BURGHFIELD PARISH COUNCIL

A meeting of the Planning Committee was held at the Village Hall on 11 March 2010, commencing at 8.56 p.m.

Present:


Mr. M Wright (Chairman),




Miss. M. Cresser, Miss. R. Gore,




Mr. J. Gibson, Mr. C. Greaves, Mr. S. Hill, Mr. S. James, 




Mr. P. Lawrence, Mr. M. Lochrie, Mr. M. Paterson-Borland,




Mr. D. Woad.

Apologies:

Mrs. C. Jackson-Doerge, Mr. I. MacFarlane. 





 


In Attendance:

Clerk to the Parish Council

1. Declarations of Interest

There were no items on the agenda requiring Members to declare either a personal or 
prejudicial interest.
2.
Consideration of Planning Applications

The following planning applications were received.


Ref. No.
Location Proposal and Observations


10/00253
Mapletons, Reading Road.




Single storey side extension and change of use of part of both ground and




first floor from domestic accommodation to bed and breakfast 




accommodation and re-siting of access.




No objections.

10/00337
Burghfield Common Post Office, Recreation Road.




Retrospective 3 no. fascia and 1 no. projecting signs.




No objections, but there are concerns that the signage is overly large and 




the Parish Council needs to be assured that the sign will not remain lit after 


the post office closes for the day. Once again the Parish Council is gravely 


concerned that this is a retrospective application and that the original plans 


were not properly enforced by West Berkshire District Council. Numerous 


complaints have been received from parishioners near to the development.


10/00400
45 Clayhill Road and Land to the Rear of 43, 47 and 49.




Objections, as listed below.




Access to 45 Clayhill Road was originally designed for the use of one 



house as a driveway entrance.




Car movements will be greatly increased through an access way, not a road. 


Visibility on to Clayhill Road is poor.




The access is within 40 yards of one of Clayhill Roads’ width restrictions 


where cars often wait to turn to pass through.




The site is extremely close to Garland’s School and further car movements 


could bring safety concerns for the children at peak movement times.




Cars park at all times, but most especially at school drop off and pick up 



times, on both sides of Clayhill Road exactly where the proposed access is to 


be.




These parked cars already cause obstructions some evenings because of the 


shops.  Residents park to use the shops and takeaways.




Given that only 26 car parking spaces are proposed, this could mean that 


visitors to these houses park on Clayhill Road( as is already seen at the 



recent Holmstead development on Hollybush Lane)or on the shopping parade 


car park.




The proposed use would likely result in a significant increase in the amount 


of vehicular movements to and from the site. It has not been demonstrated 


that the application site has sufficient highway frontage to provide a suitable 


road access with adequate site lines. The application therefore fails to satisfy 


Policy OVS2 of the West Berkshire District Local Plan 1991-2006 Saved 



Policies 2007 which requires all new development to comply with highway 


standards in respect of access.




Burghfield Village Design Statement




The VDS will be adopted and published shortly




It states that further infill and building on gardens is to be discouraged, 



along with further loss of spaces within Burghfield Common, which will have 


a negative effect on the village character.




Through the VDS, Burghfield residents have also expressed their wish that 


parking space designed for new houses should reflect the number of 



bedrooms proposed.




Garages should meet certain minimum door and internal width requirements 


so that modern cars can actually use them and the proposed single garages 


do not meet these criteria.


3.
Conclusion


The Chairman declared the meeting closed at 9.17 p.m.
 









Chairman
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