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Bel ow | have pasted comments fromny docunent. | will subnit the

full docunent for publication via enail

RESPONSE TO APPLI CATI ON 242893 RELATI NG TO BRI CK BARNS, REMENHAM
H LL, HENLEY- ON- THAMES. RG 3HN.

1. Application 242893 appears to take the formof an out-of-tine
appeal , not on a point of |law, against the binding decision by the
Pl anni ng | nspectorate, follow ng the appeal made by the Appellants
(John & Bridget Bateman), against the Enforcenent Order served by
Woki ngham Council on 14 June 20 23. As such it should automatically
fail

2. Notwi thstanding the Statenent of Community |nvol venent in
application 242893, we have not been consulted on this |atest
application for proposed devel opnent at Brick Barns by the
Applicants (John & Bridg et Batenan). No public notice of

consul tation has been displayed at Brick Barns over the period of
consultation to 03 January 2025.

3. As direct neighbours, we hoped the conclusion of the | ast appea
by Appel |l ants agai nst the Enforcenent Order served by Wki ngham
Council on 14 June 2023, and the binding decision of the Planning

I nspectorate, would bring the nmatter of unauthorised devel opnent at
Brick Barns to an end. In a nutshell, the Planning |Inspectorate
uphel d Wki ngham Council's case at appeal that the Appellants
illegally developed the land of Brick Barns with the erection of
nuner ous outbui |l di ngs and hardst andi ng, thereby suburbanising the
area (green

bel t):

"Wt hout planning perm ssion, the unauthorised change of use of the
Land to residential garden including, the erection of five
bui | di ngs; changi ng of ground levels; and formation of

har dst andi ng" .

4. Conpliance with the Enforcenent Order is underway and we | ook

forward to its conclusion as during the whole tine we have lived at
Nobl e Barn, now over five years, there has been continual building
work at Brick Barns and ensuing di sturbance in one formor another

5. Specifically, regarding the three points put forward in the
| at est pl anning application, 242893, we believe the foll ow ng
i nformation and evi dence shoul d be consi der ed:

(a) "Retention of part of the unauthorised drive in a nodified

form to enable the delivery of goods required for the maintenance
of the

land and to allow a vehicle to enpty the cesspit w thout preventing
t he closure of the lane to other traffic and nei ghbours during the



required servicing."

Response to itens 3.4 to 3.11 - Cesspit /delivery of goods for |and
mai nt enance

- Access for a waste nmanagenent vehicle to enpty the cesspit at
Brick Barns, as |located on the supplied draw ng (242893-Pl anni ng

Pl ans-10122024), is easy to achieve via the new drive w thout
closing or blocking Dairy Lane because the new drive at Brick Barns
has a

| arge bell nouth opening and is wide (see Figure 1).

Figure 1
(See full docunent)

New drive, with wide bell nmouth, at Brick Barns

- Waste suppliers such as ABS offer a range of vehicles to enpty
cesspits, including 1,000-gallon waste nmanagenent vehicles with hose
pi pes nmany netres long. See: A Better Service Waste Managenent

- The cesspit at Noble Barn, as devel oped by the Applicants, is in a
nore awkward and distant corner fromDairy Lane than the cesspit at
Brick Barns (see Figure 2) and it can be accessed by a | arge waste
managenent vehicle through a drive with:

oNo bell mouth opening onto Dairy Lane

0 A narrower opening than the new drive at Brick Barns
0A drive with bends and hard steel -edged corners and
0A large netal -edged pine tree border to navigate

Figure 2
(See full docunent)

- The pictures in Figure 3 below, taken on 24/12/24, denonstrate how
the cesspit at Noble Barn can be accessed by a | arge vehicle and how
the sane operation can happen at Brick Barns via its |arger

entrance:

Figure 3
(See full docunent)

- North drive entrance at Noble Barn: 3.6mw de with no bell nouth
openi ng

- Bends and netal -edging to navigate

- Curve with netal -edged pine tree to navigate

- 1000-gal l on vehicle, seen fromfurther up Dairy Lane towards
Brick Barns, reverses into north driveway of Noble Barn, with anple
turning room

- The sanme vehicle naking the reverse turn into the north driveway
of Noble Barn, viewed fromwi thin the driveway

- Vehicle easily conpletes the nmanouevre into driveway



- Vehicl e reverses along the north driveway of Noble Barn, passing
t he net al - edged pi ne tree border

- Vehicle arrives at opposite end of Noble Barn driveway

- Now uses extensive hose pipes (which can be seen on the truck)

to reach the cesspit

- Cesspits for a two-person dwelling typically require enptying
once per year and the process of enptying takes approximately 15
m nutes - Here the hoses fromthe lorry can be seen depl oyed by the
operative to the cesspit

- "An unauthorised drive in nodified form would not be sufficiently
robust to support the |large vehicles John & Bridget Batenman descri be
in their application, particularly with increasing wet weather as
the British clinmate changes. Dairy Lane during the wi nter already
reflects this as delivery trucks and other commercial vehicles
frequent |y use the grass verges to pass one another, resulting in
ruts and nuddy tracks (see Figure 4 below). As such, the

condition of the proposed track shown in Fig. 2 of application
242893 woul d be inpossible to maintain if a | arge drai nage truck or
an agricultural vehicle were to pass over it

Figure 4
(See full docunent)
Typi cal condition of Dairy Lane

-In the past, on the I and of Brick Barns, what began as an

unaut hori sed drive across the field, was subsequently covered in
substantial hardstanding. G ven the previous history of unlawful
devel opnent at the property we woul d be concerned this could happen
agai n, danmagi ng the natural environnent.

-In short, we believe continued use of the unauthorised driveway as
proposed in application 242893 is borne out of the persona
preference of the Applicants, rather than any necessity. W have
denonstrated

how access can be achieved to the cesspit at Noble Barn using a

typi cal waste nmanagenent truck. There is no reason why the
Applicants should not do the same at Brick Barns, nor why any other
agricultural or other delivery vehicles cannot use the new drive at
Brick Barns to access the |and.

- Consequently, the new 'agricultural gate' (See Figure 5) which

has been installed on Dairy Lane at the entrance to the unauthorised
driveway, which is out of keeping with the estate rail across the
rest of Park Place, should be renoved, blocked up (and replaced

with estate rail), inline with the Planning Inspector's binding
deci si on.

Figure 5
(See full docunent)

- Newy installed gate at unauthorised driveway
- Non-native laurels yet to be renoved to allow views across the
par k



(b) "Retention of Building 4 (as identified on the application

pl ans) for the use in connection with the nmaintenance of the |and,
and

nodi fied to provide replacenent bat roosts; and

Response to itens 3.12 to 3.14 inclusive

- No evidence that bats exist at Brick Barns, such as a bat survey,
is supplied with the application

- The new drawi ngs of Building 4 to provide bat roosts |ack ful
measurenents including the total height. The space set out in
application 242893 is very large, and it is not clear why bats
require this anount of space, nor how control of the bat roosts
woul d be

managed. There is also no guarantee that any bats woul d choose to
occupy the proposed bat roost but to be clear, with this
application, no evidence has been provided of bat roosting on the
property at all.

-1t is not unreasonable that Applicants will need proportionate
space to house equi pnent to maintain the land of the Brick Barns
plot. If that is the case, they should apply for that al one upon

conpl etion of the existing Enforcenent O der.

(c) "Retention of one and a half, raised tinber flower beds within
the cottage garden, that fall outside of the residential curtilage
to Brick Barns."

- Wiile no evidence is supplied of environnental recognition by
garden interest groups or journalists, we do not believe it would be
harnful to keep the raised beds.

Concl usi on

Application 242893 appears to take the formof an out-of-tine
Appeal , against a binding decision by the appointed Pl anni ng

I nspector, not on a point of law. As such it should automatically
fail

From M & Ms T. Betts
Nobl e Barn

Renenham Hi | |

Henl ey- on- Thanes.

Berksh ire.

R® 3HN

Date: 02 January 2025



