off Bayswater
Farm Road: 16/00744/FUL

William Morris Close, OX4 2JX: 16/00797/0OUT

474 Cowley Road, OX4 2DP: 16/01049/FUL

16/01309/FUL: 5 Atkinson Close, OX3 9LW

16/00701/CT3: Barton Adventure Playground, Fettiplace Road,
OX3 9LY

16/01402/FUL: St Lukes Hospital, Latimer Road, OX3 7PF
16/01226/FUL: Canterbury House, Rivera House, Adams House &
Vacant Plot, Cowley Road, OX4 2BS

16/01309/FUL: Temple Cowley Pools, Temple Road, OX4 2EZ
16/01549/CT3 Phase 2 of the Northway and Marston Flood
Alleviation Scheme - Recreation Ground, Court Place Farm, Marsh

Lane
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e 16/01388/FUL: 1 Grays Road, OX3 7QB

e 16/01373/FUL: Holy Trinity Church, Headington

e 16/01416/FUL: The Oxford Academy, Sandy Lane West, OX4 6JZ
e 16/01322/FUL: 31 Glebelands

DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS
The Committee will meet at 6.00pm on the following dates:

7 Sep 2016
5 Oct 2016
2 Nov 2016
7 Dec 2016
11 Jan 2017
8 Feb 2017
8 Mar 2017
5 Apr 2017
10 May 2017




DECLARING INTERESTS
General duty

You must declare any disclosable pecuniary interests when the meeting reaches the item on the
agenda headed “Declarations of Interest” or as soon as it becomes apparent to you.

What is a disclosable pecuniary interest?

Disclosable pecuniary interests relate to your* employment; sponsorship (ie payment for expenses
incurred by you in carrying out your duties as a councillor or towards your election expenses);
contracts; land in the Council’s area; licenses for land in the Council’s area; corporate tenancies;
and securities. These declarations must be recorded in each councillor's Register of Interests which
is publicly available on the Council’s website.

Declaring an interest

Where any matter disclosed in your Register of Interests is being considered at a meeting, you must
declare that you have an interest. You should also disclose the nature as well as the existence of
the interest.

If you have a disclosable pecuniary interest, after having declared it at the meeting you must not
participate in discussion or voting on the item and must withdraw from the meeting whilst the matter
is discussed.

Members’ Code of Conduct and public perception

Even if you do not have a disclosable pecuniary interest in a matter, the Members’ Code of Conduct
says that a member “must serve only the public interest and must never improperly confer an
advantage or disadvantage on any person including yourself’ and that “you must not place yourself
in situations where your honesty and integrity may be questioned”. What this means is that the
matter of interests must be viewed within the context of the Code as a whole and regard should
continue to be paid to the perception of the public.

*Disclosable pecuniary interests that must be declared are not only those of the member her or himself but
also those member’s spouse, civil partner or person they are living with as husband or wife or as if they were
civil partners.



CODE OF PRACTICE FOR DEALING WITH PLANNING APPLICATIONS AT AREA PLANNING
COMMITTEES AND PLANNING REVIEW COMMITTEE

Planning controls the development and use of land in the public interest. Applications must be
determined in accordance with the Council’'s adopted policies, unless material planning
considerations indicate otherwise. The Committee must be conducted in an orderly, fair and
impartial manner.

The following minimum standards of practice will be followed.

1. All Members will have pre-read the officers’ report. Members are also encouraged to view any
supporting material and to visit the site if they feel that would be helpful.

2. At the meeting the Chair will draw attention to this code of practice. The Chair will also explain
who is entitled to vote.

3. The sequence for each application discussed at Committee shall be as follows:-

(a) the Planning Officer will introduce it with a short presentation;

(b) any objectors may speak for up to 5 minutes in total;

(c) any supporters may speak for up to 5 minutes in total;

(d) speaking times may be extended by the Chair, provided that equal time is given to both sides.
Any non-voting City Councillors and/or Parish and County Councillors who may wish to speak for or
against the application will have to do so as part of the two 5-minute slots mentioned above;

(e) voting members of the Committee may raise questions (which shall be directed via the Chair to
the lead officer presenting the application, who may pass them to other relevant Officers and/or
other speakers); and

(f) voting members will debate and determine the application.

4. Preparation of Planning Policy documents — Public Meetings

At public meetings Councillors should be careful to be neutral and to listen to all points of view. They
should take care to express themselves with respect to all present including officers. They should
never say anything that could be taken to mean they have already made up their mind before an
application is determined.

5. Public requests to speak

Members of the public wishing to speak must notify the Committee and Member Services Officer
before the meeting starts giving their name, the application/agenda item they wish to speak on and
whether they are objecting to or supporting the application. Notifications can be made via e-mail or
telephone, to the Committee and Member Services Officer (whose details are on the front of the
Committee agenda) or given in person before the meeting starts.

6. Written statements from the public

Members of the public and councillors can send the Committee and Member Services Officer written
statements to circulate to committee members, and the planning officer prior to the meeting.
Statements are accepted and circulated by noon, two working days before the start of the meeting.
Material received from the public at the meeting will not be accepted or circulated, as Councillors are
unable to view proper consideration to the new information and officers may not be able to check for
accuracy or provide considered advice on any material consideration arising.

7. Exhibiting model and displays at the meeting

Applicants or members of the public can exhibit models or displays at the meeting as long as they
notify the Committee and Member Services Officer of their intention at least 24 hours before the start
of the meeting so that members can be notified.




8. Recording meetings

Members of the public and press can record the proceedings of any public meeting of the Council. If
you do wish to record the meeting, please notify the Committee clerk prior to the meeting so that
they can inform the Chair and direct you to the best plan to record. You are not allowed to disturb
the meeting and the Chair will stop the meeting if they feel a recording is disruptive.

The Council asks those recording the meeting:

* Not to edit the recording in a way that could lead to misinterpretation of the proceedings. This
includes not editing an image or views expressed in a way that may ridicule, or show a lack of
respect towards those being recorded.

* To avoid recording members of the public present unless they are addressing the meeting.

For more information on recording at meetings please refer to the Council’'s Protocol for Recording
at Public Meetings

9. Meeting Etiquette

All representations should be heard in silence and without interruption. The Chair will not permit
disruptive behaviour. Members of the public are reminded that if the meeting is not allowed to
proceed in an orderly manner then the Chair will withdraw the opportunity to address the Committee.
The Committee is a meeting held in public, not a public meeting.

10. Members should not:

(a) rely on considerations which are not material planning considerations in law;

(b) question the personal integrity or professionalism of officers in public;

(c) proceed to a vote if minded to determine an application against officer's recommendation until the
reasons for that decision have been formulated; or

(d) seek to re-design, or negotiate amendments to, an application. The Committee must determine
applications as they stand and may impose appropriate conditions.

a)
b)


http://www.oxford.gov.uk/Library/Documents/Council/Protocol%20for%20Recording%20at%20Public%20Meetings.pdf
http://www.oxford.gov.uk/Library/Documents/Council/Protocol%20for%20Recording%20at%20Public%20Meetings.pdf
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Agenda Iltem 3

East Area Planning Committee 3 August 2016

Application Number: 16/00177/FUL
Decision Due by: 29th April 2016
Proposal: Demolition of former Royal Mail Sorting Office (B8) and
Vehicle Maintenance Depot (B2) and the redevelopment of
the site with the Use Classes B1(c), B2 and B8 and ancillary
offices (B1(a)).

Site Address: Royal Mail Sorting Office And Vehicle Maintenance Depot
7000 Alec Issigonis Way (site plan: appendix 1)

Ward: Lye Valley Ward

Agent: Savills Applicant: Plumbing Pensions (UK)
Ltd

Recommendation:

The East Area Planning Committee is recommended to support the development in
principle but defer the application in order to draw up a legal agreement in the terms
outlined below, and delegate to officers the issuing of the notice of permission,
subject to conditions on its completion for the following reasons:

Reasons for Approval

1. The proposed development would make an efficient use of land within a key
protected employment site in a manner that would meet the aims of the National
Planning Policy Framework in supporting sustainable economic growth. The
siting, layout, external appearance and landscaping of the proposed development
would create an appropriate visual relationship with the surrounding area without
having a significant impact upon adjoining properties, biodiversity, sustainability,
drainage, contaminated land, or local highways and any impact could be
successfully dealt with by appropriately worded conditions. The proposal would
therefore accord with the aims of the National Planning Policy Framework, Oxford
Core Strategy 2026, and Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016

2. In considering the application, officers have had specific regard to the comments
of third parties and statutory bodies in relation to the application. However
officers consider that these comments have not raised any material
considerations that would warrant refusal of the applications, and any harm
identified could be successfully mitigated by appropriately worded conditions.
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3. The Council considers that the proposal accords with the policies of the
development plan as summarised below. It has taken into consideration all other
material matters, including matters raised in response to consultation and
publicity. Any material harm that the development would otherwise give rise to
can be offset by the conditions imposed.

Conditions

Development begun within time limit

Develop in accordance with approved plans

Samples of materials

Landscape plan required

Landscape plan carried out by completion

Landscape Management Plan

Tree Protection Plan

Arboricultural Method Statement

Construction Traffic Management Plan

10 Travel Plan

11 Detailed design of access arrangements to the site

12 Service and Delivery Management Plan

13 Revised parking plan to local plan standard and detailed design of parking
areas

14 Restriction on use of car parking to occupiers of site

15 Details of cycle and refuse storage

16 Development carried out in accordance with Flood Risk Assessment

17 Detailed Drainage Scheme

18 Details of biodiversity enhancements

19 Noise restrictions on all mechanical plant on buildings

20 Energy Strategy recommendations implemented

21 Contaminated Land Risk Assessment

22 Site Waste Management Plan

23 Details of Electric Vehicle Charging Points

O©CoO~NOOOAPRWN -~

Legal Agreement:
e £156,582.00 towards Affordable Housing Provision
e £1,240 towards monitoring fees for the Framework Travel Plan

Principal Planning Policies:

Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016

CP1 - Development Proposals

CP6 - Efficient Use of Land & Density

CP8 - Design Development to Relate to its Context
CP9 - Creating Successful New Places

CP10 - Siting Development to Meet Functional Needs
CP11 - Landscape Design

CP13 - Accessibility

CP14 - Public Art

CP18 - Natural Resource Impact Analysis

REPORT 12



CP19 - Nuisance

CP20 - Lighting

CP21 - Noise

CP22 - Contaminated Land

TR1 - Transport Assessment

TR2 - Travel Plans

TR3 - Car Parking Standards

TR4 - Pedestrian & Cycle Facilities
TR14 - Servicing Arrangements
NE14 - Water and Sewerage Infrastructure
EC1 - Sustainable Employment

Core Strategy

CS2_ - Previously developed and greenfield land
CS9_ - Energy and natural resources

CS10_ - Waste and recycling

CS11_ - Flooding

CS12_ - Biodiversity

CS13_ - Supporting access to new development
CS17_ - Infrastructure and developer contributions
CS18_ - Urban design, town character, historic environment
CS19_ - Community safety

CS24 - Affordable Housing

CS27_ - Sustainable economy

CS28_ - Employment sites

Other Planning Documents
National Planning Policy Framework
Affordable Housing and Planning Obligations Supplementary Planning Document

Relevant Planning History

95/00150/NF - Alterations to ground level. 2 buildings for Royal Mail: B8, 8330.5 sq.
m & B2, 1014.5 sq. m. Staff parking for 154 cars, 40 motorcycles & 75 cycles,
servicing & circulation areas, ancillary facilities, fence & landscaping. (Amended
plans): Approved

Public Consultation

Statutory Consultee

e Oxfordshire County Council Highways Authority: No objection subject to conditions
requiring a construction traffic management plan (CTMP); travel plan; details of
access arrangements; servicing and delivery management plan; detailed parking plan
and restriction on parking use; drainage scheme.

e Thames Water Utilities Limited
A condition should be imposed seeking details of the drainage strategy for the
development
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Third Parties
29, 53 Manor House, Bennett Crescent; 10 Fern Hill Road; Flat 15, 1 Trinity Street

Individual Comments:

The main points raised were:

In principle in favour of the site being redeveloped as there is no benefit in having
an empty building and the car par looks derelict

Against the demolition of the existing Royal Mail Building, as there are concerns
the replacement buildings will cause noise and intrusion (loss of privacy, loss of
light) to the Fernhill Road properties

The Heritage Assessment is incorrect to suggest that the immediate vicinity is
industrial in character when it is in fact residential

The Grade Il Listed Buildings of the Nuffield Press East Wing and former school
house are directly opposite on Hollow Way require any development to
sympathetic and ideally use traditional brick or stone construction

The Heritage Assessment also has the wrong date for the current building (it is a
late 1990s). The fact the area was previously more industrial is irrelevant. It was
once arable farmland but that doesn't mean any new building should look like a
barn.

This end of the Business Park is surrounded on three sides by residential
properties therefore it should be at least as sympathetic in character to the
residential housing as the rest of the site. It deserves a building of high
architectural merit such as the Manches solicitors building, rather than giant shed-
like industrial units.

The local area needs office blocks, not semi-industrial units with loading bays for
articulated lorries. Such low value premises are plentiful outside the ring road such
as the Pony Road Horspath industrial estate.

Units 4 thru 8 will occupy land that is currently designated as car parking. The
position is unsightly and much closer and highly visible from windows on the east
facing side of Manor House, Military College, and Morris House.

The units should be sited further back from the Garsington Road with the
provision open space and the service yards and car parking shifted to the land
adjacent to the Garsington Road.

The position of Units 1 and 2 occupy a similar footprint to the current building so
do not pose the same intrusion

There is a concern about the impact from demolition and construction noise. This
should only take place between 8 and 6pm

The area is surrounded by residential dwellings and should be kept to that
character instead of increasing to traffic congestion through central Oxford routes
as workers will need to commute to this central area.

The site should be used for housing to alleviate the housing shortage in Oxford

Pre-Application Discussions / Oxford Design Review Panel
The applicant has undertaken pre-application discussions with Oxford City council,
Oxfordshire County Council, and Ward Members.

The scheme has been reviewed by the Oxford Design Review Panel on the 20t
November 2015. A copy of their response is included within appendix 2 of this
report
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Officers Assessment:

Background to Proposals

1.

The application site is located in the north-western corner of the Oxford Business
Park which was formed from the former Cowley Motor Works. The site would be
bordered by the residential properties of Hollow Way and Fern Hill Road to the
north; to the west by Hollow Way and the residential properties contained within
the Listed Buildings of the former Nuffield Press buildings beyond; Garsington
Road (B480) lies to the south; and the rest of the Oxford Business Park to the
east (appendix 1)

. The site has an area of 2.7ha and comprises the former Royal Mail Sorting Office

(8,163.5m?) which is currently vacant, and the Royal Mail Vehicle Maintenance
Depot (850.45m?) which is to close in July 2016. The site is accessed via Alec
Issigonis Way, which is the main road on the northern part of the Business Park
and links to the Garsington Road.

The sorting office is sited on the western boundary to Hollow Way and has a
service area to the north, and east, and a car park to the south. The
maintenance depot is sited alongside the Garsington Road and has a service
area to the south and a parking area to the north.

The application is seeking planning permission for the demolition of the existing
sorting office and vehicle maintenance depot and the erection of 8 units which
would provide 12,588m? of employment floor space which would be used for light
industrial (B1(c)), general industrial (B2) and storage and distribution (B8) and
associated development. Each unit would have 10% of the floorspace allocated
as ancillary office space, and some units will have ancillary trade counters
provided.

The units would be laid out around a central open service yard / car parking area
in order to make best use of the access from Alec Issigonis Way. A total of 108
car parking spaces (15 accessible spaces) and a total of 80 cycle spaces are to
be provided.

Officers consider the principal determining issues to be:
principle of development
employment use

affordable housing

site layout and built forms
impact upon adjoining properties
transport

landscaping

flood risk and drainage
biodiversity

noise

sustainability

archaeology
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e air quality
e land contamination
e community infrastructure

Principle of Development

7.

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) Oxford Core Strategy Policy
CS2 encourages development proposals to make an efficient and appropriate
use of previously developed land in a manner that suits the sites capacity.

The NPPF also seeks to promote sustainable development and identifies three
roles which the planning system needs to achieve this; economic, social, and
environmental. The economic role is defined as ‘contributing to building a strong,
responsive and competitive economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the right
type is available in the right places and at the right time to support growth and
innovation’.

The existing sorting office has been on the market in its present form for
considerable time but has so far received little interest. The redevelopment of the
site and its configuration to provide a range of different sized units would make a
better and more efficient use of this site and as such represents sustainable
development in accordance with the aims of the above-mentioned policies.

Employment Use

10.The Oxford Core Strategy sets out Oxfords employment strategy to promote a

11.

policy of ‘managed economic growth’. This seeks to secure the long-term future
of its key sectors, whilst taking account of land supply constraints, and the need
to improve the balance between jobs and housing supply. Policy CS27 therefore
promotes the support of Oxford’s key employment sectors and clusters, whilst
maintaining the necessary infrastructure in order to establish a sustainable
economy. It requires proposals to show how they maintain, strengthen,
modernise or diversify Oxford’s economy.

The existing supply of employment sites is safeguarded through the application of
Policy CS28, which aims to resist the loss of key protected employment sites,
such as the Oxford Business Park. This policy recognises that these sites ensure
a sustainable distribution of business premises and employment land to maintain
a range of potential job opportunities throughout Oxford and therefore will resist
any proposals that result in their loss.

12.The existing sorting office is vacant and has been marketed for alternative uses

for 7 years without a suitable occupant found to bring the building back into
employment use. The bespoke nature of a building designed specifically as a
sorting office has had an impact on finding a viable use for the building. It is
therefore considered that the redevelopment of the site to provide a range of
smaller and medium sized units to service the local and regional market is the
best option to bring this back into employment use.
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13.In economic terms the proposed development would have the positive benefits of
increasing the amount of floorspace on the site by 3,000m? to 12,500m? together
with providing a greater range and mix of different sizes of buildings and creating
217 jobs representing 92 more jobs than the sorting office and maintenance
depot combined. Socially this has the potential of increasing the job opportunities
for local people, with the potential to support a further 79 additional jobs in the
wider community. The proposed B1 (c), B2, and B8 uses would also be
considered appropriate for the site.

14.As such officers consider that the proposal redevelopment would achieve
‘managed economic growth’ and would positively ‘strengthen and modernise’
Oxford’s economy in accordance with Policy CS27. It would also meet the
criterion set out within Policy CS28 for the modernisation and regeneration of a
key protected employment site.

Affordable Housing

15.Policy CS24 of the Core Strategy and the Affordable Housing and Planning
Obligations SPD recognises that commercial development can put pressure on
the housing market in Oxford by encouraging new employees to move to Oxford
who may otherwise have not done so.

16. This site would be a qualifying site for such provision. The Planning Obligations
and Affordable Housing SPD set the mechanisms for seeking such a contribution,
which in this case would be £156,582 based on the level of development
proposed. This would need to be secured through a legal agreement.

Site Layout and Built Form

17.Policy CS18 of the Oxford Core Strategy 2026 requires development to
demonstrate high-quality urban design that responds appropriately to the site and
surroundings; creates a strong sense of place; attractive public realm; and high
quality architecture. The Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016 requires development to
enhance the quality of the environment, with Policy CP1 central to this purpose.
Policy CP6 emphasises the need to make an efficient use of land, in a manner
where the built form and site layout suits the sites capacity and surrounding area.
Policy CP8 states that the siting, massing, and design of new development
should create an appropriate visual relationship with the built form of the
surrounding area.

18. The existing sorting office is a large brick built unit that covers a significant extent
of the site alongside the western and northern boundary. The maintenance depot
is of similar form but smaller in scale. There would be no objection to their loss.

19.Layout: The proposal would reorganise the site, replacing the large sorting office
and smaller depot with 8 units of varying size arranged around a central courtyard
which is accessed from Alec Issigonis Way. The location of the units alongside
the northern boundary helps to provide a barrier to the adjoining residential
properties from potential noise from the service yard. The larger unit (1) is
positioned within the site so as to limit the impact on the surrounding area, and
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the smaller units positioned around Hollow Way and Garsington Road with gaps
between buildings to soften the edge to the site. The 5m landscaped buffer on
the edge of the business park is to remain. The layout would represent an
appropriate and efficient means of organising the site.

20.Size and Massing: The existing sorting office is a dominant structure within the
site, and the proposal would reduce the visual impact of this mass by spreading
the built form across 5 separate footprints and enabling gaps between buildings
and provision of additional landscaping around the boundary to help integrate the
buildings into their setting. The overall height of the buildings would be similar to
that of the existing sorting office. The size and massing of the buildings would be
considered appropriate in the context of the business park.

21.Appearance: The buildings have been designed to have a contemporary
appearance and utilising more modern materials to those within the sorting office.
The scheme has evolved since it was originally submitted and replaced what
were unimaginative industrial sheds, with buildings that have attempted to reduce
the industrial appearance of the structures in order to enable them to relate well
with the local street scene, and adjoining buildings in the Business Park.

22.During the consultation process, concerns have been raised that the
development does not consider the potential impact upon the former Nuffield
Press buildings on the western side of Hollow Way which are Grade Il Listed
Buildings. With regards to these listed buildings, it is important to recognise that
the site is not within a wholly residential area. The area has always had an
industrial character with the former Cowley works and Nuffield Press buildings
dominating this part of Cowley and to which the residential properties were added
in order to provide housing for the workers. This commercial nature was
continued with the creation of the Oxford Business Park. As stated in the
Heritage Assessment submitted with the application, the juxtaposition of large
scale industrial buildings with the buildings on the Nuffield Press site and
residential properties is well established in this area. The proposed buildings
although of a more contemporary nature would reflect the established ‘industrial’
character of this part of Hollow Way and Garsington Road and would therefore
not harm the significance of these adjacent listed buildings.

23.Therefore officers consider that the overall size, scale, design and siting of the
proposed development would suit the sites capacity and the character and
appearance of the Business Park in accordance with the above-mentioned
policies.

Impact on Adjoining Properties

24.Policy CP10 of the Local Plan requires development proposals to be sited in a
manner which meets functional need, but also in a manner that safeguards the
amenities of other properties.

25.The existing sorting office is a large building that is sited on the boundary with

Hollow Way and Fern Hill Road and therefore already has some impact on
adjoining properties to varying extents. The residential properties on Fern Hill
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Road, Garsington Road, and Hollow way would stand to be the most affected by
the proposal.

26.With regards to the residential properties of Hollow Way and Fern Hill Road that
lie to the north of the site. The existing building has an overall height of 11.13m
and is set away 18m away from the northern boundary with the rear wall covering
approximately 68m. These adjoining properties are set approximately 1.5m
above the site ground level, and have 2m boundary fences at the rear gardens
and a significant amount of mature boundary screening. The rear gardens of the
Fern Hill Road properties are 30m in length and terminate at the northern
boundary whereas the properties on Hollow Way run parallel to the northern
boundary. The proposed units would be of a similar height to the existing
building, with Unit 1 being set 10m from the rear boundary and Unit 2 maintaining
the existing separation distance. Having regards to the separation distance
between the proposed building and the Fern Hill Road properties, the change in
land level and height of the proposed buildings, officers consider that the siting of
Unit 1 would not have an adverse impact upon the residential amenities of these
adjoining properties in terms of loss of light, outlook, and overbearing impact.
The siting and height of Unit 2 would be the same as existing so as not to alter
the existing relationship between the built form on site and the respective
properties on Hollow Way and Fern Hill Road.

27.With regards to the properties on the western side of Hollow Way, the existing
sorting office already extends a significant proportion (112m) of the western
boundary of the site. The proposed development would reduce the extent of built
form on this boundary with the provision of the central service yard. In terms of
impact, Unit 2 would maintain the same separation distance to the properties on
the opposite side of Hollow Way as existing, but would only extend half the
distance (54m). Unit 8 would be located at the south-western corner and would
be 26m from the facade from the closest properties to the west. As such there
would be no impact upon these Hollow Way properties from Units 2 and 8 in
terms of loss of light, outlook, and overbearing impact and in actual fact there
may be a marginal improvement beyond the existing situation caused by the
sorting office.

28.Finally the dwellings on the southern side of Garsington Road are set some 32m
away from Units 3-8. The separation distance and orientation of these properties
to the site would mean that the development would also not have an adverse
impact in terms of loss of light, outlook, and overbearing impact.

Transport

29.A Transport Statement has been submitted to consider the highway impact of the
development. An addendum to this statement has subsequently been submitted
in order to provide more information on the likely trip generation from the range of
B1, B2, and B8 uses that could operate on site. It has also provided further
information on access arrangements and car parking.

30.Traffic Generation: The addendum has provided further information on the trip
generation for a development which could have a range of B1, B2, and B8 uses
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31.

on site. The addendum has now assessed the ‘worse case’ scenario in terms of
the traffic generation from the existing use and proposed use (i.e. parcel
distribution). The assessment confirms that the development will generate a
slight increase in traffic on the surrounding highway network of an additional 15
vehicles in the AM peak and 22 vehicles in the PM peak in a ‘worse case’
scenario.

The Local Highways have not raised an objection to the proposal in terms of
traffic generation but have indicated that the surrounding road network is already
sensitive to any increase in traffic. In order to deal with this matter, a Section 278
contribution of £18,000 towards ‘future’ highway improvements along the
Garsington Road corridor. This is to directly mitigate the traffic impact of the
development to provide additional highway capacity, bus priority and cycle and
pedestrian measures along Garsington Road. The applicant has agreed to enter
into such an agreement with the county council, however, officers would advise
members that this is a matter between the applicant and county council and is not
a matter for members to consider as part of the recommendation.

32.Access: The proposed development will utilise the existing vehicular access to

the sorting office from Alec Issigonis Way for all units apart from Unit 3 which will
be served by a reconfiguring the existing access to Alec Issigonis Way for the
maintenance depot.

33.The transport assessment has provided swept path analysis for HGVs and Fire

Tenders accessing, parking, turning and manoeuvring within the site. A condition
should be attached which requires the submission of the design details of the
accesses to the site. A condition should also be imposed for a service and
delivery management plan to be provided for the site.

34.The pedestrian and cycle access to the site will also be taken from Alec Issigonis

Way with no links provided through the Garsington Road and Hollow Way
boundaries. The provision of pedestrian and cycle routes through these
boundaries would allow greater permeability through the site to the bus stops and
cycle routes that are located on Hollow Way and Garsington Road which would
benefit the scheme. The provision of such links has been encouraged by officers
and the Oxford Design Review Panel, however, the applicant has indicated that
there is a legal agreement which prohibits cross over rights for the applicant over
the strip of land surrounding the boundary. This has an impact on their ability to
provide a pedestrian and cycle access over this land. There is currently a
pedestrian access onto Hollow Way, but it is understood that the right to use this
as a pedestrian access has been removed. It is disappointing that the applicant
has not been able to agree the creation of a pedestrian access through to
Garsington Road and Hollow Way with the management company for the
business park. However, officers accept that providing such a link is not within
the control of the applicant and therefore this could not be secured by way of
legal agreement or condition. The layout of the scheme would allow for links to
be created in the future (particularly to Hollow Way) and therefore an informative
should be added to encourage the applicant to discuss the matter further with the
management company.
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35.Car Parking: The existing sorting office and depot had a total of 162 parking
spaces (151 for the sorting office and 11 for the depot), and the proposed layout
has been amended to provide 95 car parking spaces (including 15 accessible
spaces) across the site.

36. The existing sorting office and depot currently has a total of 162 parking spaces,
with 151 for the sorting office and 11 for the depot. The proposed layout has
been amended since it was originally submitted to provide 95 car parking spaces
(including 15 accessible spaces) which would result in an overall reduction on site
of 67 spaces.

37.The parking provision would exceed the maximum local plan parking standards
required for the proposed range of uses by 9 spaces. Although the reduction in
parking from the existing situation is welcome, it is not acceptable to have a level
of car parking provision above the maximum standard especially given the
surrounding road network is sensitive to increase in traffic. As such officers
suggest that a condition should be imposed to ensure that the parking provision
for the scheme is reduced to the maximum parking standard.

38.Cycle Parking: The proposal would provide 80 cycle spaces which would exceed
the minimum local plan standards. This Transport Addendum confirms that the
cycle parking will be in secure, well-lit enclosed covered stores alongside staff
entrances which are overlooked. The details of the stores and their locations
would be acceptable and should be secured by condition.

39.Travel Plan: The Local Plan requires travel plans for all major developments that
comprise employment which will generate significant amounts of travel. As the
Garsington Road is sensitive to increases in traffic, it is essential that the impact
of this development on the adjoining road network at peak times is minimised
through a Travel plan which limits the number of cars which access the site at
peak times.

40.A framework travel plan will be required which sets the blueprint for the
subsequent travel plans for all future site occupiers whose premises will all qualify
for the provision of a travel plan. This should be secured by condition

Landscaping

41.The car park to the south of the sorting office includes a good provision of high
quality early mature landscape trees, which were evidently planted as part of the
original development of the site. The southern boundary is further screened by
more semi-mature specimen tree groups, including red oaks, cherries and black
pines on either side of the sites boundary (there being a wide verge along the
Garsington Road). The western boundary of the site is close to Hollow Way but
there is quite dense shrub and tree planting along the outside of this boundary
line, which acts to screen or at least soften the massing of the metal elevation of
the existing unit; the vegetation includes western red cedar, whitebeams, cherries
and one black pine at the northern end. The northern boundary is planted up with
black pines and red oaks, which together create a sense of site enclosure and
help to soften views from the rear gardens of Fern Hill Road to the north.
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42.The application includes a tree report that incorporates an Arboricultural Impact
Appraisal, and identifies that the development will require the removal/loss of 46
individual trees and the partial loss of one tree group; approximately half the sites
existing tree population. This includes 20 individual B (Moderate) Category trees,
25 C (Low) Category trees and one U (remove irrespective of development)
Category tree (assessed according to the quality criteria of BS.5837:2012-Trees
in relation to design, demolition and construction). Most of the proposed tree
removals are located within narrow planting strips within the existing parking bay
areas to the south of the site; the presence of other trees along the southern
boundary implies that the loss of these trees (which are all less than 9m tall) will
have a negligible impact on the street-scene of the Garsington Road. The service
yard at the eastern side of the site will involve the loss of 12 trees (including 5 B
Category oaks and pines). These trees enhance the landscape quality of Alec
Issigonis Way and this will be the most significant landscape impact, although the
trees have no wider landscape significance beyond the business park.

43.The tree losses in associated with this proposed development are therefore
considered acceptable subject to satisfactory replacement as part of a new
strategic landscaping scheme secured under planning conditions. However,
because there will be less scope for new planting at the eastern boundary with
Alec Issigonis Way, there will be a moderate residual deterioration in the
landscape quality of the business park in the immediate vicinity. The important
tree belts ranging along the western and northern boundaries are shown retained
and the new build footprints do not imply any difficulty in achieving this objective,
providing that appropriate tree protection measures, secured under planning
conditions, are implemented.

44.The proposed application scheme will result in the loss of 46 individual trees and
the partial loss of one tree group. Despite these relatively large numbers, as all
the removals relate to semi-mature trees no greater than 10m height, this impact
would have no significant harmful impact on public visual amenity. The
development provides limited opportunities for new tree planting, but careful
landscape design implemented to a high standard could enhance the quality of
proposed new development and its interface with the business park. The
application is considered acceptable in relation to Oxford Local Plan Policies
CS18, CP1, CP11 and NE15 relating to trees and good landscape design,
subject to conditions for tree protection measures and landscaping proposals and
landscape management plan.

Flood Risk and Drainage

45.A Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage Strategy has been submitted with the
application which has demonstrated that the existing surface water run-off rates
and volumes can be reduced by providing on site attenuation.

46.The Flood Risk Assessment has been revised to demonstrate that a feasible
drainage scheme could be implemented using appropriate sustainable urban
drainage techniques should infiltration solutions not be feasible once infiltration
testing has been carried out prior to the development of the site. The infiltration
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tests are to be carried out prior to the commencement of development and
infiltration implemented should it be feasible to reduce run-off rates and volumes
from the development site, reducing the pressure on the existing surface water
drainage infrastructure and contribute towards an improvement to downstream
flood risk.

47.As such officers would raise no objections to the proposal on flood risk and
drainage grounds on the basis that the development is carried out in accordance
with the recommendations of the revised flood risk assessment and the detailed
design of the drainage regime is agreed. These matters could be dealt with by
condition.

Ecology

48.An extended Phase 1 Ecological Survey has been submitted. The site is covered
in large areas of hardstanding which is of poor biodiversity value. The survey
identified very limited opportunities for bats on site and the buildings are generally
considered to have negligible or low potential to support bats and are unlikely to
support maternity roosts. Having regards to the location of the site and the lack
of good links to foraging habitat officers are content with this assessment and
satisfied that bats are unlikely to be impacted. In this instance it is considered
that there is not sufficient reasonable likelihood of bats roosting within the
development. However the presence of bats cannot be discounted entirely and a
small risk remains. In order to account for this it is recommended that an
informative is attached to the decision so that the applicant can take appropriate
measures should they or evidence of their presence be discovered during the
demolition of the building.

49.In line with good practice and governmental policy on biodiversity and
sustainability (National Planning Policy Framework 2012 & NERC 2006), all
practical opportunities should be taken to harmonise the built development with
the needs of wildlife. The NPPF seeks to provide a net enhancement to
biodiversity through sustainable development and policy CS12 of the Oxford Core
Strategy 2026 states that opportunities will be taken to ensure the inclusion of
features beneficial to biodiversity within new developments throughout Oxford.

50.In this instance it is appropriate for provisions for wildlife to be built into the
development. Certain bat and bird species are urban biodiversity priority species
almost entirely dependent on exploiting human habitation for roosting. The
biodiversity enhancements should follow the recommendations set out in Table 4
of Extended Phase 1 Survey including provision of Swift, starling and house
sparrow boxes. The location and model of the tubes should be clearly marked on
plans and secured by condition.

Noise
51.A Noise Impact Assessment has been submitted with the application. This
identifies that the key noise sources associated with the development will be HGV

movements, loading activities, and mechanical plant. The assessment has
determined that during the daytime period, using a worse-case scenario of all
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HGV bays being used, the noise generated by the operation of the site would be
below the daily background noise levels. At night, the predicted internal noise
level in adjacent residential properties has also been found to be acceptable.

52.Having reviewed the assessment officers consider that the proposed
development is unlikely to have an adverse impact on nearest noise sensitive
receptors. The assessment has not included details of mechanical plant for the
units, and therefore a condition should be attached which requires any air
conditioning, mechanical ventilation or associated plant to be designed to meet
the requirements of BS4142:14 to ensure residual value does not rise above
measured background level.

Sustainability

53.The site would be a qualifying site for a Natural Resource Impact Analysis under
Oxford Core Strategy Policy CS9 as the floor area exceeds 2,000m2 The
application includes an energy statement and NRIA setting out the schemes
approach to energy efficiency. The NRIA scores 8/11 which would exceed the
minimum requirements. The layout has been designed to maximise solar gain,
whilst the form of the buildings make them more efficient as they require less
insulation to reduce heat loss and achieve greater performance. The insulation,
rooflights, and windows will be designed to meet Building Regulations Part L
requirements. The scheme will employ solar PV and air source heat pumps to
make use of renewable sources on-site.

54.Having reviewed these documents, officers consider that they would incorporate
measures to optimise energy efficiency within the building in accordance with the
requirements of these policies. A condition should be imposed to ensure that the
recommendations of the Energy Strategy are carried out.

Archaeology

55.This site is of interest because it is located within a dispersed landscape of
Roman pottery manufacturing activity and close to the Historic core of Temple
Cowley village. However the Cotswold Archaeology Heritage Assessment
concludes that “It would thus be expected that any potential archaeological
remains that may have been in the site would have been severely truncated or
removed due to these [previous] phases of use; and that the potential for
significant archaeological remains must be very limited.” In this case, bearing in
mind the site land use history and the results of the archaeological desk based
assessment officers consider that the scheme would be unlikely to have
significant archaeological implications.

Contaminated Land

56.A phase 1 Environmental Impact Assessment has been included with the
application. The historical land use of this site was as the Oxford Military College,
Motor Works, and most recently as a Royal Mail sorting office and vehicle
maintenance depot. The Phase 1 report recommends further investigation in the
event of groundworks on this site. The site is currently covered in hardstanding.
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The groundworks set out in the Construction Management Plan (CMP) include
the demolition of the existing buildings and break up and removal of the
hardstanding on site with subsequent resurfacing with tarmac in parking areas
and erection of 8 commercial/industrial units. The perimeter is proposed to be
landscaped.

57.A phased risk assessment would identify any risks to sensitive receptors,

including neighbouring residential properties and buried services, and whether
the consideration of porous paving is suitable on site as a SUDs measure, as
stated in the Flood Risk Assessment. This should also identify any mitigation
measure necessary during the construction phase, and any need for remediation
on site.

58.The CMP states that any potential contaminated soils encountered will be

removed and disposed of offsite. The construction mitigation measures in section
5 of the CMP states that a Site Waste Management Plan will be developed.

Air Quality

59.The Air Quality Assessment submitted with the application considers potential

impacts on air quality during both the construction and operational phases of the
proposed development. The modelling indicated that pollution levels at the
development were below the relevant air quality standards and, as such, the
location is considered suitable for its end use without the inclusion of mitigation
methods. Additionally, the assessment concluded that impacts on pollutant levels
as a result of operational phase vehicle exhaust emissions were not predicted to
be significant at any sensitive location in the vicinity of the site. Based on the
assessment results, the proposal would not have an adverse impact on air quality
issues.

60.A key theme of the National Planning Policy Framework is that development

61

should enable future occupiers to make “green” vehicle choices and “incorporate
facilities for charging plug-in and other ultra-low emissions vehicles” (paragraph
35). Oxford City Council’s Air Quality Action Plan 2013 commits to seeking to
ensure that new developments make appropriate provision for walking, cycling,
public transport and low emission vehicle infrastructure e.g. Electric Vehicle
charging points.

.As a minimum requirement, new development schemes should include the

provision of electric vehicle recharging provision and any mitigation requirements
arising from the exposure assessment, where applicable. To prepare for
increased demand in future years, appropriate cable provision should be included
in the scheme design and development. The recommended provision rate is at
least 1 Electric Vehicle (EV) charging point per 1000m? of commercial floorspace,
which in the case of this proposal would equate to 13 charging points. This
should be included by condition

Community Infrastructure Levy

62.The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is a standard charge on new
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development. The amount of CIL payable is calculated on the basis of the
amount of floor space created by a development and applies to developments of
100 square metres or more. Based on the floor area of the proposed
development the proposal will be liable for a CIL payment of £271,498.32.

Conclusion:

63.The proposal is considered to be in accordance with the relevant policies of the
Oxford Core Strategy 2026, Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016 and National Planning
Policy Framework and therefore officer's recommendation to the Members of the
East Area Planning Committee is to approve the development in principle, but
defer the application for the completion of a legal agreement to secure the
necessary financial contributions as set out above.

Human Rights Act 1998

Officers have considered the Human Rights Act 1998 in reaching a
recommendation to grant planning permission, subject to conditions. Officers
have considered the potential interference with the rights of the owners/occupiers
of surrounding properties under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol of
the Act and consider that it is proportionate.

Officers have also considered the interference with the human rights of the
applicant under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol caused by imposing
conditions. Officers consider that the conditions are necessary to protect the
rights and freedoms of others and to control the use of property in accordance
with the general interest. The interference is therefore justifiable and
proportionate.

Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998

Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the
need to reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this
application, in accordance with section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998.
In reaching a recommendation to grant planning permission, officers consider
that the proposal will not undermine crime prevention or the promotion of
community safety.

Contact Officer: Andrew Murdoch
Extension: 2228
Date: 8th July 2016
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Design Council, Angel Building, 407 St John Street, London EC1V 4AB United Kingdom DeSIgIJ
Tel +44(0)20 7420 5200 Fax +44(0)20 7420 5300 Council
info@designcouncil.org.uk www.designcouncil.org.uk @designcouncil

CONFIDENTIAL

20 November 2015

Naomi Hubbard
Savills

Wytham Court
11 West Way
Oxford OX2 0QL

QOur reference: DCC/0728

Oxford City Council: Former Royal Mail Sorting Office and Vehicle Maintenance Depot

Dear Naomi Hubbarb, ‘
Thank you for submitting this scheme to us; we reviewed the proposal on 6 November 2015.

Summary

This scheme has the potential to positively contribute to Cowley, one of Oxford’s district centres. Considering the
scheme in this context will help ensure it fits within the long-term vision of the area. We support the proposal for the
Former Royal Mail Sorting Office and Vehicle Maintenance Depot in principle. The proposed site layout, and height
and massing of the buildings are appropriate in the context of the existing business park and the local area. To
ensure this scheme is pleasant and safe for staff and visitors and functions efficiently, a clearer idea and approach
for the whole site is needed focusing on the open spaces and walkways, landscape and boundaries. We also
suggest further improvements to the treatment of the elevations.

Access, security and boundaries

The pedestrian routes between the building units successfully break up the mass of an otherwise large-scale
industrial-sized block. Pedestrian access onto Garsington Road helps promote walkability and the use of public
transportation. We recommend relocating the cycle racks to a place where they can be overlooked as they are
more likely to be more vulnerable to theft between the building units if they are only visible from the street. This will
create a stronger sense of safety within the compound. If pedestrian access is possible from Garsington Road, one
wider and clearty defined access route to the west of Unit 3 could be explored. This would help to visually link the
main entrance gate and the secondary entrance on Garsington Road. We suggest clearly demarcating them from
the road side to signify a point of entry.

Internal courtyard

Further opportunities to provide a better quality environment in the intemal courtyard for staff and visitors should be
explored by introducing more greenery to soften the impact of the hard landscaping. More space for trees and
planting would be beneficial particularly at the main entrance to accentuate the way into the site for visitors. Trees

N .
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CONFIDENTIAL

and planting can work alongside the car parking requirements provided species are selected which offer appropriate
clearance for vehicles. We suggest developing a drainage strategy for the site, including SUDs, exploring the
opportunity to introduce shallow swales where possible.

Elevational treatment

We support the elevational treatment options that are more “industrial” in character which express their respective
building use. Where possible, the design team could look at opportunities to simplify the elevations to ensure a calm
appearance. Taking advantage of the existing trees along Garsington Road and Hollow Way and planting trees
along the northem site boundary to screen the buildings from the road side and the residents is a positive move.
The large ‘Oxford Business Park’ sign on the fagade at this junction may appear confusing as it seems to signify a
point of entry.

The sustainable merits of the proposed building materials, durability and ease of construction should drive the
choice of materials. Pre-fabricated materials can work in this location. The relationship between the size and location
of the glazing with the interal spaces could be strengthened. It is worth examining the effect of overshadowing on
the ground level windows from the trees along the site’s perimeter. In terms of the roofline, we feel a parapet roof, as
In earlier options, is more appropriate while the bull-nose of the shallow gabled roofline is overly imposing. We
recommend taking advantage of the large roofs to collect run off water to imigate the green areas particularly along
the site’s perimeter which could also help to reduce management costs.

Thank you for consulting us and please keep us informed of the progress of the scheme. If there is any point that
requires clarification, please telephone us.

Yours sincerely,

Hatem Nabih
Design Council Cabe Advisor

Email hatem.nabih @designcouncil.org.uk
Tel +44(0)20 7420 5281

cc (by email only)

Christain Birrell DTZ Investors
Doug Unkles UMC Architects
Phil Brown Savills

Andrew Murdoch Oxford City Council

LU
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Review process
Following discussions with the design team and local authority, the scheme was reviewed on 06 November 2015 by Fred Manson (Chair) and

Deborah Nagan. These comments supersede any views we may have expressed previously.

Confidentiality

Since the scheme is not yet the subject of a planning application, the advice contained in this letter is offered in confidence, on condition that we are
kept informed of the progress of the project, including when it becomes the subject of a planning application. We reserve the right to make our
views known shoulld the views contained in this letter be made public in whole or in part (either accurately or inaccurately). If you do not require our
views to be kept confidential, please write to cabe @ designcouncil.org.uk.
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East Area Planning Committee

Agenda Item 4

3 August 2016

Application Number: 16/01357/FUL

Decision Due by: 9th September 2016

Proposal: Temporary use of part of car park for motorcycle testing/
training and part of stadium for storage and office at The

Kassam Stadium for three years.

Site Address: Kassam Stadium And Land Adjacent Falcon Close Oxford

OX4 4XP
Ward: Littlemore Ward

Agent: Ms Claire Biddle Applicant:

DVSA

Recommendation: East Area Planning Committee is recommended to grant

planning permission for the following reasons:

1 The Council considers that the proposal accords with the policies of the
development plan as summarised below. It has taken into consideration all
other material matters, including matters raised in response to consultation
and publicity. Any material harm that the development would otherwise give

rise to can be offset by the conditions imposed.

Conditions

1 Time limit (3 year temporary permission);
2 Hours of operation;

3 Areas of use;

4 Means of access;

Main Local Plan Policies:

Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016

CP1 - Development Proposals

CP6 - Efficient Use of Land & Density

CP10 - Siting Development to Meet Functional Needs
CP21 - Noise

CP19 - Nuisance

CP13 - Accessibility

TR6 - Powered Two-Wheelers
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Sites and Housing Plan
SP24_ - Kassam Stadium Sites, Grenoble Road

Other

Material Considerations:

National Planning Policy Framework

Relevant Site History

08/01873/FUL — Temporary use of part of car park for motorcycle testing/training and

part of stadium for storage and office. In association with the main use. — PER

Statutory and Internal Consultees:

Littlemore Parish Council

No objections but request that fencing be installed at an acceptable height and the
of opening are no more than have been allowed to date to prevent

hours

disturbance.

Highways Authority

No objections subject to conditions relating to areas of operation, no use during

match

days and access only from Grenoble Road.

Representations Received

REPORT

Site Description

. The application site encompasses the entire of the Kassam Stadium Site,

adjacent to Grenoble Road to the south-west of Blackbird Leys and south-
east of Littlemore. The site covers a large area, containing the stadium
itself and extensive areas of car parking that surround it. There are a
number of different land uses on adjacent sites, including a Holiday Inn to
the east and the Ozone Leisure Complex to the west. Beyond the site to
the north-east there is open space (including land around Northfield
Brook) and beyond that there is residential development in Blackbird Leys
(Spindleberry Close and Knights Road). Beyond the site to the south-east
there is residential development in Greater Leys (Emperor Gardens and
Acacia Avenue).

. The stadium is home to Oxford United Football Club but other uses have

taken place on the land when matches do not take place, including car
boot sales and conferences.

Proposed Development

In addition to the above uses at the site, the car park around the stadium
has been used by the Driving and Vehicles Standards Agency (DVSA) to
provide on-site testing and training for motorcycles. The current use has
been on-going since a temporary grant of planning permission for that use
in 2008. The temporary planning permission was granted for three years
and has therefore expired; it is believed that the use has been on-going
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REPORT

since that time on an unauthorised basis. Planning permission is sought to
retain the existing use for a temporary period of an additional three years.

. Details have been submitted with the application which set out what the

existing and proposed use of the site is. The proposals would provide the
on-going use of a Multi-Purpose Test Centre (MPTC) which was
developed by the Driving Standards Agency (DSA) to provide a safe
environment to carry out the new and more demanding motorcycle
exercises required by EU legislation; crucially, some of these testing
needs to be carried out before riders are allowed on the highway. The new
testing regime was initiated in September 2008 and prior to the
commencement of the use at the application would have meant that
Oxford would have been unable to provide a suitable motorcycle test
centre (the nearest would have been Swindon).

It is proposed to operate the site between the hours of 8am and 10pm,
from Monday to Friday and it is not proposed to operate the site for
motorcycle tests on match days or events. Currently, approximately 900
tests take place at the site each year.

The proposed use would enable part of the existing car parking area and
office/storage space within the stadium to be used for a limited amount of
license testing. An off-road test route can be set up within the application
site on the extensive car parking area; this provides a safe area for testing
to take place (which is not used by cars and is very visible to pedestrians
and cyclists crossing through the site.

A temporary planning permission is sought because the DVSA are in the
process of trying to find an alternative site (but have been unable to find
one to date); the applicant is therefore reluctant to seek a permanent
planning permission for the current use.

Officers Assessment:
Principle of Development

The application site lies within a defined area specific planning policy and
is identified as within SP24 of the Sites and Housing Plan (2013). This
policy seeks to deal with the opportunity to provide additional development
on parts of the Kassam Site. The proposed development would not
prejudice the requirements of this policy and would represent a small-
scale level of development that would be acceptable in policy terms.

The development would allow for the continued presence of a motorcycle
training facility in Oxford which would negate the need for local residents
to have to travel further afield for motorcycle testing and training.

Design and Use
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10.The proposals would involve fairly small-scale changes of use of parts of
the stadium site to provide offices, storage and training areas. These
changes would be sought on a temporary basis and would not prejudice
the principal use of the site as a stadium. As a result, Officers would
recommend that this aspect of the development would be acceptable.

11.Small-scale improvements are proposed to tarmac surface to facilitate the
continued use of the site for motorcycle testing and to provide a route
through the site that is appropriate for the DVSA’s specifications. This
would not have any material impact on the appearance or function of the
site.

Impact on Amenity

12.The application site lies over 100m from the nearest residential property;
the development is therefore unlikely to give rise to noise and disturbance
to nearby residents. During testing, only one motorcycle is normally in
operation and there is some mature vegetation around parts of the site
which would screen the activity and reduce noise impact.

13.There is a hotel near to the site but the hours of operation of testing would
be restricted to between 8am and 8pm and would therefore be unlikely to
give rise to an unacceptable impact on hotel customers.

14.Littlemore Parish Council have requested consideration of a fence around
the perimeter of the site to protect the amenity of nearby residents. This
would not be practical given the overall size of the site and the nature of
the use proposed. However, given the separation between the site and the
nearest dwelling it is recommended that the requirement for a fence would
also not be justified.

15. Officers would recommend that the site has operated without planning
permission since 2011 and has not been the subject of complaints that
have led to planning enforcement investigation or action being taken.

Access and Parking

16.The proposals state that there would only be two instructors visiting the
site during training and testing days and there would limited numbers
arriving for instruction. There is ample parking and accessibility for staff
and customers and Officers recommend that this is practical location that
has already operated successfully for a number of years.

17.The proposed development would be accessed from the existing point of
access off of Grenoble Road. A condition is included in the
recommendation that would require no other point of access for the use
proposed.
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Flooding and Surface Water Drainage
18.Minor works are proposed to repair and improve parts of the road surface

on the site. There would be no increase in surface water runoff that would
arise from the proposed development.

Conclusion

19.0n the basis of the above, Officers recommend that the East Area Planning
Committee grant planning permission for the proposed development subject

to the conditions as set out in the report.

Human Rights Act 1998

Officers have considered the Human Rights Act 1998 in reaching a
recommendation to grant planning permission, subject to conditions. Officers
have considered the potential interference with the rights of the owners/occupiers
of surrounding properties under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol of
the Act and consider that it is proportionate.

Officers have also considered the interference with the human rights of the
applicant under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol caused by imposing
conditions. Officers consider that the conditions are necessary to protect the
rights and freedoms of others and to control the use of property in accordance
with the general interest. The interference is therefore justifiable and
proportionate.

Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998

Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the
need to reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this
application, in accordance with section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998.
In reaching a recommendation to approve, officers consider that the proposal will
not undermine crime prevention or the promotion of community safety.

Background Papers: 16/01357/FUL
Contact Officer: Robert Fowler

Extension: 2104
Date: 19t July 2016
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Agenda Iltem 5

East Area Planning Committee 3rd August 2016

Application Number: 16/01631/DEM
Decision Due by: 11th August 2016

Proposal: Application to determine whether prior approval is required
for the method of demolition.

Site Address: Murco Service Station Between Towns Road Oxford OX4
3LZ

Ward: Cowley Ward

Agent: Mrs Julia Castle Applicant: Mrs Julia Castle

The application is to be considered by East Area Planning Committee as the
application is being made by Oxford City Council.

Recommendation: East Area Planning Committee is recommended Prior approval
required and granted.

For the following reasons:

1 The Local Planning Authority would confirm that prior approval is required for
the method of demolition and proposed restoration of the site. However the
Demolition Statement and Job Safety Analysis submitted with the application
are considered acceptable under the requirements of Part 11, Class B of
Schedule 2 of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted
Development) Order 2015.

2 In accordance with the requirements of condition B.2 (b) (viii) (bb) and (ix) (aa)
the development must be carried out in accordance with these details and
within 5 years from the date of this approval.

Main Local Plan Policies:
Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016

CP1 - Development Proposals
CP19 - Nuisance

CP21 - Noise

CP22 - Contaminated Land
Other Material Considerations:
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National Planning Policy Framework
Relevant Site History:

64/15395/A_H - Petrol filling station and motor showrooms. PER 8th September
1964.

66/18119/A_H - Development of site to provide petrol filling station and vehicle
service building. PER 25th October 1966.

67/18717/A_H - Outline application for the erection of a building to provide car safety
centre with showroom and tyre fitting area. PER 9th May 1967.

70/23329/A_H - Extensions, alterations and additions. PER 13th October 1970.
71/23329/A_H - Extensions, alterations and additions (revised). PER 8th June 1971.

80/00596/NF - Extension to existing sales kiosk and change of use of car wash bay
to M.O.T. Bay.. PER 28th July 1980.

15/01898/FUL - Change of use from filling station to car wash (retrospective).
APPRET .

Representations Received:

None

Statutory Consultees:

None

Officers Assessment:

1. This application is made on the basis of Schedule 2 Part 11 Class B of The
Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England)
Order 2015 and seeks to ascertain whether or prior approval is required in
relation to the method of demolition.

2. The application is accompanied by a Demolition Statement, the Demolition
Method Statement for the Break Out and Removal of Existing Tanks (Oxford
CC 02), and the Demolition of Existing Structures (Oxford CC 03), both dated
25/06/16, produced by Dakin Service Station Contractors Ltd.

3. These methods describe the safe demolition of existing structures and
removal of the underground storage tanks. They have detailed that soil
samples will be taken from the tank excavations to determine any residual
contamination. All excavations will be backfilled with suitable materials and
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covered in a level surface of concrete.

4. The demolition statement also includes details of protection measures for the
large, mature horse chestnut tree and the silver birch trees along the Between
Towns Road frontage.

Conclusion:

5. Officers are satisfied with the proposed methods of demolition, tank removal,
site restoration, and tree protection. As such, officers recommend that the
East Area Planning Committee grants prior approval for the proposed
demolition.

Human Rights Act 1998

Officers have considered the Human Rights Act 1998 in reaching a
recommendation to grant planning permission, subject to conditions. Officers
have considered the potential interference with the rights of the owners/occupiers
of surrounding properties under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol of
the Act and consider that it is proportionate.

Officers have also considered the interference with the human rights of the
applicant under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol caused by imposing
conditions. Officers consider that the conditions are necessary to protect the
rights and freedoms of others and to control the use of property in accordance
with the general interest. The interference is therefore justifiable and
proportionate.

Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998

Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the
need to reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this
application, in accordance with section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998.
In reaching a recommendation to approve, officers consider that the proposal will
not undermine crime prevention or the promotion of community safety.

Background Papers: 16/01631/DEM
Contact Officer: Nadia Robinson

Extension: 2697
Date: 21st July 2016
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Agenda Iltem 6

East Area Planning Committee

3rd August 2016

Application Number: 16/01530/CT3
Decision Due by: 3rd August 2016

Proposal: Refurbishment of the existing external artificial sports pitch
along with replacement ball-stop fencing, clean access and
site furniture, replacement floodlights. Resurfacing of the
existing playing space with new 3G artificial grass pitch
surface. Installation of new ball sto- fencing to the new pitch
perimeter to replace existing high level fencing. Creation of
new hard standing areas with associated porous asphalt
surfacing and matching ball stop fencing for pedestrian
access, goals storage and vehicular maintenance access.
Replacement of existing artificial (flood) light system.
Installation of overspill vehicular parking area.

Site Address: Tennis Courts Pegasus Road Oxford Oxfordshire
Ward: Blackbird Leys Ward

Agent: Mr Tom Betts Applicant: Oxford City Council

Recommendation: East Area Planning Committee is recommended to grant
planning permission for the following reasons:

1 The Council considers that the proposal accords with the policies of the
development plan as summarised below. It has taken into consideration all
other material matters, including matters raised in response to consultation
and publicity. Any material harm that the development would otherwise give
rise to can be offset by the conditions imposed.

Conditions

Development begun within time limit;
Develop in accordance with approved plans;
Materials;

Car parking;

Lighting;

Hours of lighting;

OO WN =

Main Local Plan Policies:
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Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016

CP1 - Development Proposals

CP8 - Design Development to Relate to its Context
CP10 - Siting Development to Meet Functional Needs
CP11 - Landscape Design

CP13 - Accessibility

CP19 - Nuisance

CP20 - Lighting

CP21 - Noise

Core Strategy

CS11 _ - Managing Flood Risk

CS12_ - Biodiversity

CS21_ - Green spaces, leisure and sport

CS18_ - Urban design, town character, historic environment

Sites and Housing Plan
SP5_ - Blackbird Leys Central Area

Other Material Considerations:
National Planning Policy Framework

Relevant Site History:

11/00242/CT3 - Extension to existing Blackbird Leys Leisure Centre to provide 25m
swimming pool, learner and fun pools and ancillary facilities. Alterations to existing
leisure centre including new entrance, plus external works including landscaping and
alterations to existing car parking to provide 121 spaces and 50 cycle spaces. — PER

Statutory and Internal Consultees:

Internal Biodiversity:

Considering that flood lighting is already present on the site, the lack of significant
ecological receptors and lack of records for protected species in the vicinity of the
site there are no objections in relation to the impact on ecology.

Blackbird Leys Parish Council
No comments.

Oxfordshire County Council Highways
No objections.

Representations Received:

None
Site Description

1. The application site encompasses the existing (and recently expanded)

Blackbird Leys Leisure Centre, the associated car park and an existing Multi
Use Games Area (MUGA) to the north of the car park. The site is accessed
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REPORT

from Pegasus Road and is sited within the central part of the Blackbird Leys
Estate. To the north and west of the site is the Cherwell Valley College site
(with the Evenlode Tower beyond), to the east is Blackbird Leys Park and to
the south is residential development off of Pegasus Road.

Proposed Development

It is proposed to resurface the MUGA and carry out other improvements
associate with the refurbishments of the sports pitch.

. The work includes replacing the surface of the MUGA with a new ‘3G’ artificial

grass pitch surface. The 3G surface is a type of playing surface that is more
contemporary than earlier generation artificial surfaces and meets Football
Association (FA) and technical guidance standards. It is also proposed to
erect new 4.5m high ball stop fencing around the perimeter, and install new
hard standing areas around the pitch for goal storage and maintenance
access.

Floodlighting is proposed to replace the existing four floodlight masts (that are
8m in height) with six floodlight masts of the same height.

A new overflow car parking area is proposed to provide an additional 41 car
parking spaces. The proposed overflow parking area would be constructed
with a ‘BodPave’ surface; this would match the adjacent 22 spaces provided
as an existing overflow to the main car parking immediately to the north of the
leisure centre.

The proposed MUGA is proposed to be administered and managed by the
Blackbird Leys Leisure Centre, to compliment the facilities provided on the
site.

The principle determining issues of the application are:

Principle

Design

Impact on Amenity

Car Parking and Access
Flooding and Surface Water Drainage

Officers Assessment:
Principle of Development

The application site is covered by an area specific policy, Policy SP5 of
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the Sites and Housing Plan. This is a site allocation that states that the
development of community facilities is acceptable in principle within the
application site. The proposed development would provide a replacement
of an existing MUGA and an enhancement to the community facilities
offering in the locality. The development is therefore acceptable in
principle.

Design

9. The proposals would involve the replacement of an existing tarmac MUGA
with a more natural looking artificial pitch that would be more visually
acceptable as well as providing a more realistic and high performance
playing surface. It should be noted that the existing MUGA is not usable
because of the poor quality of playing surface, including significant
undulations in the tarmac.

10.The proposed ball stop fencing would ensure that there would protect
nearby vehicles as well as provide a more visually acceptable enclosure to
the MUGA than the existing dilapidated fence.

11.The proposed six floodlighting columns would be a more modern design
and would not be higher than the existing columns. Each column would be
mounted with eight LED luminaires, which are a more contemporary and
high performance lighting design that are specified to provide less overspill
of light. The proposed lighting would have a high energy performance and
low maintenance cost. The proposed floodlighting columns have a
brushed silver finish. It is recommended that the replacement floodlighting
would be acceptable visually in this location; having had regard to the
presence of lighting in the surrounding area (especially the car park to the
south).

12.The propose car parking area and tarmac access would appear
acceptable in visual terms. It would form an acceptable extension to the
existing car park. The proposed car park would be close to the existing
ticket machines in the main car park. This part of the site is already well lit
because of the adjacent overflow car park that runs parallel to the
proposed area of parking.

13.The proposed tarmacked access point for the MUGA relates well to the
existing car park (and proposed overflow); the level access in this location
and close proximity to the adjacent leisure centre would ensure that this is
would be a practical and usable facility as well as being accessible by
disabled users. The design and access statement submitted with the
application states that all paths will comply with the requirements of the
Disability Discrimination Act (DDA) regulations and Sport England’s
Technical Design Guidance Note ‘Accessible Sports Facilities 2010’.

14.1t is proposed to clear overgrown vegetation surrounding the MUGA and
provide a paved, mowed margin and areas for goals. This would provide a
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more open surrounding for the MUGA which would improve visual
surveillance and contribute to the safety and functionality of the site.

Impact on Amenity

15. The development proposed is not immediately adjacent to any residential
buildings. The Evenlode Tower is approximately 60m from the nearest
proposed floodlighting column and plans have been provided that would
indicate minimal light spillage from the floodlighting over that distance
(less than 2 LUX). It is considered that this is a location already containing
floodlighting (and other lighting) where the impact on amenity would be
acceptable.

16.There is a noise impact associated with the use of MUGA and all sports
pitches, particularly where floodlighting enables play later in the evenings
(especially in winter months). However, as this is an existing sports pitch
(and forms part of a wider leisure use of the surrounding site) it is
considered acceptable in terms of its amenity impact. A condition is
recommended that would require lighting to be switched off after 10pm at
night.

Car Parking and Access

17.There are proposals to provide a net increase of 41 car parking spaces;
these would be aligned with the existing overflow car park to the north of
the leisure centre. The new car parking area would be accessed from the
main car park itself; it is understood that the proposals would form a
continuation of the existing car park with the same charging and
enforcement regime. In access terms, the proposals would be acceptable
and provide sufficient car parking for the users of the MUGA and in
relation to the requirements of Policy TR3 of the Oxford Local Plan 2001-
2016.

18.1t is important to point out that the car parking that is proposed would also
provide a useful overflow car park for the leisure centre during peak
periods which would reduce the impact on local parking pressures and
improve highway safety. It is recommended that the development would
be acceptable in terms of the amount of parking and impact on highway
safety.

Flooding and Surface Water Drainage
19. The application site does not lie in an area of high flood risk.
20. The proposals would provide for the disposal of surface water on-site.

The proposed artificial pitch would contain a permeable sub-base to deal
with excess water and there are adequate on-site soak always within the
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application site. The existing playing surface is constructed from tarmac
which is impermeable; therefore the proposals would have no increase in
surface water runoff.

Biodiversity

21. Considering the amount of lighting on-site and no documented protected
species, the proposed development would be acceptable in terms of the
impact on ecology and would comply with the requirements of Policy CS12
of the Core Strategy (2011).

Conclusion:

22.0n the basis of the above, Officers recommend that the East Area Planning
Committee grant planning permission for the proposed development subject
to the conditions as set out in the report.

Human Rights Act 1998

Officers have considered the Human Rights Act 1998 in reaching a
recommendation to grant planning permission, subject to conditions. Officers
have considered the potential interference with the rights of the owners/occupiers
of surrounding properties under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol of
the Act and consider that it is proportionate.

Officers have also considered the interference with the human rights of the
applicant under Article 8 and/or Article 1 of the First Protocol caused by imposing
conditions. Officers consider that the conditions are necessary to protect the
rights and freedoms of others and to control the use of property in accordance
with the general interest. The interference is therefore justifiable and
proportionate.

Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998

Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the
need to reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this
application, in accordance with section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998.
In reaching a recommendation to approve, officers consider that the proposal will
not undermine crime prevention or the promotion of community safety.

Background Papers: 16/01530/CT3
Contact Officer: Robert Fowler

Extension: 2104
Date: 19t July 2016
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Agenda Item 7

MINUTES OF THE EAST AREA PLANNING o

COMMITTEE % ’g EB
E| oA

Wednesday 6 July 2016 5 O)él;%l{m
E COUNCIL

COUNCILLORS PRESENT: Councillors Coulter (Chair), Henwood (Vice-Chair),
Chapman, Clarkson, lley-Williamson, Lloyd-Shogbesan, Paule, Wolff and
Wilkinson.

OFFICERS PRESENT: Michael Morgan (Lawyer), Andrew Murdoch
(Development Control Team Leader), Nadia Robinson (Planning Policy), Sarah
Stevens (Planning Service Transformation Consultant) and Jennifer Thompson
(Committee and Members Services Officer)

10. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE AND SUBSTITUTIONS

Councillor Taylor submitted apologies and Councillor lley-Williamson substituted
for her.

11. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

In relation to Minute 12 (16/01320/CT3) Councillor Chapman said he was the
Lead Member on the project board. He took part in the decision as this was not a
pecuniary interest and his involvement did not otherwise disqualify him.

12. 16/01320/CT3: NORTHWAY AND MARSTON FLOOD ALLEVIATION
SCHEME PHASE 1 - NORTHWAY SPORTS GROUND , MALTFIELD
ROAD

The Committee considered an application for planning permission for Phase 1 of
the Northway and Marston Flood Alleviation Scheme including installation of
landscape bunds at Northway Community Field to create flood storage area,
road re-profiling at Westlands Drive and Saxon Way and flood resilience
measures at Oxford Boxing Academy (amended plans) at Northway Sports
Ground, Maltfield Road.

The planning officer reported that Sport England had now withdrawn their
objection as they were content that pitch provision would be maintained with a
full size pitch on site and artificial surface junior pitches which were located
nearby. He advised the committee to remove reference to the Secretary of State
in the resolution, and the committee agreed this.
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He confirmed that it was the responsibility of the applicant and the Highways
Authority to refer the design of speed humps (para 48) to the Secretary of State
for approval.

Helen Vaughan-Evans and Jo Colwell, representing the applicant, spoke in
support of the application and answered questions from the committee.

The Committee resolved to grant planning permission for application
16/01320/CT3 subject to the conditions listed:

Development begun within time limit.
Develop in accordance with approved plans.
SuDS drainage.

Details of outlet infrastructure.

Landscape plan required.

Landscape — carry out by completion.
Landscape hard surface design - tree roots.
Landscape underground services - tree roots..
Tree Protection Plan (TPP) 1.

10. Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS) 1.
11. Conservation of habitats and species.

12. Bird and bat boxes.

13. Removal of vegetation.

14. Table ramp details - new gradient.

15. Construction Travel Management Plan.

16. Materials management plan.

17. Watching brief — contamination.

18. Archaeology.

©CoNoOORWN =

13. JOHN RADCLIFFE HOSPITAL, HEADLEY WAY: 16/00859/FUL

The Committee considered an application for planning permission for the
construction of a Ronald McDonald House to provide 62 bedrooms including
communal areas, admin facilities, plant and store rooms along with associated
landscaping and drop off area at the John Radcliffe Hospital, Headley Way.

Andrew Rainford (AEW Architects), Anne Ward (Ronald McDonald House
Charities) and Karen Steinhardt and Sheila Aldred (Oxford University Hospitals
NHS Foundation Trust) spoke in support of the application and answered
questions from the committee.

The Committee resolved to approve application 16/00859/FUL subject to the
following conditions:

Development begun within time limit.
Develop in accordance with approved plans.
Material Samples.

Further design details of windows.
Landscape Plan.

abrwn =
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Landscape Implementation.

Landscape Management Plan.

Hard Surface Design — Tree Roots.
Underground Services — Tree Roots.
10. Tree Protection Plan.

11. Arboricultural Method Statement.

12. Travel Plan

13. Cycle and Refuse Areas Provided.

14. Construction Traffic Management Plan.
15. Noise Levels as stated in Noise Assessment Report.
16. Air conditioning plant.

17. Drainage Strategy.

18. Biodiversity Measures / Enhancements.
19. Energy Strategy Implementation.

20. Contaminated Land Risk Assessment.

14. JOHN RADCLIFFE HOSPITAL, HEADLEY WAY: 16/00860/ADV

The Committee considered an application for the display of three internally
illuminated fascia signs on the proposed Ronald McDonald House, John
Radcliffe Hospital, Headley Way.

Andrew Rainford (AEW Architects), Anne Ward (Ronald McDonald House
Charities) and Karen Steinhardt and Sheila Aldred (Oxford University Hospitals
NHS Foundation Trust) spoke in support of the application and answered
questions from the committee.

The Committee resolved to approve application 16/00860/ADV subiject to the
following conditions:

1. Five year time limit.

2. Advert - Statutory conditions.

3. Fascia Signage lllumination levels.

15. PLANNING APPEALS

The Committee noted the report on planning appeals received and determined
during May 2016.

16. MINUTES

The Committee resolved to approve the minutes of the meeting held on 8 June
2016 as a true and accurate record.

57



17. FORTHCOMING APPLICATIONS

The Committee noted the list of forthcoming applications and that:

e 16/01394/B56 would be determined under delegated powers as support for
the call-in had been withdrawn to the point this was no longer valid;

e the correct reference for the application for Temple Cowley Pools, Temple
Road, OX4 2EZ was 16/01225/FUL.

18. DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS

The Committee noted the dates.

The meeting started at 6.00 pm and ended at 7.35 pm
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