
ATTACHMENT 1 
Email exchange with Council planning officers  

 
 
From: Sue Pilcher <  
Sent: 21 September 2020 12:56 
To: 'Jane Wood' < ; Laura Levitt < > 
Subject: RE: 16/00151/AOP - Heritage assessment enquiry 
  
Dear Ms Wood 
  
Apologies for not having come back to you before. I was on leave when your email came 
through and have lots to catch up on and prioritise. I will consider the points you have made 
and will discuss them with heritage and highways colleagues and will come back to you with 
an update as soon as I can. 
  
Kind regards 
  
Sue 
  
Mrs Sue Pilcher 
Principal Planning Officer 
Planning, Growth and Sustainability DIrectorate 
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From: Jane Wood [ ]  
Sent: Sunday, September 20, 2020 4:59 PM 
To: Laura Levitt; Sue Pilcher 
Subject: 16/00151/AOP - Heritage assessment enquiry 
  
Dear Laura Levitt and Sue Pilcher, 
  
I am disappointed not to have had a reply from either of you to my email about whether 
you can reconsider the inadequate heritage impact assessment in relation 
to 16/00151/AOP, and prepare a more thorough and suitable assessment instead, to help 
develop suitable mitigation measures as a requirement of the development. I sent in my 
email enquiry about four weeks ago. 
  
Please could you revisit our message trail (below) and let me have a response? 
  
Thank you. 
  
Jane Wood 
Old House Cottage 
Maids Moreton  
  



 
From: Jane Wood <  
Sent: 24 August 2020 12:38 
To:  
Cc:  
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] S106 / CTMP in Maids Moreton 
  
Dear Ms Pilcher, 
  
Thank you for your reply, regarding the impact of traffic related to 16/00151/AOP on the 
historic buildings of Maids Moreton. 
  
I don't see the logic of concluding that my concerns can be dismissed because no 
restrictions were need for construction traffic on other "modern developments" in the 
village. The closest and most relevant "modern developments" were not recent. Manor Park 
was built off Main Street 55 years ago in 1965, when construction traffic was much smaller 
and lighter, with lower weight limits, than is now the case. Even in 1979 when 5 houses 
were built at Walnut Drive, vehicles sizes, weights and limits were much lower than now. 
This application involves 170+ houses, with present-day construction vehicles,  not to 
mention subsequent residential vehicles, all of much greater size and weight, having to 
negotiate their way past vulnerable historic buildings through Maids Moreton's 
conservation area, to access and exit the site. They are not comparable situations at all. 
  
Since Walnut Drive was built 55 years ago, old buildings such as my house have been 
subjected to ever increasing volumes, speeds, sizes and weights of traffic. I can physically 
feel the rumble in my home every time a vehicle passes. The bigger the vehicle, the greater 
the rumble. Main Street has a lot of on-street parking, and narrow pavements or no 
pavements in some stretches, so passing traffic has to travel close to the roadway edges, 
very close to the adjacent buildings at some points. Mine is not the only historic house 
without foundations. My concerns and those of my neighbours are not trivial or vexatious. 
  
The 14th century Grade I St Edmund's church is known to have structural problems at the 
Mill Lane end, which has seen a huge increase in the volume of through-traffic since the 
development of the various Moreton Road estates in recent years. May I remind you that 
the church is less than 10m from the Mill Lane carriageway. A substantial amount of the 
development traffic is apparently expected to take that route, yet no work has been done 
on possible impact and necessary mitigation measures. 
  
I find it astonishing that none of this has been taken into account, no vibration studies have 
been done and that no one at County appears to have picked up on the inconsistent findings 
of your own documents. The Corrigendum to the officer's report, which came out the 
afternoon before the Committee met, says: 
  
 "Again, it is important to note that the impact of the development traffic along the full 
length of Main Street will be minimal.”  
  
Yet in the very next paragraph, the Officer's response says:  
  



“With regards to the points made in respect of the impact of traffic generation resulting in 
noise and disturbance to existing residential properties, it is acknowledged that additional 
traffic would be created and that this would be substantial.” 
  
Somehow, the conclusion drawn is: 
  
"It is not considered that the impact would be so significant as to result in undue noise or 
disturbance to residential amenities. As such the impact on amenities should continue to be 
afforded neutral weight in the planning balance.” 
  
As the resident of a very old house in the middle of Main Street, noticing impacts of present 
traffic volume, size and speed every day, it is impossible to have any confidence in this 
conclusion. 
  
I understand that the Heritage Office who made the original comments has since left, and so 
I am attempting to copy this to Laura Levitt (I have had to guess at her email address) as I 
gather she may now be the most appropriate person to reconsider this issue. I would be 
grateful if you would forward my message if I have mis-addressed it to her.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Jane Wood 
  
  

 
From: Sue Pilcher <  
Sent: 13 August 2020 10:39 
To: 'Jane Wood' < > 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] S106 / CTMP in Maids Moreton 
  
Dear Ms Wood 
  
I recall that this matter was raised previously and considered by the Council’s Heritage 
Officer who at that time felt that it would not be appropriate to include safeguarding 
measures for the heritage assets from the possible effects of construction traffic. It was 
noted that there is modern housing close by the heritage assets and that this development 
had been built without the need for restrictions to construction traffic. Therefore it would 
be difficult to justify such measures now. 
  
Kind regards 
  
Sue 
  
Mrs Sue Pilcher 
Principal Planning Officer 
Planning, Growth and Sustainability DIrectorate 
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From: Jane Wood [   
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2020 7:19 PM 
To: Sue Pilcher 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] S106 / CTMP in Maids Moreton 
  
Dear Sue Pilcher, 
  
In your recent email uploaded on the planning portal (re. 16/00151/AOP) you quote from 
what I think is a draft CTMP: 
  
"A condition survey of the surrounding highway network to include pre-commencement 
photographs and details of securing the submission of post- construction photographs and 
any necessary mitigation required to repair the highway network" 
  
Can you extend this requirement to include surveying and repairing any damage to historic / 
listed buildings, resulting from site traffic passing on highways close to these fragile 
buildings? Many of us are concerned about the possible effects of vibration on our homes 
and on the ancient church. I would appreciate your comments and reassurance that this 
potential issue has not been overlooked. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  
Jane Wood 

 (a Grade II listed building without foundations) 
 




