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Agreed by Harwell Parish Council on 10 March 2015

P14/V1663/FUL Construction of 80 dwellings with associated open space, roads
and parking provision (as amended by documentation received 22 December
submitted by the applicant/agent) at Land to the south of Blenheim Hill, Harwell

Harwell Parish Council objects to this application because

1. It contravenes saved policy NE10 designed to protect the rural area between Harwell
and Didcot from development.

2. Although not a material consideration, there is a potential for 5000 houses in Harwell
Parish arising from the Local Plan, and this application is only possible because of the
lack of a 5 year housing supply. If the Vale had such a supply, NE10, and other policies,
would apply and this application would have been unlikely to come forward.

3. The site access is from Blenheim Hill which is narrower than the current standards for a
road of this type. The application proposes a widened pavement which in turn will
narrow the road with the risk of compromising the safety of both the traffic and
pedestrians.

4. The site does not integrate easily into the rest of the village; circuitous access and the
distance to the facilities questions the sustainability of proposal.

5. The sum of all the issues outlined below.

Positives
 PC welcomes the reduction in the number of houses, the increase in the number of 2 bed

houses, the retention of the trees on the site and the provision of open space between the
proposed houses and the existing properties in the village.

Site
 Affordable housing have unallocated street parking only with lack of visitor space. Request a

condition that allocated parking is provided

 Concern that the central apartment block, although lowered from 3 to 2.5 storeys will still be
a dominant feature more appropriate to an urban setting than a rural one.

 Ownership and maintenance of POS, and specifically the boundaries and hedges will need
clarifying and defining.

 Some neighbours have concerns over the nature of the boundaries proposed between them
and the development. Resolution of this, and provision of agreed fences or walls should be
made a condition of any permission.

 Concern over the information presented at the PC meeting on March 10 that the north end

of the site will be raised by up to 1.5 metres to provide adequate gradient for drainage.

Request that this is checked by appropriate landscape officers.

Traffic and Safety in Blenheim Hill
 PC recognises that the major contribution to additional traffic on Blenheim Hill will come

from GWP and all the other developments proposed in the Vale Local Plan. However it is
concerned that if the footpath is widened, the road will become too narrow.

 Speed on B4493 a major issue, especially for safety of pedestrians and cyclists, and not sure
that enough measures are provided to slow traffic down.



Page 2 of 2

 Widening the pavement on Blenheim Hill will still leave a footpath narrower than the
standard, with risk to pedestrian safety from overhanging mirrors etc.; a problem
exacerbated by the narrowness of the road.

Connectivity
 Distance to school, shops and other facilities does not meet sustainability goals.

Vale Urban Design Officer guideline are 400m / 5 mins
420m from site entrance down Burr St to Drewitts Corner (shops). Drewitts Corner to school
520m. SW corner via the Cleave to DC 490m. SW corner via the Cleave to School 855m.

 Foot access uses Blenheim Hill and Burr Street. Dangerous, narrow pavements – not
convinced that proposed widening of the pavement will be adequate.

 Not good for cycling – Blenheim Hill and Burr Street are narrow and dangerous. No suitable
routes to schools or shops in village or Didcot. The cut through to the Cleave is a footpath
only.

Technical
 Request that officers and their advisors are vigilant to ensure that drainage schemes will

work, and that connectivity to sewage (Thames Water) is not an issue.

Policy
 Contravenes saved policy NE10

“In the urban fringes and important open gaps between settlements, as shown on the
proposals map, development or changes of use which would harm their essentially open
or rural character will not be permitted.”

 Vale Local Plan SHLA assessment did not progress this site. Although ‘suitable in principle’, it
had concerns about access and proximity to a listed building. It also said the site “doesn’t
relate particularly well to [the village] settlement for pedestrians”.

 Site is Grade 2 agricultural land (see NPPF #112).

Conditions
 Request a construction traffic management plan with a condition that construction access is

not through village, with penalties to be imposed by the developer on any construction

traffic that does not follow the traffic management plan.

 If the heightening of the levels at the north end of the site requires additional lorry

movements to import the soil, this must be defined and controlled in the construction traffic

management plan.


