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Public Document Pack

Cherwell District Council

Executive

Minutes of a meeting of the Executive held at Bodicote House, Bodicote,
Banbury, OX15 4AA, on 24 February 2020 at 5.00 pm

Present:

Also
Present:

Apologies
for
absence:

Officers:

Councillor Barry Wood (Chairman), Leader of the Council
Councillor George Reynolds (Vice-Chairman), Deputy Leader
of the Council

Councillor Colin Clarke, Lead Member for Planning

Councillor lan Corkin, Lead Member for Customers and
Transformation

Councillor Tony llott, Lead Member for Financial Management
and Governance

Councillor Andrew McHugh, Lead Member for Health and
Wellbeing

Councillor Lynn Pratt, Lead Member for Economy,
Regeneration and Property

Councillor Sean Woodcock, Leader of the Labour Group
Councillor John Broad

Councillor John Donaldson, Lead Member for Housing
Councillor Richard Mould, Lead Member for Performance
Councillor Dan Sames, Lead Member for Clean and Green

Yvonne Rees, Chief Executive

Paul Feehily, Executive Director: Place and Growth (Interim)
Adele Taylor, Executive Director: Finance (Interim) & Section
151 Officer

Nick Graham, Director of Law and Governance / Monitoring
Officer

David Peckford, Assistant Director: Planning and Development
Belinda Green, Operations Director - CSN Resources

Natasha Clark, Governance and Elections Manager

Declarations of Interest

There were no declarations of interest.

Minutes

The minutes of the meeting held on 3 February 2020 were agreed as a
correct record and signed by the Chairman.
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Chairman's Announcements

There were no Chairman’s announcements.

Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan 2011-2031 - Oxford's Unmet
Housing Needs: Submission of Main Modifications

The Assistant Director — Planning and Development submitted a report to
seek approval for the submission of Main Modifications to the Partial Review
of the adopted Cherwell Local Plan 2011-2031 to the Secretary of State for
Housing, Communities and Local Government for the continuance of the
independent examination.

Resolved

(1)  That, having given due consideration, the responses to the consultation
on the Main Modifications summarised in the Statement of Consultation
(Annex to the Minutes as set out in the Minute Book) be noted.

(2)  That, having given due consideration, the supporting documents
relevant to the preparation of the Main Modifications, Appendices 1 —
17 to the report (attached as Annexes to the Minutes as set out in the
Minute Book) and those documents listed below be noted:
e PR104 Cherwell Green Belt Study Second Addendum (September
2019)
e PR105 Cherwell Water Cycle Study Addendum (September 2019)
e PR106 Ecological Advice Cumulative Impacts Addendum
(September 2019)
e PR107 Habitat Regulations Assessment Stage 1 and Stage 2
Addendum (September 2019)
PR108 Landscape Analysis for PR09 (September 2019)
PR109 Transport Assessment Addendum (September 2019)
PR110 Site Capacity Sense Check (September 2019)
PR111 Local Plan Viability Assessment Addendum (September
2019)
e PR112 Site Policy PR7b Stratfield Farm Highways Update
(September 2019)
e PR113a Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Non-technical
Summary (September 2019)
PR113b Sustainability Appraisal Addendum (September 2019)
PR114 Statement of Consultation Amendment (November 2019)
PR115 Duty to Cooperate Addendum (September 2019)
PR116 Developer Submission PR6a
PR117 Developer Submission PR6b
PR118 Developer Submission PR6¢
PR119 Developer Submission PR7a
PR120 Developer Submission PR7b
PR121a Developer Submission PR8 — Newcore Capital
Management
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PR121b Developer Submission PR8 — Smith and Smith
PR121c Developer Submission PR8 — The Tripartite
PR122 Developer Submission PR9

PR123 Developer Submission PR10

PR124 Additional Information on the Significance of Trees
PR125 Equality Impact Assessment (September 2019)

(3)  That, having given due consideration, the Schedule of Main
Modifications (Annex to the Minutes as set out in the Minuet Book) be
approved.

(4)  That, having given due consideration, the Minor Modifications (Annex
to the Minutes as set out in the Minute Book) be approved and the
Assistant Director — Planning and Development be authorised to make
any further changes he considers appropriate to minor or
presentational issues.

(5)  That Full Council be recommended to approve and submit the
Modifications to the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and
Local Government for the continuance of the independent examination
with all necessary prescribed and supporting documents.

Reasons

The Partial Review has reached a very advanced stage of preparation. The
Plan was prepared over the course of 2016-2018 and submitted in March
2018 for Examination. It has been the subject of preliminary and main public
hearings. The Inspector provided his preliminary advice. Main Modifications
required to make the Plan sound have been prepared and consulted upon for
a six-week period. All representations have been considered.

It is recommended that the modifications as presented with this report are
approved for subsequent consideration by Council ahead of submission to the
Planning Inspector and the completion of the Examination.

Alternative options

Option 1: Do not approve the proposed modifications and develop an
alternative set of modifications

This option is not recommended as the modifications presented are evidence
based. Alternative modifications could prevent the completion of a sound plan

Option 2: Amend the proposed modifications

This is not recommended as the modifications presented are considered to be
the most appropriate. Changes to the Main Modifications may necessitate
further consultation and result in delay.

Business Rates Retail Relief Policy
The Executive Director of Finance (Interim) submitted a report to provide

members with an update on the retail relief scheme and the forthcoming
changes to the scheme as announced in the recent Queen’s Speech on 19
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December 2019, and to recommend to Council approval of the Business
Rates Retail Relief Policy for 2020 -21.

Resolved

(1)  That the contents of the report be noted.

(2)  That, having given due consideration, Full Council be recommended to
approve the proposed Business Rates Retail Relief Policy (Annex to
the Minutes as set out in the Minute Book).

Reasons

Members are asked to consider the contents of this report and recommend to
Council the proposed Business Rates Retail Relief Policy.

Alternative options

Option 1: Members could agree not to determine a Business Rates Retail
Relief Policy, but this would mean the Council is not complying with Central
Government guidance and would be to the detriment of ratepayers in the
district.

Business Rates Retail Pub Relief Policy

The Executive Director of Finance (Interim) submitted a report to provide

members of Executive with an update on the forthcoming changes for

Business Rates Relief and to recommend to Council approval for the

proposed Pub Relief Scheme.

Resolved

(1)  That the contents of the report be noted.

(2)  That Full Council be recommended to adopt the proposed Business
Rates Pub Relief Policy (Annex to Minutes as set out in the Minute
Book).

Reasons

Members are asked to consider the contents of this report and recommend to
Council the proposed Business Rates Retail Pub Relief Policy

Alternative options

Option 1: Members could agree not to determine a Business Rates Pub Relief
Policy, but this would mean the Council is not complying with Central
Government guidance and would be to the detriment of ratepayers in the
district.



Executive - 24 February 2020
96 Urgent Business

There were no items of urgent business.

The meeting ended at 5.10 pm

Chairman:

Date:



Minute Item 93

Submission Cherwell Local Plan 2011 - 2031 (Part 1)

Partial Review — Oxford’s Unmet Housing Need

Proposed Modifications

Addendum to

Statement of Consultation

February 2020



Introduction

1. Cherwell District Council has consulted on modifications to the Submission Cherwell
Local Plan 2011-2031 (Part 1) Partial Review — Oxford’s Unmet Housing Need,
including modified Policies Maps and an update to the Sustainability Appraisal. The
documents were published for consultation from 8 November 2019 to 20 December
2019 prior to submission to the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and
Local Government.

2. The Draft Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan was submitted to the Secretary
of State for public examination on Monday 5 March 2018. The Council submitted
the Proposed Submission Local Plan (July 2017) accompanied by Focused Changes
and Minor Modifications (February 2018). The Submission Policies Map was
included within the documents.

3. The Submission Local Plan was also accompanied by a Statement of Consultation
(CD PR93) which detailed previous stages of consultation undertaken in preparing
the Plan. The Statement remains part of the Local Plan evidence base and is
available online at https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/112/evidence-base/369/local-plan-

part-1-partial-review---evidence-base. A separate Duty to Cooperate Paper (February
2018) (CD PR90) was also submitted. An Addendum to the Duty to Cooperate Paper
(CD PR115) was prepared in September 2019 which supplements, and should be
read alongside, the Duty to Cooperate Paper. It provides details of the further work
undertaken by the Council subsequent to the Inspector’s Post Hearings Advice Note
(Document PC5).

4, A Preliminary Hearing took place on 28 September 2018. Main hearings were held
between 5 and 13 February 2019.

5. The Inspector’s Post-Hearings Advice Note (Document PC5) was received on 13t
July 2019. In the Note the Inspector confirmed his preliminary conclusions that:

e the 4,400 dwellings figure that represents Cherwell’s apportionment of
Oxford’s unmet housing need provides a sound basis for the Plan;

e the approach of locating the housing and infrastructure required as close as
possible to Oxford, along the A44 and A4165 transport corridors, is an
appropriate strategy;

e the pressing need to provide homes, including affordable homes, to meet the
needs of Oxford, that cannot be met within the boundaries of the city, in a
way that minimises travel distances, and best provides transport choices


https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/112/evidence-base/369/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---evidence-base
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/112/evidence-base/369/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---evidence-base
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/112/evidence-base/369/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---evidence-base
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/112/evidence-base/369/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---evidence-base

other than the private car, provide the exceptional circumstances necessary
to justify alterations to Green Belt boundaries;

e on density, whilst some additional capacity may be possible, the Council has
struck a broadly sensible balance between the extent of land proposed to be
removed from the Green Belt, and the need to accommodate development
that respects its context; and

e intransport terms, the principle of siting the required allocations along an
established transport corridor is a sound one.

The Inspector also advised that, with the exception of site PR10 (land South East of
Woodstock), he considers the site allocations and the process by which they have
been arrived at as being sound in principle.

The Inspector indicated that the major change required to make the Plan sound is
the deletion of Policy PR10, Land South East of Woodstock.

Following the receipt of the Inspector’s Advice Note the Council has engaged with a
range of key stakeholders, interested parties and site promoters in the preparation
of the proposed modifications.

This addendum provides an account of the consultation undertaken since the
February 2019 hearings. It also explains how the Proposed Modifications have been
publicly consulted upon and provides a summary of the responses received.

Consultation post February 2019 Hearings

10.

11.

12.

The Inspector requested that following the Hearings in February 2019 the Council
submit a Transport Technical Note (CD HEAR 1) and a Housing Figures Note (CD
HEAR 2). The two notes, together with Statements of Common Ground and other
documents submitted during or following the Hearings were the subject of an
informal consultation ending on 4 April 2019. Participants from the Hearing
sessions were invited to make submissions and the Council was provided with an
opportunity to respond to the submissions received by the Inspector.

A total of 38 submissions were received. Full copies of each submission and the
Council’s responses can be viewed online at
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/local-plans/515/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---

examination/9.

A list of respondents is shown in Table 1 below.


https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/local-plans/515/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---examination/9
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Table 1 - List of Respondents

Respondent

Aiden Applegarth

Andrew Hornsby-Smith

Begbroke & Yarnton Green Belt Campaign

Bloombridge

Cherwell Development Watch Alliance

Daniel Scharf

David Lock Associates for PR8 parties

Edgars for Mr & Mrs Tomes

Graham Thompson

GreenWay Oxfordshire

Harbord Road Area Residents

lan Middleton for North Oxford Green Party

Keith Johnston

Kidlington Development Watch

Lynne Whitley

Securities

Pegasus Group for Hill Residential & Barwood

Red Kite for Kidlington Parish Council

Savills for North Oxford Consortium

Pye Homes

Terence O’Rourke for Vanbrugh Unit Trust &

Turnberry for Exeter College

West Oxfordshire District Council

Woodstock Town Council

Yarnton Parish Council

Duty to Co-operate

13.

14.

The Council received the Inspector’s Post-Hearings Advice Note (PC5) on 13 July 2019 and

published it on the Council’s website on 15 July 2019.

The preparation of proposed Main modifications was informed by further engagement with

Oxfordshire County Council, the site promoters of all sites proposed for allocation in the

Local Plan and the relevant ‘prescribed bodies’ for the purposes of implementing Section

33A of the 2004 Act.

Neighbouring Authorities

Aylesbury Vale District Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:

The Inspector’s post hearing advice note
How the 410 homes at the PR10 (Land south
East of Woodstock) could be redistributed
Current timetable for the main modifications




e without prejudice, Aylesbury’s initial thoughts
No cross-boundary strategic issues were raised by the
proposed modifications.

Buckinghamshire County Council

Unable to make contact prior to the publication of the
modifications. No response received on the published
Main Modifications.

Northamptonshire County
Council (West
Northamptonshire Joint
Planning Unit)

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:

e the Inspector’s preliminary advice note received
following Hearings in February 2019.

e the options being considered for modifications
in light of the Inspector’s view that the strategy
is sound but that one proposed housing
allocation should be removed

e the likely direction of travel for the main
modifications having regard to changes in
circumstances, new information and evidence

e how the continued and endorsed strategy to
locate development in south Cherwell is likely to
have limited impact on Northamptonshire

e the expected programme for the Partial Review
going forward

e how West Northamptonshire JPU are currently
undertaking an Issues Consultation on a review
of the West Northamptonshire Core Strategy in
order to produce a new Strategic Plan for West
Northamptonshire working with Daventry
District and South Northamptonshire district.

Oxford City Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
e the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances, new
information and evidence; and how this relates
to Oxford City
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
e without prejudice, Oxford’s initial thoughts
e the expected programme going forward
e timings of the Oxford Local Plan examination
Regular updates on modification preparation given at
fortnightly liaison meetings for the Oxfordshire Plan
2050 and monthly Heads of Planning meetings which
acts as the project board for the Oxfordshire Plan.




Oxfordshire County Council

Following receipt of the Inspector’s advice note CDC
sought detailed advice from OCC on the transport,
infrastructure, and education implications of
redistributing the 410 homes previously proposed at
Woodstock.

CDC and OCC have worked closely and iteratively on
preparing the proposed modifications. This working is
enhanced through regular monthly meetings where
progress on the modifications is discussed in detail.

South Northamptonshire

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:

e the Inspector’s preliminary advice note received
following Hearings in February 2019.

e the options being considered for modifications
in light of the Inspector’s view that the strategy
is sound but that one proposed housing
allocation should be removed

e the likely direction of travel for the main
modifications having regard to changes in
circumstances, new information and evidence

e how the continued and endorsed strategy to
locate development in south Cherwell is likely to
have limited impact on Northamptonshire

e the expected programme for the Partial Review
going forward

e how SNDC are currently undertaking an Issues
Consultation on a review of the West
Northamptonshire Core Strategy in order to
produce a new Strategic Plan for West
Northamptonshire working with Daventry
District and South Northamptonshire district.

South Oxfordshire District
Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
e the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances, new
information and evidence
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
Regular updates on modification preparation is also
given at fortnightly liaison meetings for the Oxfordshire
Plan 2050 and monthly Heads of Planning meetings
which acts as the project board for the Oxfordshire Plan.




Stratford-on- Avon District
Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:

e The scope of the Plan (Oxford’s unmet housing
needs) and where we are in the process

e The basis of the 4,400 homes (countywide
cooperative process)

e The overall housing need arising from the Oxon
SHMA 2014 (c. 100,000) homes which informed
the cooperative process

e The fact that the adopted Cherwell Local Plan
(2015) meets CDC’s needs (22,840 2011-2031) in
full and that the 4,400 homes (2011-2031) fully
meets Cherwell’s apportionment of Oxford’s
unmet needs

e The distribution of the housing proposals as
submitted in 2018 — all in the southern part of
the district near to Oxford

e The Inspector’s preliminary advice (July 2019)
following main Hearings in February 2019
(including his concern about land next to
Woodstock)

e The options being considered to address the
Inspector’s concerns — all in in the southern part
of the district.

Vale of the White Horse District
Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
e the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances, new
information and evidence
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted

Regular updates on modification preparation is also
given at fortnightly liaison meetings for the Oxfordshire
Plan 2050 and monthly Heads of Planning meetings
which acts as the project board for the Oxfordshire Plan.

Warwickshire County Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed included:
e the partial review of the local plan
e theinspector’s request to reallocate the 410
homes at Woodstock
e the 410 being redistributed to existing sites to
the south of the district




West Oxfordshire District
Council

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters addressed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
e the likely direction of travel for the main
modifications having regard to changes in
circumstances, new information and evidence;
and how this relates to West Oxfordshire
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
e without prejudice, WODC initial thoughts
e the expected programme going forward
Regular updates on modification preparation is also
given at fortnightly liaison meetings for the Oxfordshire
Plan 2050 and monthly Heads of Planning meetings
which acts as the project board for the Oxfordshire Plan.

Prescribed Bodies & Other Bodies

Civic Aviation Authority (CAA)

Spoke with CAA’s Planning department in September.
Advised to speak to London Oxford Airport directly.

London Oxford Airport

Unable to make contact prior to the publication of the
modifications. No response received on the published
Main Modifications.

Environment Agency

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:

e The Inspector’s preliminary findings contained in
his Post Hearings Advice Note, recommending
deletion of site PR10 Woodstock and the re-
distribution of 410 houses

e The options being considered

e The likely content of the main modifications

e The testing of options through preparation of
additional evidence base including Sustainability
Appraisal

A degree of caution was expressed in terms of flood
risk and the need to avoid flood risk areas in
considering increased densities/extending developable
areas.

CDC confirmed that it would have the opportunity to
comment on the proposed modifications when
published in the usual way. Without prejudice, no
other concerns raised.




Homes Agency (previously Homes
and Communities Agency)

Regular updates on plan making in Oxfordshire are
provided through quarterly Oxfordshire Growth Deal
meetings of which Homes England is a participant.
Unable to make contact prior to the publication of the
modifications. No response received on the published
Main Modifications.

Highways England

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
o the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances,
new information and evidence
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
e without prejudice, HE’s initial thoughts
o the expected programme going forward

Without prejudice, no concerns were raised.

Historic England

Unable to make contact prior to the publication of the
modifications. However, formal response received on
the published Main Modifications.

Natural England

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:

e The Inspector’s preliminary findings contained
in his Post Hearings Advice Note,
recommending deletion of site PR10
Woodstock and the re-distribution of 410
houses

e The options being considered

e The likely content of the main modifications

e The testing of options through preparation of
additional evidence base including addendums
to the Habitats Regulations Assessment,
Water Cycle Study and Ecological Advice on
Cumulative Impacts

NE expressed a degree of caution in terms of any air
quality implications from the re-distribution of 410
dwellings in relation to Oxford Meadows SAC.

CDC confirmed that there would be the opportunity to
comment on the proposed modifications when




published, in the usual way. Without prejudice, no
other concerns were raised.

Formal response received on the published main
modifications.

NHS England South East
Commissioning Board

OCCG cover the majority of functions with exception of
dentistry and ophthalmology.
Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
o the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances,
new information and evidence
e discussions on infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
e without prejudice, initial thoughts
e the expected programme going forward
Without prejudice, no concerns were raised.

Regular liaison meeting between CDC and OCCG where
updates on Partial Review are given. Last meeting
August 2019.

Office of Rail and Road (Office of
Rail Regulation)

Unable to make contact prior to the publication of the
modifications. No response received on the published
Main Modifications.

Oxfordshire Clinical
Commissioning Group (OCCG)

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
o the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances,
new information and evidence
e discussions on infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
e without prejudice, OCCG’s initial thoughts
e the expected programme going forward
Without prejudice, no concerns were raised.

In addition, regular liaison meetings take place
between CDC and OCCG where updates on Partial
Review are given. Last meeting August 2019.

Oxfordshire Local Enterprise
Partnership

Frequent updates on progress of the Modifications to
the Plan through regular liaison meetings for the
Oxfordshire Plan 2050 and monthly Heads of Planning




15.

meetings which acts as the project board for the
Oxfordshire Plan.

The Oxfordshire Environment
Board

Unable to make contact prior to the publication of the
modifications. No response received on the published
Main Modifications.

Sport England

Meeting in August 2019. Briefed on Inspector’s advice
note and the needs to reassess options for 410
dwellings.

Scottish & Southern Electric

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
o the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances,
new information and evidence; and how this
relates to infrastructure
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e the rationale for options being discounted
e without prejudice, SSE’s initial thoughts
e the expected programme going forward and
future engagement

Thames Water

Informal notification of preliminary Main Modifications
preparation and discussions in September 2019.
Main matters discussed:
e the Inspector’s preliminary advice
e the options being considered
e the likely direction of travel for the main mods
having regard to changes in circumstances,
new information and evidence; and how this
relates to Thames Water
e discussions with the County Council on
infrastructure implications
e without prejudice, TW’s initial thoughts
e the rationale for options being discounted
e the expected programme going forward (Main
Mods consultation)

Without prejudice, no concerns were raised.

CDC officers contacted by email the main promoters of sites proposed for allocation

inviting them to update the Council on their latest position, including any supporting

10
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information, and any changes in circumstances the Council should take into account having

regard to the Inspector’s advice note.

Engagement with site promotors included:

Site Promoter Engagement Considerations
PR6a —Land East | Savills (Christ | e Request for ¢ 40 more units could be
of Oxford Road Church, information sent accommodated in PR6a as a
Exeter & following receipt result of lower school land
Merton of Inspector’s take requirements.
Colleges and advice note. e No other change of
Oxford e Meeting held in circumstances. CDC to
University) August 2019 consider within the context

of Inspector’s Note (PC5).

PR6b — Land West

Savills (Christ

e Request for

e Arboriculture assessment

of Oxford Road Church, information sent leading to 18.4 net
Exeter & following receipt developable hectares and
Merton of Inspector’s provision of ¢.740 new
Colleges and advice note. dwellings (40dph)
Oxford e Meeting held in ¢ CDC to sense check density
University) August 2019 information. CDC to consider
within the context of
Inspector’s Note (PC5).
PR6c- Land at Turnberry e Request for o Allocation of PR6c for up to
Frieze Farm (Exeter information sent 410 new dwellings.

College) following receipt e No change of circumstances.
of Inspector’s CDC to consider within the
advice note. context of Inspector’s Note

e Meeting held in (PC5).
August 2019
PR7a - Land SE Pegasus e Request for e Concept masterplan for c.430
Kidlington (Barwood information sent new dwellings on 11.4ha of
Developmen following receipt residential area at 37.5dph
t Securities of Inspector’s e CDC to sense check density
Ltd) advice note. information within the
Hill e Meeting held in context of Inspector’s Note
Residential August 2019 (PC5).
Ltd
PR7b — Land at Carter Jonas | e Request for o Site layout illustrating a
Stratfield Farm (Manor Oak information sent scheme for ¢.165 new
Ltd) following receipt dwellings

of Inspector’s
advice note.
e Meeting held in

August 2019

e CDC to sense check density
information within the
context of Inspector’s Note
(PC5).

11



Site Promoter Engagement Considerations
PR8 — Land East DLA e Request for e No change in circumstances
of the A44 (University information sent e CDC to consider within the
of Oxford, following receipt context of Inspector’s Note
Merton of Inspector’s (PC5).
College and a advice note.
private Meeting held in
landowner: August 2019
The
Tripartite)
PR8 — Land East Carter Jonas Request for ¢ No change in circumstances
of the A44 (Newcore) information sent e CDC to consider within the
following receipt context of Inspector’s Note
of Inspector’s (PC5).
advice note.
Meeting held in
August 2019
PR8- Land East of | Carter Jonas Request for ¢ No change in circumstances
the Ad4 (Mr M Smith information sent e CDC to consider within the
and Mr G following receipt context of Inspector’s Note
Smith) ) (PC5).
of Inspector’s
advice note
PR9 — Land West Gerald Eve Request for ¢ 3 development concepts
of Yarnton (Merton information sent submitted increasing
College) following receipt numbers on extended
of Inspector’s developable areas.
advice note. o CDC to sense check density
Site visit and information
meeting held in e CDC to consider within the
August 2019 context of Inspector’s Note
(PC5).
PR10 - Land Blenheim Request for e Updated development
South East of Estates information sent concept (500 new dwellings)
Woodstock following receipt e CDC to consider within the

of Inspector’s
advice note.
Meeting held in

August 2019

context of Inspector’s Note
(PC5).

Consultation on Main Modifications

17.

The Main Modifications and supporting documents were made available for public
comment for a period of six weeks from 8 November 2019 to 20 December 2019. A

12



18.

19.

number of minor modifications were also published at the same time, although
these were not required to be consulted upon. Comments made had to relate to
the proposed modifications and supporting documents only. The Council did not
consult on other aspects of the Plan that had previously been consulted upon.

Evidence supporting the proposed modifications was made publicly available at the

commencement of the consultation. The modifications and all supporting
documents remain available online at https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/local-

plans/515/local-plan-part-1-partial-review---examination/11.

On 9 December 2019, officers held a joint meeting with the affected Parish Councils

to answer any questions without prejudice to the Council’s position and the
examination process.

Responses to Consultation

20.

21.

22.

All representations received on the modifications have been published on the
Council’s website at https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/local-plans/515/local-plan-

part-1-partial-review---examination/11. Each has been individually reviewed.

A total of 96 representations were received in response to the Council’s
consultation on the proposed main modifications.

A summary of the issues raised against each proposed modification is set out
below. However, it should be noted that a significant number of the
representations were general in nature. For completeness these representations
have also been summarised under the ‘general’ heading of the summaries.

General Comments

23.

24,

The following organisations advised that they had no substantive comments to
make on the proposed main modifications and supporting documents:

e Scottish and Southern Electricity Networks (PR-D-0002)

e The Forestry Commission (PR-D-0003)

e National Grid (PR-D-0009)

e Natural England (PR-D-0012)

e Environment Agency (PR-D-0053)

e The Canal and River Trust (PR-D-0059)

e South Oxfordshire and Vale of White Horse District Councils (PR-D- 0074)

Other general comments include:
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Oxford City Council (PR-D-0076) welcomes the publication of the proposed
modifications and supports the approach taken and evidence in following through
on the Inspector’s recommendations.

Historic England (PR-D-0072) advise that the proposed modifications do not
substantively change their position as set out in its statement of common ground
agreed on 4 February 2018 and addendum statement on 8 February 2019.
However, the increased densities now proposed on some of the allocated sites
could reduce the scope for the outcomes of archaeological investigation to be
incorporated in to the development schemes. This will therefore need to be given
particular attention, as plans for such sites develop, through both the plan-making
and development management processes.

Gosford and Water Eaton PC (PR-D-0086) made the following points:

e We wish to reiterate our view that this proposal is inappropriate and
excessive, both in size and location;

e Area PR73, in the parish, has had its housing allocation almost doubled, this
further increases our concerns about traffic, pollution etc;

e Anincreased allocation to other adjacent areas further exacerbates issues
with reduction of the green gap between Oxford and Kidlington;

e The current burial site allocation will not be sufficient for future use with the
increase in housing;

e Theincrease in allocation for housing in area PR7a significantly reduces the
area allocated to sports provision and green space;

e The potential Oxford to Cambridge Expressway along the route of the A34
would have significant noise and pollution effect on PR7a’s extended site.

One response criticised the timing of the consultation (PR-D-0001)

One response supported the Plan particularly the closure of Sandy Lane (PR-D-
0007).

One response (PR-D-0013) made no specific comments on the modifications but was
generally supportive of Policy PR8.

12 representations made general objections to the proposals in the Plan but did not
comment on specific modifications. (PR-D-0005, PR-D-0011, PR-D-0015, PR-D-0040,
PR-D-0042, PR-D-0049, PR-D-0050, PR-D-0066, PR-D-0079, PR-D-0089, PR-D-0095,
PR-D-0096).
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The main issues raised on each of the proposed Main Modifications, and an officer
response, is set out in the Annex 1 below.
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ANNEX 1

Representations — Summary of Issues Raised and Officer Response

Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Main 3

(P.9; Executive Summary Table 1;

Policy PR6a-Land east of Oxford
Road)

Replace ‘650’ with ‘690’

The proposed main modification is supported.

Concern raised over the further release of Green Belt
land to accommodate additional homes.
Intensification of existing allocations is not supported.
Green Belt release at Kidlington gap is inappropriate
given that:

o The SHMA numbers do not reflect need and
are therefore not considered exceptional
circumstances

o Sites outside the Green Belt should be
prioritised

o The Kidlington Gap is of great strategic
importance in relation to the Oxford Green Belt
and development that would have the effect of
closing it is inappropriate.

The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the Secretary of
State (3208020) is highlighted as supporting argument
in respect to the application of Paragraph 11(b) of the
NPPF and contend that there are no exceptional
circumstances to justify the release of Green Belt.

The current version of the Plan should be rejected as it
stands. It should be revisited when the final numbers

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0067
(CPRE)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

Noted

This modification relates to the Executive
Summary in the Plan. This change is a
consequence of the substantive modification
at MM 17 and MM 59.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 17.

The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the
Secretary of State (3208020) is noted.

However, Green Belt very special
circumstances (NPPF para’ 87- planning
applications) and exceptional circumstances
(NPPF para’ 82- Green Belt reviews) are
respectively site and Plan specific. Further and
in any event, the application of Green Belt
tests is necessarily fact specific. The
conclusions reached in respect of the area of
Green Belt with which the Burley in Wharfdale
decision was concerned cannot determine the




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

for Oxford have been examined, adopting higher
densities and prioritising protection of the Green Belt.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

e The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

outcome of the Green Belt exceptional
circumstances test in Cherwell. The Partial
Review is being examined under NPPF 2012.
Exceptional circumstances were discussed
extensively at the hearings, following
consideration of all the evidence the Inspector
reached a judgement concluding in his
preliminary advice note (document PC5) that
exceptional circumstances exist in the
individual case of the Partial Review but noted
that the Council would need to demonstrate
exceptional circumstances for any further
changes. (Refer to full response under
MM17)

The Inspectors examining the Oxford City
Local Plan published their preliminary findings
in January 2020. They concluded that the
capacity-based requirement as proposed to
be modified by the City Council did not result
in ‘meaningfully different implications for
planning in the wider Oxfordshire area
compared with the assumptions used by the
Growth Board, and do not raise any significant
new issues in respect of the unmet need.
Having regard to these conclusions there can
be no reason for delaying the Partial Review
Plan.




Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
Main 4 e The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted

(P.9; Executive Summary
Table 1; Policy PR6b-
Land West of Oxford Road)

Replace ‘530’ with’670’

e Concern raised over the further release of Green Belt
land to accommodate additional homes.

e Intensification of existing allocations is not supported.

e The addition of 140 homes on site PR6b is not
compliant with the Duty to Cooperate due to no
contact with Oxford City councillors

o It will lead to the felling of many mature trees and the
vision for an attractively landscaped site PR6b will not
be achieved

e The Modification is inconsistent with national policy to
reduce net carbon emissions as felling of mature trees
will reduce carbon capture by trees

e The word ‘primarily’ should be deleted from the
modification

e Green Belt release at Kidlington Gap is inappropriate
given that:

o The SHMA numbers do not reflect need and
are therefore not considered exceptional
circumstances

o Sites outside the Green Belt should be
prioritised

o The Kidlington Gap is of great strategic
importance in relation to the Oxford Green Belt
and development that would have the effect of
closing it is inappropriate.

(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0068 (ClIr P
Buckley)
PR-D-0067
(CPRE)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

This modification relates to the Executive
Summary in the Plan. This change is a
consequence of the substantive modification
at MM 18.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 18.

The Plan, including its MMs, has been
prepared in compliance with the Duty to
Cooperate as detailed in documents PR90 DtC
Statement and PR115 DtC Addendum.

The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the
Secretary of State (3208020) is noted.
However, Green Belt very special
circumstances (NPPF para’ 87- planning
applications) and exceptional circumstances
(NPPF para’ 82- Green Belt reviews) are
respectively site and Plan specific. Further and
in any event, the application of Green Belt
tests is necessarily fact specific. The
conclusions reached in respect of the area of
Green Belt with which the Burley in Wharfdale
decision was concerned cannot determine the




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

e The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the Secretary of
State (3208020) is highlighted as supporting argument
in respect to the application of Paragraph 11(b) of the
NPPF and contend that there are no exceptional
circumstances to justify the release of Green Belt.

e The current version of the Plan should be rejected as it
stands. It should be revisited when the final numbers
for Oxford have been examined, adopting higher
densities and prioritising protection of the Green Belt.

e Theincrease in density of site PR6b has been proposed
without consideration of the many trees on the site,
contrary to other policies in the adopted Local Plan
which are in place to protect trees, ecological systems
and green infrastructure.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages

outcome of the Green Belt exceptional
circumstances test in Cherwell. The Partial
Review is being examined under NPPF 2012.
Exceptional circumstances were discussed
extensively at the hearings, following
consideration of all the evidence the Inspector
reached a judgement concluding in his
preliminary advice note (document PC5) that
exceptional circumstances exist in the
individual case of the Partial Review but noted
that the Council would need to demonstrate
exceptional circumstances for any further
changes. (Refer to full response under
MM17)

The Inspectors examining the Oxford City
Local Plan published their preliminary findings
in January 2020. They concluded that the
capacity-based requirement as proposed to
be modified by the City Council did not result
in ‘meaningfully different implications for
planning in the wider Oxfordshire area
compared with the assumptions used by the
Growth Board, and do not raise any significant
new issues in respect of the unmet need.
Having regard to these conclusions there can
be no reason for delaying the Partial Review
Plan.




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

The references to the word ‘primarily’ being
deleted do not relate to this specific
modification.

Main 5

(P.9; Executive Summary
Table 1; Policy PR7a-

Land South East of Kidlington)

Replace 230" with ‘430’

e Supports proposed modification.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood)

PR-D-0061 (RPS
for Mr R Davies)
PR-D-0067
(CPRE)
PR-D-0081
(Turnberry for
Exeter College)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0087
(Edgars for Mr
and Mrs Tomes)

Noted

This modification relates to the Executive
Summary in the Plan. This change is a
consequence of the substantive modification
at MM 19.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.

The Inspectors examining the Oxford City
Local Plan published their preliminary findings
in January 2020. They concluded that the
capacity-based requirement as proposed to
be modified by the City Council did not result

4




Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
e The justification for removing additional Green Belt PR-D-0093 in ‘meaningfully different implications for
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which (KDW) planning in the wider Oxfordshire area

contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Green Belt release at Kidlington gap is inappropriate
given that:

O

O

The SHMA numbers do not reflect need and
are therefore not considered exceptional
circumstances

Sites outside the Green Belt should be
prioritised

The Kidlington Gap is of great strategic
importance in relation to the Oxford Green Belt

compared with the assumptions used by the
Growth Board, and do not raise any significant
new issues in respect of the unmet need.
Having regard to these conclusions there can
be no reason for delaying the Partial Review
Plan.

The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the
Secretary of State (3208020) is noted.
However, Green Belt very special
circumstances (NPPF para’ 87- planning
applications) and exceptional circumstances
(NPPF para’ 82- Green Belt reviews) are
respectively site and Plan specific. Further and
in any event, the application of Green Belt
tests is necessarily fact specific. The
conclusions reached in respect of the area of
Green Belt with which the Burley in Wharfdale
decision was concerned cannot determine the
outcome of the Green Belt exceptional
circumstances test in Cherwell. The Partial
Review is being examined under NPPF 2012.
Exceptional circumstances were discussed
extensively at the hearings, following
consideration of all the evidence the Inspector
reached a judgement concluding in his
preliminary advice note (document PC5) that
exceptional circumstances exist in the
individual case of the Partial Review but noted




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

and development that would have the effect of
closing it is inappropriate.

e The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the Secretary of
State (3208020) is highlighted as supporting argument
in respect to application of Paragraph 11(b) of the
NPPF and contend that there are no exceptional
circumstances to justify the release of Green Belt.

e The current version of the Plan should be rejected as it
stands. It should be revisited when the final numbers
for Oxford have been examined, adopting higher
densities and prioritising protection of the Green Belt.

e The modification should be deleted due to a lack of
explanation or consultation regarding the proposed
bus gate.

e Concern raised over the further release of Green Belt
land to accommodate additional homes.

e Intensification of existing allocations is not supported.

e The proposed main modification does not represent
the most appropriate strategy for development.

e The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the
consequences for sustainable development in their
choices.

e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

e PR6c is a more appropriate site and could
accommodate 220 dwellings. Evidence on landscape,

that the Council would need to demonstrate
exceptional circumstances for any further
changes. (Refer to full response under
MM19)




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Green Belt and transport is provided in support of
arguments.
e Issues of the additional release of Green Belt at PR7a
are:
o the proposed southern boundary being weak
or non-existent.
o It could set a dangerous precedent for further
release between Kidlington and the A34.
o Itleaves a large triangular field in which
development will be difficult to resist.
e Anincremental approach to Green Belt harm is caused.

Main 6

(P.9; Executive Summary Table 1;

Policy PR7b- Land at Stratfield
Farm)

Replace ‘100’ with ‘120’

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

PR-D-0061 (RPS
for Mr R Davies)
PR-D-0067
(CPRE)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0087
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

This modification relates to the Executive
Summary in the Plan. This change is a
consequence of the substantive modification
at MM 20.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 20.

The Inspectors examining the Oxford City
Local Plan published their preliminary findings
in January 2020. They concluded that the
capacity-based requirement as proposed to
be modified by the City Council did not result
in ‘meaningfully different implications for
planning in the wider Oxfordshire area
compared with the assumptions used by the
Growth Board, and do not raise any significant
new issues in respect of the unmet need.




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Green Belt release at Kidlington Gap is inappropriate
given that:

o The SHMA numbers do not reflect need and
are therefore not considered exceptional
circumstances

o Sites outside the Green Belt should be
prioritised

o The Kidlington Gap is of great strategic
importance in relation to the Oxford Green Belt
and development that would have the effect of
closing it is inappropriate.

e The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the Secretary of
State (3208020) is highlighted as supporting argument
in respect to application of Paragraph 11(b) of the
NPPF and contend that there are no exceptional
circumstances to justify the release of Green Belt.

e The current version of the Plan should be rejected as it
stands. It should be revisited when the final numbers
for Oxford have been examined, adopting higher
densities and prioritising protection of the Green Belt.

Having regard to these conclusions there can
be no reason for delaying the Partial Review
Plan.

The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the
Secretary of State (3208020) is noted.
However, Green Belt very special
circumstances (NPPF para’ 87- planning
applications) and exceptional circumstances
(NPPF para’ 82- Green Belt reviews) are
respectively site and Plan specific. Further and
in any event, the application of Green Belt
tests is necessarily fact specific. The
conclusions reached in respect of the area of
Green Belt with which the Burley in Wharfdale
decision was concerned cannot determine the
outcome of the Green Belt exceptional
circumstances test in Cherwell. The Partial
Review is being examined under NPPF 2012.
Exceptional circumstances were discussed
extensively at the hearings, following
consideration of all the evidence the Inspector
reached a judgement concluding in his
preliminary advice note (document PC5) that
exceptional circumstances exist in the
individual case of the Partial Review but noted
that the Council would need to demonstrate
exceptional circumstances for any further
changes. (Refer to full response under
MM20)




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

e Concern raised over the further release of Green Belt
land to accommodate additional homes.

e Intensification of existing allocations is not supported.

e The proposed main modification does not represent
the most appropriate strategy for development.

e The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the
consequences for sustainable development in their
choices.

e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

e References made to evidence on landscape, Green Belt
and transport that supports the allocation of PR6c site
for residential.

(Edgars for Mr
and Mrs Tomes)

PR-D-0081
(Turnberry for
Exeter College)

Main 7

(P.9; Executive Summary Table 1;
Policy PR9-Land West of Yarnton)

Replace '530' with '540'

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

e The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Extension of the current Green Belt boundary for PR9
involves encroachment onto countryside and Green
Belt assessed as high harm in the LUC Cherwell Green
Belt Study. It is not warranted by exceptional

PR-D-0061 (RPS
for Mr R Davies)
PR-D-0067
(CPRE)
PR-D-0082
(B&YGBC)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

This modification relates to the Executive
Summary in the Plan. This change is a
consequence of the substantive modification
at MM 21.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 21.

The Inspectors examining the Oxford City
Local Plan published their preliminary findings
in January 2020. They concluded that the
capacity-based requirement as proposed to
be modified by the City Council did not result
in ‘meaningfully different implications for

9




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

circumstances and contrary to the sequential approach
set out in the NPPF.

e The land proposed to be released from the Green Belt
forms an inherently interesting historic landscape,
designed by nature and traditional agricultural land
use. It is an important heritage asset and is served by
two major footpaths, enjoyed by both local residents
and tourists.

e The deletion of PR10 is supported but the evidence
does not support reallocation of dwellings from PR10, a
non-Green Belt site to PR9. it is unsound to remove
houses from a non-Green Belt site and release further
Green Belt to accommodate them.

e Extension of the Green Belt boundary in PR9 will
encroach on to the open and elevated countryside to
the west of the A44 and will further weaken the
westward boundary of the overall Review Plan area.

e Extension of the PR9 boundary into land containing
ridge and furrow earthworks beyond the current
ancient hedgerow will damage the historic landscape
setting. The extent of damage to heritage assets would
remain unknown until further fieldwork is undertaken.
The irretrievable release of Green Belt cannot be
provisional on further research that would in fact
follow the release of said Green Belt.

e Further release of the Green Belt on PR9 would not
accord with Local Plan Strategic Objective 15.

e The extension of PR9 as proposed by Main 112 and 113
were deemed ‘unacceptable’ by the Council in its
submission for Matter 7. The evidence now produced
to reverse this judgement is unsound.

planning in the wider Oxfordshire area
compared with the assumptions used by the
Growth Board, and do not raise any significant
new issues in respect of the unmet need.
Having regard to these conclusions there can
be no reason for delaying the Partial Review
Plan.

The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the
Secretary of State (3208020) is noted.
However, Green Belt very special
circumstances (NPPF para’ 87- planning
applications) and exceptional circumstances
(NPPF para’ 82- Green Belt reviews) are
respectively site and Plan specific. Further and
in any event, the application of Green Belt
tests is necessarily fact specific. The
conclusions reached in respect of the area of
Green Belt with which the Burley in Wharfdale
decision was concerned cannot determine the
outcome of the Green Belt exceptional
circumstances test in Cherwell. The Partial
Review is being examined under NPPF 2012.
Exceptional circumstances were discussed
extensively at the hearings, following
consideration of all the evidence the Inspector
reached a judgement concluding in his
preliminary advice note (document PC5) that
exceptional circumstances exist in the
individual case of the Partial Review but noted
that the Council would need to demonstrate

10




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

e Green Belt release at Kidlington Gap is inappropriate
given that:

o The SHMA numbers do not reflect need and
are therefore not considered exceptional
circumstances

o Sites outside the Green Belt should be
prioritised

o The Kidlington Gap is of great strategic
importance in relation to the Oxford Green Belt
and development that would have the effect of
closing it is inappropriate.

e The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the Secretary of
State (3208020) is highlighted as supporting argument
in respect to application of Paragraph 11(b) of the
NPPF and contend that there are no exceptional
circumstances to justify the release of Green Belt.

e The current version of the Plan should be rejected as it
stands. It should be revisited when the final numbers
for Oxford have been examined, adopting higher
densities and prioritising protection of the Green Belt.

e Intensification of existing allocations is not supported.

e Welcomes the deletion of site PR10 however the
reallocation of the dwellings across site PR9 will
detrimentally impact on sites PR8 and PR9.

e Sites PR8 and PR9 are not served by premium bus
routes. The Transport Assessment is inaccurate in
relation to bus routes.

e The proposed park and ride and its associated bus
services have been cited as an important element of
the rapid transit bus system. However, further data on
the impact of the deletion of site PR10 on its viability

exceptional circumstances for any further
changes. (Refer to full response under
MM21)
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

needs to be provided to assess the sustainability of
sites PR8 and PR9.

e There are inaccurate factual representations in the
Transport Addendum which indicates the relocation of
dwellings away from PR10 will have a positive effect
upon overall levels of traffic and congestion at peak
times.

e The impact of relocating 410 dwellings from site PR10
to sites PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9 on the A44
and A4260 has not been assessed. Detailed modelling
work needs to be undertaken to ascertain the
soundness of this modification to the Plan.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Main 8

(P.9; Executive Summary Table 1;
Policy PR10 — Land South East of
Woodstock)

o Agrees with the Inspector’s Post Hearing Advice note
that site PR10 is too distant from Oxford which is likely
to tempt residents away from more sustainable travel
choices and welcome its deletion.

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)

This modification relates to the Executive
Summary in the Plan. This change is a
consequence of the substantive modification
at MM 22 and MM126.

12




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Delete Woodstock row from Table
1.

Welcomes the deletion of site PR10 however the
reallocation of the dwellings across site PR9 will
detrimentally impact on sites PR8 and PR9.

Sites PR8 and PR9 are not served by premium bus
routes. The Transport Assessment is inaccurate in
relation to bus routes.

The proposed park and ride and its associated bus
services have been cited as an important element of
the rapid transit bus system. However, further data on
the impact of the deletion of site PR10 on its viability
needs to be provided to assess the sustainability of
sites PR8 and PR9.

There are inaccurate factual representations in the
Transport Addendum which indicates the relocation of
dwellings away from PR10 will have a positive effect
upon overall levels of traffic and congestion at peak
times.

The impact of relocating 410 dwellings from site PR10
to sites PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9Y on the A44
and A4260 has not been assessed. Detailed modelling
work needs to be undertaken to ascertain the
soundness of this modification to the Plan.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM126.

The general points raised do not relate to this
specific main modification.

Main 9
(Page 12; Paragraph 1.7)

Amend to read: The Partial Review
means change for the area of the

district which adjoins north Oxford
and that which focuses on the A44

Objects to the further release of Green Belt land to
accommodate additional homes at PR9.

PR-D-0087
(Edgars for Mr &
Mrs Tomes)

The substance of this representation does not
specifically refer to this proposed
modification.
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
corridor. from-Oxford-te
Main 11 Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional PR-D-0083 The substance of this representation does not
circumstances. (CDWA) specifically refer to this proposed

(P.27; Paragraph 2.10)

Amend to read: Sewven Six
residential development

areas are identified in a geographic
area extending north from Oxford
(either side of the A4165 Oxford
Road) and along the A44 corridor
and-to-Woodstock-in\West
Oxfordshire:

1. Land East of Oxford Road, North
Oxford (policy PR6a) - Gosford and
Water Eaton Parish

2. Land West of Oxford Road,
North Oxford (policy PR6b) -
Gosford and Water Eaton Parish
3. Land at South East Kidlington
(policy PR7a) - Gosford and Water
Eaton Parish

4. Land at Stratfield Farm
Kidlington (policy PR7b) -
Kidlington Parish

5. Land East of the A44 at
Begbroke/Yarnton (policy PR8) -
Yarnton and Begbroke Parishes
(small area in Kidlington Parish)

The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

modification.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

6. Land West of the A44 at Yarnton
(policy PR9) -

Yarnton and Begbroke Parishes
Fand-East-of Woodstock-{policy
PR10}-Shipton-on-Cherwell-and

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Main 12
(P. 49; Paragraph 3.57)

Amend to read: ‘The Oxford
Transport Strategy has three
components: mass transit,
walking and cycling, and
managing traffic and travel
demand. The Strategy is
supported by the Active and
Healthy Travel Strategy and
Oxfordshire County Council
Cycling and Walking Design
Guides. Mass transit in Oxford is
planned to consist of rail, Rapid
Transit (RT) and buses and
coaches.’

e Modification supported

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Noted

Main 14
(P.53; Paragraph 3.66)

Amend to read: 'Woodstock is a
focus for growth in West

e Alink road between the A40 and the A44 has been
promised for several years but there is still no sign of it.

PR-D-0091(CllIr |
Middleton)

Noted. The purpose of MM14 is to provide a
cross reference to the LTP4 as part of the
wider West Oxfordshire context section of the
Plan.

The Plan does not rely on the provision of an
A40-A44 link road. The link road was
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Oxfordshire’s new, emerging
Local Plan. The draft Plan includes
more extensive growth at Witney
and Chipping Norton, growth at
Carterton comparable to that at
Woodstock and less significant
growth in the Burford-Charlbury
Area. Larger strategic
development is planned at
Eynsham on the A40 to the west
of Oxford, the majority of which
is intended to address West
Oxfordshire’s contribution (2750
homes) to Oxford’s unmet
housing need. Oxfordshire’s
Local Transport Plan (LTP4): A40
Strategy proposes a new link
road in Cherwell between the
A40 and the A44 to improve
access from West Oxfordshire to
the A44 and A34."'

discussed during the examination hearings
and documented in transport evidence
prepared in collaboration with Oxfordshire
County Council (Transport Assessment PR52
and Transport Topic Paper PR102). PR102
explains that the link road may deliver
strategic benefit in relation to growth
allocations being considered in West
Oxfordshire (along the A40 corridor) but does
not benefit the highway network in the south
of the Cherwell District.

Main 15
(P.54; Paragraph 3.73)

Amend to read, 'A National
Infrastructure Commission (NIC)
report is-expected-by-the-end-of
on the Cambridge-Milton-

e |nvestment opportunities resulting from the
Cambridge-Milton Keynes-Oxford Arc have no bearing
on the focus of the Plan review of meeting Oxford’s
unmet housing need and reliance on plans for the Arc
is premature as they are still in the planning stages.

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

Noted. However, the purpose of this MM is to
provide an update on the current position
regarding this project.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Keynes-Oxford Arc was
published in November 2017
including recommendations to
the Government linking east-west
transport improvements with
wider growth and investment
opportunities along this corridor

Main 17

(P.64; Table 4, Policy PR6a- Land
East of Oxford Road)

Replace 650 with ‘690’

o The proposed main modification is supported.

e The land committed for new schools should not be
reallocated for housing.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

e The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

Noted

This Main Modification relates to Policy PR6a
— Land East of Oxford Road only.

In response to the specific issue raised
regarding the site allocated for a new school
the modification is based on County Council
(The Education Authority) advice that a
smaller primary school was required at site
PR6a than was previously envisaged. This
recalculation of need ‘freed-up’ one hectare
of land.

In response to the more general points raised
in the representations the Explanatory Note
(November 2019) describes in detail the
process the Council took in preparing Main
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Modifications. A sequential consideration of
options took place to avoid unnecessary
further alterations to the Green Belt
boundaries and to ensure that, if required,
there were exceptional circumstances for
further alteration (Explanatory Note).

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considered that there were exceptional
circumstances for development in the Green
Belt but noted that the Council would need to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances for
any further changes. Consideration was given
to whether there were options outside the
Green Belt, whether there were options
requiring no additional Green Belt release;
and in the light of these conclusions, whether
there were options within the scope of the
existing strategy that would acceptably and
exceptionally permit further Green Belt
release. It is considered that there are
exceptional circumstances justifying some
further Green Belt release. All supporting
information and evidence were published
alongside the Main Modifications (including
the consideration of alternatives in a
Sustainability Appraisal Addendum) and the
process detailed in the Explanatory Note.

Evidence supporting the MMs including the
landscape and Green Belt evidence do not
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

contradict previous reports. In their
preparation officers undertook an internal
review of the plan and existing evidence base
in the context of the Inspector’s advice,
scoped significant changes in circumstances /
new information and identified reasonable
options as detailed in the MMs Explanatory
Note.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considers the Plan’s proposed housing
requirement to be sound and the strategy to
be appropriate. In reaching his preliminary
conclusions the Inspector considered
transport matters including the potential
closure of Sandy Lane.

The MMis are supported by an Addendum to
the Transport Assessment (PR 109) which
concludes that, taken together, the proposed
redistribution of 410 dwellings in the Council’s
MMs ‘are expected to have a net-positive
overall effect on previously assessed transport
impacts’.

Main 18

(P.64; Table 4, Policy PR6b- Land
West of Oxford Road)

Replace 530 with ‘670’

e The proposed main modification is supported

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
e Itis unclear what ‘additional information on trees’ PR-D-0063 The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
refers to. (GreenWay describes in detail the process the Council
e A premature judgement that only important groups of | Oxfordshire) took in preparing Main Modifications. A
trees should be retained has been made in order to PR-D-0070 sequential consideration of options took place

propose that 670 dwellings be allocated to PR6b.

e Whilst it is understood that further detailed tree work
would be carried out at a later stage the decision to
allocate 670 homes without a greater understanding at
this stage constrains the ability to make future
informed decisions regarding the trees on this site.

e The judgement that only important groups of trees
should be retained is not justified by the evidence. It
has not been based on a comprehensive detailed tree
survey but was based on a short visit by Council
officers.

e The judgement that only significant groups of trees
should be retained only takes account of groups of
trees and does not consider significant individual trees.
The assumption that only groups of trees are important
is not valid and is contrary to existing policies.

e The Partial Review Strategy was lacking, alternatives to
dumping housing in the Green Belt were not properly
examined, and the one site outside the Green Belt
found unsuitable.

e The Examination should be re-opened.

e Anincrease of 140 dwellings on PR6b is not justified.

e Inadeclared Climate Change Emergency, destroying a
huge number of established trees on the golf course is
unforgivable.

(Harbord Rd
Area Residents
Association)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)
PR-D-0092
(Wolvercote
Neighbourhood
Forum)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
if required, there were exceptional
circumstances for further alteration
(Explanatory Note).

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considered that there were exceptional
circumstances for development in the Green
Belt but noted that the Council would need to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances for
any further changes. Consideration was given
to whether there were options outside the
Green Belt, whether there were options
requiring no additional Green Belt release;
and in the light of these conclusions, whether
there were options within the scope of the
existing strategy that would acceptably and
exceptionally permit further Green Belt
release.

It is considered that there are exceptional
circumstances justifying some further Green
Belt release. All supporting information and
evidence were published alongside the Main
Modifications (including the consideration of
alternatives in a Sustainability Appraisal
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Pollution levels nearby are already higher than
European and WHO standards.

The Harbord Road Area Residents Association have
submitted thorough and extensive evidence on the
removal of these trees, and GW endorses that
submission.

The destruction of trees is contrary to several local plan
policies.

The tree survey conclusions posted by the Council are
frankly risible.

The University has confirmed that it wishes to provide
staff accommodation on some of the site; that is not
‘need’ as defined.

The modification should be deleted, and the site and
trees omitted from the Partial Review.

Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of

Addendum) and the process detailed in the
Explanatory Note.

Evidence supporting the MMs including the
landscape and Green Belt evidence do not
contradict previous reports. In their
preparation officers undertook an internal
review of the plan and existing evidence base
in the context of the Inspector’s advice,
scoped significant changes in circumstances /
new information and identified reasonable
options as detailed in the Explanatory Note.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considers the Plan’s proposed housing
requirement to be sound and the strategy to
be appropriate. In reaching his preliminary
conclusions the Inspector considered
transport matters including the potential
closure of Sandy Lane.

The MMis are supported by an Addendum to
the Transport Assessment (PR109) which
concludes that, taken together, the proposed
redistribution of 410 dwellings in the Council’s
MMis ‘are expected to have a net-positive
overall effect on previously assessed transport
impacts’.

In specifically considering the allocation of
PR6b the Inspector in his Preliminary Advice
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Note concluded that whilst he had no doubt
that the North Oxford Golf Club is a much
valued facility, ‘the site it occupies is an
excellent one for the sort of housing the Plan
proposes, given its location so close to Oxford
Parkway, with its Park & Ride, and its
proximity to the centre of Oxford.’

The Council’s Explanatory Note on Housing
Figures (HEAR 2) clarifies the approach taken
to housing figures for the site in the
Submission Plan. Table 3 indicates a density
of 25 dph for site PR6b in the Proposed
Submission Plan. The relatively low density
reflected the need for caution on numbers in
view of the need to retain significant trees on
the site.

Following receipt of the Inspector’s Advice
Note, the review of the Plan, evidence and
changes in circumstances identified that there
was now more information on important
trees that gave reason to reconsider the
capacity of the site. This included information
from the site promoters and from the
Council’s internal landscape advisers.
Following this internal advice from landscape
and tree officers (CD PR124) the Council
identified significant groups of trees to be
retained and others that were of less
importance.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

As indicated in the Council’s Site Capacity
Sense Check (PR110) the densities now
proposed could provide the opportunity for
higher density typologies, including terrace
blocks and apartment buildings. The latter of
which could work well with blocks set within a
generous green landscape incorporating the
tree belts.

It is considered that net carbon emissions
should be considered as part of a Districtwide
approach to Climate Change including the
location of development in areas which
maximise opportunities for sustainable travel.

Main 19

(P.64; Table 4; Policy PR7a- Land
South East of Kidlington)

Replace 230 with ‘430’

Supports proposed modification.

Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)
PR-D-0083
(CDwA)
PR-D-0091 (ClIr
Middleton)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

PR-D-0086
(Gosford and

Noted

The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
describes in detail the process the Council
took in preparing Main Modifications. A
sequential consideration of options took place
to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
if required, there were exceptional
circumstances for further alteration.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considered that there were exceptional
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e The importance of Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

e The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Object to the release of additional Green Belt as an
extension to the area proposed for development of
PR7a.

e The site extension proposed conflicts with available
evidence and is not justified.

e Thereis a lack of evidence and no consideration of
mitigation / offset measures as required by the NPPF in
justifying the release of Green Belt.

e There is no evidence on consideration of the impact on
local schools and other community infrastructure close

Water Eaton PC)
did not
specifically refer
to this
modification but
made similar
comments.

circumstances for development in the Green
Belt but noted that the Council would need to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances for
any further changes.

Consideration was given to whether there
were options outside the Green Belt, whether
there were options requiring no additional
Green Belt release; and in the light of these
conclusions, whether there were options
within the scope of the existing strategy that
would acceptably and exceptionally permit
further Green Belt release. It is considered
that there are exceptional circumstances
justifying some further Green Belt release. All
supporting information and evidence were
published alongside the Main Modifications
(including the consideration of alternatives in
a Sustainability Appraisal Addendum) and the
process detailed in the Explanatory Note.

Evidence supporting the MMs including the
landscape and Green Belt evidence do not
contradict previous reports. In their
preparation officers undertook an internal
review of the plan and existing evidence base
in the context of the Inspector’s advice,
scoped significant changes in circumstances /
new information and identified reasonable
options as detailed in the Explanatory Note
(November 2019).
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

to PR7 as a result of the relocation of 200 dwellings
from PR10 to PR7a. The diminished opportunity to
meet a local shortfall in playing fields is also not
considered in evidence.

e The perception of a gap between the settlements of
Oxford and Kidlington will be eradicated.

e Additional vehicles at peak times from the enlarged
PR7a will negatively impact the free movement of
traffic along the A4260, on Bicester Road, on queues at
the roundabout and air quality in Kidlington.

e Arequirement should be added to Policy PR7a for the
provision of a new footbridge across the A4260 to link
to Stratfield Brake.

e The deletion of site PR10 does not provide exceptional
circumstances to allow further encroachment into
Green Belt separating Kidlington from Oxford

e The lack of parks and recreational facilities within
Kidlington will be worsened by the additional housing
and loss of Green Belt

o Thereiis likely to be a significant loss of biodiversity

e The expansion will cause a high level of harm to the
purposes of the remaining Green Belt and will have a
significant urbanising effect

e PR7ais most suitable for higher density development.
If an additional 200 dwellings are added to site PR7a
then this should be by increased density

e There is no consideration of the impact on schools and
community infrastructure close to the site

Specifically, for Land South East of Kidlington
the Green Belt Study (PR40, site PR178)
indicated that the release of the field
immediately to the south of that already
proposed in the Plan would have the same
impact on the harm to the Green Belt as the
proposed submission site.

The Green Belt Study Addendum (CD PR104)
advised that an additional release of land at
PR7a would further erode the gap but would
not represent a step-change in Green Belt
harm. The Addendum considered two
alternative Green Belt boundaries for the
southern boundary of the triangle of land.
Both involved the creation of a new boundary.
The evidence did not suggest a material
difference between the two alternative
boundaries. The modification proposes a new
planted boundary which follows the line of a
former field boundary. Once established this
will form a strong, defined permanent Green
Belt boundary.

The proposed modification will result in a
reduced area being retained in the Green Belt
and available for formal sports for the
development and the wider community and
green infrastructure within the Green

Belt. However, given that the Playing Pitch
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number

e Additional traffic will have a negative impact on Strategy (PPS) (PR99) indicated a need for an
congestion on the A4260 and Bicester Road, and will additional 4ha of pitches to 2031, the reduced
affect local air quality area of 11 hectares is considered sufficient to

accommodate the required pitch provision

e The PR7a site should return to 230 homes. PR-D-0069 together with green infrastructure.

e The proposed main modification does not represent (Bloombridge)
the most appropriate strategy for development. The site promoter submission (PR119)

e The proposed main modification fails under the terms demonstrates that the remaining 11 hectares
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when can accommodate 4 ha of pitch provision and
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of green infrastructure.
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the The Burley in Wharfdale decision by the
consequences for sustainable development in their Secretary of State (3208020) is noted.
choices. However, Green Belt very special

circumstances (NPPF para’ 87- planning
PR-D-0081 applications) and exceptional circumstances

e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

e Reference is made to evidence on landscape, Green
Belt and transport that supports the allocation of site
PR6c site for residential.

e Issues of the additional release of Green Belt land
identified are:

o the proposed southern boundary being weak
or non-existent.

o It could set a dangerous precedent for further
release between Kidlington and the A34.

o Itleaves a large triangular field in which
development will be difficult to resist.

e Anincremental approach to Green Belt harm is caused.

(Turnberry for
Exeter College)

(NPPF para’ 82- Green Belt reviews) are
respectively site and Plan specific. Further and
in any event, the application of Green Belt
tests is necessarily fact specific. The
conclusions reached in respect of the area of
Green Belt with which the Burley in Wharfdale
decision was concerned cannot determine the
outcome of the Green Belt exceptional
circumstances test in Cherwell. The Partial
Review is being examined under NPPF 2012.
Exceptional circumstances were discussed
extensively at the hearings, following
consideration of all the evidence the Inspector
reached a judgement concluding in his
preliminary advice note (document PC5) that
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Comment/Issue
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exceptional circumstances exist in the
individual case of the Partial Review but noted
that the Council would need to demonstrate
exceptional circumstances for any further
changes.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considers the Plan’s proposed housing
requirement to be sound and the strategy to
be appropriate. In reaching his preliminary
conclusions the Inspector considered
transport matters including the potential
closure of Sandy Lane.

The MMis are supported by an Addendum to
the Transport Assessment (PR 109) which
concludes that, taken together, the proposed
redistribution of 410 dwellings in the Council’s
MMs ‘are expected to have a net-positive
overall effect on previously assessed transport
impacts.

The Plan and its proposed MMs is supported
by a schedule of infrastructure informed by
the schemes and interventions sought by the
relevant infrastructure provides including
Oxfordshire County Council as Local Highways
Authority. Infrastructure planning including
identification of bus gates or other project
specific measures is a continuous process
which will continue through more detailed
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
planning stages such as the preparation of site
development briefs and yearly monitoring of
infrastructure planning and provision.
Main 20 e Reluctantly support Main 20. PR-D-0080 The comments from Kidlington PC are noted.

(P.64; Table 4; Policy PR7b- Land
at Stratfield Farm)

Replace 100 with ‘120’

e The combined effect of enlarging housing capacity on
both PR7a and PR7b is to seriously restrict the delivery
of much needed outdoor sports facilities. The Council’s
own research has confirmed there is an existing
deficiency which will be exacerbated by the additional
of around 550 additional homes on these two sites
alone. There is a need for a significant increase in
informal recreation space.

e No evidence to show how delivery of new playing
fields, other formal open space and sports facilities and
informal space address in full the deficiencies existing
and ensuing from the significant increase in the
population of the immediate area.

e Itis essential that 2 access points are provided,
reflecting the awkward shape of the site and the need
to retain the setting of the centrally located Listed
Buildings, their historic relationship to the orchards and
the integrity of an enlarged nature conservation area.

e  Consider that Kidlington Parish Council should be
partners in the preparation of the Development Brief
for PR7b rather than Oxford City Council.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

(Kidlington PC)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.

The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
describes in detail the process the Council
took in preparing Main Modifications. A
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Number
e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of PR-D-0093 sequential consideration of options took place
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release | (KDW) to avoid unnecessary further alterations to

of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

e The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Increasing housing capacity on PR7a and PR7b will
reduce land available for outdoor sports facilities.

PR-D-0091 (ClIr
Middleton)

the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
if required, there were exceptional
circumstances for further alteration.
(Explanatory Note November 2019)

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considered that there were exceptional
circumstances for development in the Green
Belt but noted that the Council would need to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances for
any further changes. Consideration was given
to whether there were options outside the
Green Belt, whether there were options
requiring no additional Green Belt release;
and in the light of these conclusions, whether
there were options within the scope of the
existing strategy that would acceptably and
exceptionally permit further Green Belt
release. It is considered that there are
exceptional circumstances justifying some
further Green Belt release. All supporting
information and evidence were published
alongside the Main Modifications (including
the consideration of alternatives in a
Sustainability Appraisal Addendum) and the
process detailed in the Explanatory Note
November 2019.
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Policies PR7a and PR7B should ensure delivery of
sufficient new playing fields, formal and informal open
space and sports facilities to meet the existing
deficiencies and the needs of the new population.

It is essential that the policy specifies that two access
points are provided. Delivery of a new access to
Stratfield Brake will benefit Kidlington residents and
reduce traffic on the network. An additional access
from Croxford Gardens will avoid the space
surrounding the central Listed Buildings and Nature
Conservation Area.

A pedestrian / cycle route from east to west across the
site will assist in promoting non-car travel and access to
public transport.

The reallocation of 20 homes from site PR10 to PR7b
should be deleted.

The lack of parks and recreational facilities in Kidlington
will be worsened by the additional housing and loss of
Green Belt.

Site PR7b is a difficult shape, has problematic access,
will add to congestion at Kidlington Roundabout. There
is a need to protect the listed building setting, orchards
and conservation area. The risk / benefits of delivering
20 additional houses are not warranted.

The proposed main modification does not represent
the most appropriate strategy for development.

The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the

Evidence supporting the MMs including the
landscape and Green Belt evidence do not
contradict previous reports. In their
preparation officers undertook an internal
review of the plan and existing evidence base
in the context of the Inspector’s advice,
scoped significant changes in circumstances /
new information and identified reasonable
options as detailed in the Explanatory Note
November 2019.

Specifically, for PR7b, Land at Stratfield Farm,
the Green Belt Study (PR40, site PR49)
indicated that the release of the field
immediately to the south and west of that
already proposed in the Submission Plan
would have the same impact on the Green
Belt as the proposed submission site
(approximately an additional one hectare of
land). It was considered that, exceptionally,
there might be scope to extend the
developable area at site PR7b into this area of
land (defined by a field boundary) while
sufficiently accommodating the Council’s
environmental objectives. Moreover, it was
considered that the setting of the listed
farmhouse and important trees could be
protected.

Furthermore, as a result of promoter
engagement with the County Council as Local
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Number
consequences for sustainable development in their Highways Authority, a less rigid position on
choices. the number of homes that could be accessed
e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from PR-D-0081 from the Kidlington roundabout emerged (CD

the advice provided by the Inspector.

e Reference is made to evidence on landscape, Green
Belt and transport that supports the allocation of PR6¢c
site for residential.

(Turnberry for
Exeter College)

PR112).

The proposed modifications for Site PR7a will
result in a reduced area being retained in the
Green Belt and available for formal sports for
the development and the wider community
and green infrastructure within the Green
Belt. However, given that the Playing Pitch
Strategy (PPS) (PR99) indicated a need for an
additional 4ha of pitches to 2031, the reduced
area of 11 hectares is considered sufficient to
accommodate the required pitch provision
together with green infrastructure.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considers the Plan’s proposed housing
requirement to be sound and the strategy to
be appropriate. In reaching his preliminary
conclusions the Inspector considered
transport matters including the potential
closure of Sandy Lane.

The MMs are supported by an Addendum to
the Transport Assessment (PR 109) which
concludes that, taken together, the proposed
redistribution of 410 dwellings in the Council’s
MMis ‘are expected to have a net-positive
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Number
overall effect on previously assessed transport
impacts.
The Plan and its proposed MMs is supported
by a schedule of infrastructure informed by
the schemes and interventions sought by the
relevant infrastructure provides including
Oxfordshire County Council as Local Highways
Authority. Infrastructure planning including
identification of bus gates or other project
specific measures is a continuous process
which will continue through more detailed
planning stages such as the preparation of site
development briefs and yearly monitoring of
infrastructure planning and provision.
Main 21 Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional PR-D-0082 The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
circumstances. (B&YGBC) describes in detail the process the Council
(P.64; Table 4; Policy PR9 — Land The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of PR-D-0083 took in preparing Main Modifications. A
West of Yarnton) dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release | (CDWA) sequential consideration of options took place
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies | PR-D-0091 (ClIr I | to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
Replace 530 with '540" have not been properly considered. Middleton) the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the | PR-D-0093 if required, there were exceptional
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of (KDW) circumstances for further alteration.
separation between the villages and between villages PR-D-0056

and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

(Yarnton PC)

PR-D-0069
(Bloombridge)

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considered that there were exceptional
circumstances for development in the Green
Belt but noted that the Council would need to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances for
any further changes.
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e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Extension of the current Green Belt boundary for PR9
involves encroachment onto countryside and Green
Belt assessed as high harm in the LUC Cherwell Green
Belt Study. It is not warranted by exceptional
circumstances and contrary to the sequential approach
set out in the NPPF.

e The land proposed to be released from the Green Belt
forms an inherently interesting historic landscape,
designed by nature and traditional agricultural land
use. It is an important heritage asset and is served by
two major footpaths, enjoyed by both local residents
and tourists.

e The deletion of PR10 is supported but the evidence
does not support reallocation of dwellings from PR10, a
non-Green Belt site to PR9. it is unsound to remove

Consideration was given to whether there
were options outside the Green Belt, whether
there were options requiring no additional
Green Belt release; and in the light of these
conclusions, whether there were options
within the scope of the existing strategy that
would acceptably and exceptionally permit
further Green Belt release. It is considered
that there are exceptional circumstances
justifying some further Green Belt release. All
supporting information and evidence were
published alongside the Main Modifications
(including the consideration of alternatives in
a Sustainability Appraisal Addendum) and the
process detailed in the Explanatory Note.

Evidence supporting the MMs including the
landscape and Green Belt evidence do not
contradict previous reports. In their
preparation officers undertook an internal
review of the plan and existing evidence base
in the context of the Inspector’s advice,
scoped significant changes in circumstances /
new information and identified reasonable
options as detailed in the Explanatory Note
November 2019.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considers the Plan’s proposed housing
requirement to be sound and the strategy to
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houses from a non-Green Belt site and release further
Green Belt to accommodate them.

e Extension of the Green Belt boundary in PR9 will
encroach on to the open and elevated countryside to
the west of the A44 and will further weaken the
westward boundary of the overall Review Plan area.

e Extension of the PR9 boundary into land containing
ridge and furrow earthworks beyond the current
ancient hedgerow will damage the historic landscape
setting. The extent of damage to heritage assets would
remain unknown until further fieldwork is undertaken.
The irretrievable release of Green Belt cannot be
provisional on further research that would in fact
follow the release of said Green Belt.

e Further release of the Green Belt on PR9 would not
accord with Local Plan Strategic Objective 15.

e The extension of PR9 as proposed by Main 112 and 113
were deemed ‘unacceptable’ by the Council in its
submission for Matter 7. The evidence now produced
to reverse this judgement is unsound.

e This is a missed opportunity to increase density and
thereby reduce the need to release a larger area of
Green Belt unnecessarily.

e Object to the proposed main modification. The PR9
site should be reduced to 200 homes or deleted as an
allocation.

o Reference to the Landscape evidence and questioned
the possibility of a defensible boundary.

be appropriate. In reaching his preliminary
conclusions the Inspector considered
transport matters including the potential
closure of Sandy Lane.

The MMs are supported by an Addendum to
the Transport Assessment (PR 109) which
concludes that, taken together, the proposed
redistribution of 410 dwellings in the Council’s
MMs ‘are expected to have a net-positive
overall effect on previously assessed transport
impacts’.

The Plan and its proposed MMs is supported
by a schedule of infrastructure informed by
the schemes and interventions sought by the
relevant infrastructure provides including
Oxfordshire County Council as Local Highways
Authority. Infrastructure planning including
identification of bus gates or other project
specific measures is a continuous process
which will continue through more detailed
planning stages such as the preparation of site
development briefs and yearly monitoring of
infrastructure planning and provision.

Specifically, with regard to site PR9 the
Inspector’s preliminary findings are that ‘there
is scope for the developable area to extend
westward and this might well provide the
scope for a development more interesting in
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e Reference to the Transport Assessment Addendum and
its lack of justification for the site to be allocated
particularly it ranked 42 out of 44 sites.

e Welcomes the deletion of site PR10 however the
reallocation of the dwellings across site PR9 will
detrimentally impact on sites PR8 and PR9.

e Sites PR8 and PR9 are not served by premium bus
routes. The Transport Assessment is inaccurate in
relation to bus routes.

e The proposed park and ride and its associated bus
services have been cited as an important element of
the rapid transit bus system. However, further data on
the impact of the deletion of site PR10 on its viability
needs to be provided to assess the sustainability of
sites PR8 and PR9.

e There are inaccurate factual representations in the
Transport Addendum which indicates the relocation of
dwellings away from PR10 will have a positive effect
upon overall levels of traffic and congestion at peak
times.

e The impact of relocating 410 dwellings from site PR10
to sites PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9 on the A44
and A4260 has not been assessed. Detailed modelling
work needs to be undertaken to ascertain the
soundness of this modification to the Plan.

e The extension of the site to provide more housing at a
lower density does not represent exceptional
circumstances, is not justified and therefore unsound.

its design and layout prompted the Council to
consider whether additional land to the west
could be allocated.

A number of key constraints were identified

and where necessary additional evidence

commissioned. The key constraints included:

¢ High and moderate value trees

including veteran trees and the
presence of important hedgerows
situated along field boundaries, which
divide the site into smaller parcels.

e The need for an appropriate design
response in relation to the A44.

e Surface water drainage catchments
falling towards the low-lying land in
the eastern part of the site and the
associated land take for sustainable
drainage features (SuDS).

e Landform rising westwards from the
A44 creating level changes to a high
point north west of Begbroke. Higher
ground parcels form part of the ring
of hills forming a key element of
Oxford’s historic setting and special
character.

e Absence of field boundaries in the
centre of the site

e Historic landscape features
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The Landscape Assessment for the site (CD
PR108) concluded that the landscape could
accommodate residential development on the
lower slopes in the east of the study area,
avoiding rising up the steeper mid-slopes, so
that the enclosing function of the landform to
the lower-lying broad vale would be retained.
The westward extent of development should
be related to the 75m AOD contour, although
the strong vegetation structure to the large
central field could accommodate
development to about the 78m contour. A
substantial green infrastructure for the
development and the outer buffer of
accessible green space would need to be
secured through a development brief and a
long-term management plan.

The Green Belt Study Addendum (CD PR104)
stated that the Submission Plan’s proposed
western boundary followed, for the most
part, existing field boundaries. These
boundaries also marked a distinction between
areas closer to Yarnton, rated at moderate
and moderate-high harm, and land to the
west which was rated at high harm.

The rising landform and absence of field
boundaries in the area into which further
settlement expansion is proposed are the
reasons for the higher harm rating, but
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some gradation can be identified. Thereis a
distinction between the more gentle

lower slopes on which development is
proposed and the steeper hillside beyond,
which is more clearly countryside.

The Cherwell Green Belt Study (PR40) also
noted that the higher ground formed part of
the ring of hills that constitutes a key element
in Oxford'’s historic setting, contributing to the
preservation of the City’s setting and

special character (the 4th Green Belt
purpose), but that the lower slopes were also
significant in this respect.

It continued by stating that the change in
slope is not dramatic, so the precise location
of a new boundary would make little
difference in Green Belt terms, but a new
Green Belt edge approximating to the lower
end of this topography (at around the 75m
contour) would nonetheless define an area in
which harm to the Green Belt purposes,
although greater than that associated with the
formerly proposed release, would be lower
than the harm associated with the release of
the higher slopes.

The Council is aware that the extended site
area includes surviving ridge and furrow.
However, a service trench for a pipeline has
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been excavated through the field which has
truncated the surviving earthworks in a 16m
wide strip across the field. Furthermore, it is
surrounded by modern fields and is not
related to any medieval settlement. There is
therefore, limited potential for the medieval
development of the area to be understood
from these surviving earthworks. Having
regard to the above the advice of the County
Archaeologist is that the features are not of
such significance to warrant physical
preservation.

Main 22

(P.64; Table 4; Policy PR10 — Land
South East of Woodstock)

Delete Woodstock row from
Table 4.

e Agrees with the Inspector’s Post Hearing Advice note
that site PR10 is too distant from Oxford which is likely
to tempt residents away from more sustainable travel
choices and welcome its deletion.

o  Welcomes the deletion of site PR10 however the
reallocation of the dwellings across site PR9 will
detrimentally impact on sites PR8 and PR9.

e Sites PR8 and PR9 are not served by premium bus
routes. The Transport Assessment is inaccurate in
relation to bus routes.

e The proposed park and ride and its associated bus
services have been cited as an important element of
the rapid transit bus system. However, further data on
the impact of the deletion of site PR10 on its viability
needs to be provided to assess the sustainability of
sites PR8 and PR9.

e There are inaccurate factual representations in the
Transport Addendum which indicates the relocation of

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)

The comments in support of this modification
are noted.

Responses to the comments relating to the
relocation of the 410 dwellings to alternative
sites are set out under Main 17 — 21 above.
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dwellings away from PR10 will have a positive effect
upon overall levels of traffic and congestion at peak
times.

e The impact of relocating 410 dwellings from site PR10
to sites PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9 on the A44
and A4260 has not been assessed. Detailed modelling
work needs to be undertaken to ascertain the
soundness of this modification to the Plan.

Main 28

(P.69; Policy PR1 - Achieving
Sustainable Development for
Oxford’s Needs; Policy PR1)

Amend to read: Cherwell District
Council will work with Oxford City
Council, West Oxfordshire
Distriet-Counecil, Oxfordshire
County Council, and the
developers of allocated sites to
deliver:

e Land at Frieze Farm would not be able to adequately
accommodate a replacement golf course to that being
removed elsewhere

PR-D-0091 (Cllr |
Middleton)

This comment does not relate to the proposed
modification.

Main 30

(P.73; Policy PR2 — Housing Mix,
Tenure and Size; Policy PR2 —
point 2.)

Change point 2 to read:
‘“...Provision of 80% of the
affordable housing (as defined by

e The proposed main modification appears vague in
relation to the definition and delivery of 50% affordable
housing.

PR-D-0069
(Bloombridge)

This modification was agreed by the Council at
the Local Plan Hearing. It simply adds a
reference to the definition of affordable
housing in the NPPF.
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the NPPF) as affordable

rent/social rented dwellings and

20% as other forms on

intermediate affordable homes’

Main 31 e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional PR-D-0063 The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
circumstances. (GreenWay describes in detail the process the Council

(P.76; Paragraph 5.38; Paragraph e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of | Oxfordshire) took in preparing Main Modifications. A

5.38) dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release | PR-D-0067 sequential consideration of options took place
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies | (CPRE) to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
have not been properly considered. PR-D-0083 the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,

The Oxford Green Belt in e Obiject to housing development in the Green Belt, the (CDWA) if required, there were exceptional

Cherwell presently comprises effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of PR-D-0091 (Clir I | circumstances for further alteration.

some 8409 hectares of land. separation between the villages and between villages Middleton) (Explanatory Note November 2019)

Policy PR3 sets out the area of and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and | PR-D-0093

land for each strategic the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the (KDW) The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note

development site that we are
removing from the Green Belt to
accommodate residential and
associated land uses to help meet
Oxford’s unmet housing needs. In
total it comprises 253- 275
hectares of land —a 3 3.3%
reduction. Consequently, the
total area of Cherwell that
comprises Green Belt falls from
14.3% to 13.98%.

closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the

(PC5) considered that there were exceptional
circumstances for development in the Green
Belt but noted that the Council would need to
demonstrate exceptional circumstances for
any further changes. Consideration was given
to whether there were options outside the
Green Belt, whether there were options
requiring no additional Green Belt release;
and in the light of these conclusions, whether
there were options within the scope of the
existing strategy that would acceptably and
exceptionally permit further Green Belt
release. It is considered that there are
exceptional circumstances justifying some
further Green Belt release. All supporting
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examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Contrary to NPPF.

e The Partial Review Strategy now puts all the housing in
the Oxford Green Belt.

e The Kidlington Gap is further eroded.

e There is considerable scope for increasing densities and
thus removing some of the allocations. For example,
PR6b.

e The proposed area of Green Belt land being considered
represents a far more significant area at a local level.

e Expansion of Begbroke Science Park should be subject
to separate and specific local consultations rather than
being within plans intended to deal with Oxford’s
unmet housing need.

e Opposed to the allocation of Green Belt to meet
Oxford’s unmet need. However, if Green Belt is to be
developed, it is vital that it is used as efficiently as
possible.

e The modification increases the land take to 275
hectares, comprising of all Green Belt land. Averaged
across this area, the 4,400 houses would be built at a
density of 16 dph.

e Asignificant reduction in the amount of land required
can be accommodated by increasing the housing
density on sites, bringing the density more in line with
local and national plans and policies.

information and evidence were published
alongside the Main Modifications (including
the consideration of alternativesin a
Sustainability Appraisal Addendum) and the
process detailed in the Explanatory Note.

Evidence supporting the MMs including the
landscape and Green Belt evidence do not
contradict previous reports. In their
preparation officers undertook an internal
review of the plan and existing evidence base
in the context of the Inspector’s advice,
scoped significant changes in circumstances /
new information and identified reasonable
options as detailed in the Explanatory Note
November 2019.

The Inspector in his Preliminary Advice Note
(PC5) considers the Plan’s proposed housing
requirement to be sound and the strategy to
be appropriate.

The existing adopted Cherwell Local Plan
(2015) explains the important economic role
of the Begbroke Science Park. It describes its
potential for further growth to support the
provision of land for high-technology
university spin-outs to help develop a high
value economic base. Policy Kidlington 1
states that the Council will undertake a small-
scale review of the Green Belt to
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The benefits of high density include lower house prices,
lower emissions, and greater social cohesion.

accommodate identified high value
employment needs including at Begbroke
Science Park.

The Inspector addressed the issue of density
in his preliminary advice note (PC5). He stated
that overall ‘the Council has struck a broadly
sensible balance between the extent of the
land proposed to be removed from the Green
Belt, and the need to accommodate
development that respects its context. | see
nothing unsound in that approach.’

Main 32
(P.77; Paragraph 5.39; PR3(e))

Amend penultimate sentence to
read, 'The potential extension of
the Science Park, provided for by
Policy Kidlington 1 of the Local
Plan, will be considered further in
Local Plan Part 2..."

The proposed main modification is supported although
not essential for soundness.

Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

PR-D-0057
(David Lock
Assoc for the
PR8 Parties)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)
PR-D-0091 (ClIr
Middleton)

Noted

The responses raising objections do not
specifically relate to this modification.
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e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e Any expansion of Begbroke Science Park should be
subject to separate and specific local consultations.

Main 33

(P.77; Policy PR3: The Oxford
Green Belt; Policy PR7a)

Amend the sentence to read:
Policy PR7a — removal of 188 21
hectares of land as shown on
inset Policies Map PR7a

e Supports proposed modification.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

PR-D-0014
Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)
PR-D-0092
(Wolvercote

Noted

This change is a consequence of the
substantive modification at MM 19 and these
representations raise similar issues to those
made in response to that modification.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.
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e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the Neighbourhood
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of Forum)
separation between the villages and between villages PR-D-0093
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and | (KDW)

the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

e The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e Doubling of the land take on the site is given little
acknowledgement aside from this brief note.

e The significant increase in the land take is not properly
justified.

e The NPPF stipulates that removal of land from the
Green Belt requires a case to be made for exceptional
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circumstances. This change at PR7a involves an area of
high harm and no specific case has been made for the
removal of this land from the Green Belt other than the
need to find a site for some of the additional houses
needed to compensate for the deletion of the site at
PR10. This disturbs the environmental balance as PR10
is not in the Green Belt.

e The release of more Green Belt land should be delayed
until the accuracy of the 2014 SHMA figures, currently
questioned by the OLP inspectors, has been resolved.

e Object to the proposed main modification due to the
high harm caused to the Green Belt in the area
including the Kidlington Gap.

e The PR7a site should return to 230 homes.

e The proposed main modification does not represent
the most appropriate strategy for development.

e The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the
consequences for sustainable development in their
choices.

e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

e Reference made to evidence on landscape, Green Belt
and transport that supports the allocation of PR6c site
for residential.

PR-D-0069
(Bloombridge)

PR-D-0081
(Turnberry for
Exeter College)
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e Issues of the additional release of Green Belt land
identified are:
o the proposed southern boundary being weak
or non-existent.
o It could set a dangerous precedent for further
release between Kidlington and the A34.
o It leaves a large triangular field in which
development will be difficult to resist.
e Anincremental approach to Green Belt harm is caused.
Main 34 e The proposed main modification does not represent PR-D-0081 This change is a consequence of the

(P.77; Policy PR3: The Oxford
Green Belt; Policy PR7b)

Amend sentence to read:
Policy PR7b —removal of 43 5
hectares of land as shown on
inset Policies Map PR7b

the most appropriate strategy for development.

e The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the
consequences for sustainable development in their
choices.

e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

o References to the respondent’s evidence on landscape,
Green Belt and transport that supports the PR6c site
for residential.

e The NPPF stipulates that removal of land from the
Green Belt requires a case to be made for exceptional
circumstances. The removal of land from the Green
Belt at PR7a involves an area of moderate harm and no
specific case has been made for the removal of land
here other than the need to find a site for some of the
additional houses needed to compensate for the

(Turnberry for
Exeter College)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0092
(Wolvercote
Neighbourhood
Forum)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

substantive modification at MM 20 and these
representations raise similar issues to those
made in response to that modification.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 20.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number
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deletion of the site at PR10. This disturbs the
environmental balance as PR10 is not in the Green Belt.

e The release of more Green Belt land should be delayed
until the accuracy of the 2014 SHMA figures, currently
qguestioned by the OLP inspectors, has been resolved.

e Green belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.
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Number

The additional Oxford allocations along existing

transport corridors could be extended to include sites

with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be

worsened.
Main 35 Extension of the current Green Belt boundary for PR9 PR-D-0082 This change is a consequence of the

involves encroachment onto countryside and Green (B&YGBC() substantive modification at MM 21 and these
(P.77; Policy PR3: The Oxford Belt assessed as high harm in the LUC Cherwell Green PR-D-0083 representations raise similar issues to those
Green Belt; Policy PR9) Belt Study. It is not warranted by exceptional (CDWA) made in response to that modification.

circumstances and contrary to the sequential approach | PR-D-0093
Amend sentence to read: set out in the NPPF (KDW) Reference should therefore be made to the
Policy PR9 — removal of 3% 27 The land proposed to be released from the Green Belt PR-D-0091 (ClIr full response under MM 21.
hectares of land as shown on forms an inherently interesting historic landscape, Middleton)

inset Policies Map PR9

designed by nature and traditional agricultural land
use. It is an important heritage asset and is served by
two major footpaths, enjoyed by both local residents
and tourists

The deletion of PR10 is supported but the evidence
does not support reallocation of dwellings from PR10, a
non-Green Belt site to PR9. it is unsound to remove
houses from a non-Green Belt site and release further
Green Belt to accommodate them

Extension of the Green Belt boundary in PR9 will
encroach on to the open and elevated countryside to
the west of the A44 and will further weaken the
westward boundary of the overall Review Plan area
Extension of the PR9 boundary into land containing
ridge and furrow earthworks beyond the current
ancient hedgerow will damage the historic landscape
setting. The extent of damage to heritage assets would
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Comment/Issue
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remain unknown until further fieldwork is undertaken.
The irretrievable release of Green Belt cannot be
provisional on further research that would in fact
follow the release of Green Belt

e Further release of the Green Belt on PRS would not
accord with Local Plan Strategic Objective 15

e The extension of PR9 as proposed by Main 112 and 113
were deemed ‘unacceptable’ by the Council in its
submission for Matter 7. The evidence now produced
to reverse this judgement is unsound

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.
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e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

e The land take is being increased by more than a third.
This significant increase in the land take has not been
properly justified beyond the expediency of having to
replace land previously accolated in Woodstock.

Main 37

(P.82; Policy PR4a: Sustainable
Transport; Policy PR4a:
Sustainable Transport)

Amend to read: The strategic
developments provided for under
Policies PR6 to PR918 will be
expected to provide
proportionate financial
contributions directly related to
the development in order to
secure necessary improvements
to, and mitigations for, the
highway network and to deliver

e Financial contributions not detailed yet will have a
material impact on the effectiveness of the Plan.
Costings for the Sustainable Transport Plan are
estimated where the current funding is known to fall
short of the need. The scale of the shortfall to be met
by developers is unknown. It is likely that the
affordable housing quantum will be reduced as a
result.

e A more complete and detailed costing is required for
the Sustainable Transport Plan so that the scale of
funding required can be more accurately obtained with
greater clarity on the contributions required from
developers.

e The Plan fails to meet the objectively assessed
development and infrastructure requirements,

PR-D-0039 (A
Applegarth)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

This is a consequential referencing

modification caused by the deletion of PR10.

These representations do not address this

modification.
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Comment/Issue
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necessary improvements to
infrastructure and services for
public transport.

including unmet requirements from neighbouring
authorities. The unmet need, based on the 2014 SHMA,
has not been substantiated, has been questioned by
the Oxford City Plan Inspector and | therefore not
justified.

e A formal costing which confirms the actual affordable
housing to be provided is required to justify the
exceptional circumstance of development on the Green
Belt, as required by the NPPF.

e A portion of the housing earmarked for PR8 and PR9 is
to meet the growth requirement of Merton College
which appears a commercial venture for the University
of Oxford.

e The proposed modification lacks detail as to what
additional mitigations will be required.

Main 38
(P.85; Para 5.67; Point 5)

Amend sub-point v. to read"'
creating high- quality built and

natural environments that can be

sustained in the long termand*

Renumber sub-point vi. as sub-
point vii.

Add new sub-point vi. 'the
construction of sustainable
urban drainage systems'

e Anglian Water Services Limited supports new sub-point
vi “the construction of sustainable urban drainage
systems”.

e Supports modification.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

PR-D-0008
(Anglian Water)

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

Noted

Noted

The issues raised in these representations do
not relate to this modification.
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o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Main 39
(P.86; Para 5.69; New Point)

Add new point 11 to read
‘enhance health and well-being'

e  Supports modification

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

Noted

The issues raised in these representations do
not relate to this modification.
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examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Main 41

(P.86; Policy PR5: Green
Infrastructure; Point (1))

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

The issues raised in these representations do
not relate to this modification.
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Amend to read, 'Applications will
be expected to: (1) Identify
existing Gl and its connectivity
and demonstrate how this will,-as
far-aspessible; be protected and
incorporated into the layout,
design and appearance of the
proposed development'

examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release
of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Main 42

(P.86; Policy PR5: Green
Infrastructure; Point (8))

e Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Noted
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The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of PR-D-0083 The issues raised in these representations do
Amend to read 'Demonstrate dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release | (CDWA) not relate to this modification.
where multi-functioning Gl can of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies | PR-D-0091 (Clir |
be achieved, including helping to have not been properly considered. Middleton)
address climate change impacts Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the PR-D-0093
and taking into account best effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of (KDW)
practice guidance.' separation between the villages and between villages

and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and | PR-D-0056

the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the (Yarnton Parish

closure of Sandy Lane. Council)

The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt.

The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

In view of the Council’s climate change emergency
motion, the Plan should be reassessed in view of the
harm to green spaces, additional emissions, increased
populations and increased traffic congestion.

Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
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Comment/Issue
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contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The proposed modification alone is inadequate as it
should be included in every aspect of the Plan and not
just the Green Infrastructure. The buildings themselves
and their connecting highways and route ways need to
be included.

e Yarnton Parish Council has passed a Climate Emergency
Resolution and will expect every aspect of these
developments to match the aims of its Resolution, as of
Cherwell District Council’s own Climate Emergency
resolution. Needs to be more positively prepared.

Main 43

(P.86; Policy PR5: Green
Infrastructure; Point (9))

Amend to read: 'Provide details
of how Gl will be maintained and
managed in the long term.'

e Supports modification.

e Green Belt should only be removed in exceptional
circumstances.

e The importance of the Kidlington Gap as a separation
between Oxford and Kidlington was raised at the
examination but this will be all but obliterated. This is
contrary to the spatial strategy in the adopted Cherwell
Local Plan and the NPPF.

o The Council should consider alternative sites outside
the Green Belt.

e The deletion of site PR10 and resultant reallocation of
dwellings to the other strategic sites means the release

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0093
(KDW)

Noted

The issues raised in these representations do
not relate to this modification.
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of additional Green Belt. Alternative sites or strategies
have not been properly considered.

e Object to housing development in the Green Belt, the
effective ‘infill’ of the Kidlington Gap and the loss of
separation between the villages and between villages
and Oxford, the loss of the North Oxford Golf Club, and
the significant flaws in the Transport strategy and the
closure of Sandy Lane.

e The justification for removing additional Green Belt
land is based on a supplementary LUC report which
contradicts the original report.

e There are no exceptional circumstances, endorsed by
the affected communities, to justify the release of
Green Belt

e The additional Oxford allocations along existing
transport corridors could be extended to include sites
with good rail links outside the Green Belt.

e Traffic problems at Kidlington Roundabout will be
worsened.

Main 44
(P.88; Para 5.85; 2" sentence)

Amend to read' ...It will be
necessary to have regard to
adopted Development Plan
policies for design and the built
environment for both Cherwell
and Oxford, to the emerging
Cherwell Design Guide
Supplementary Planning

e Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Noted
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Document (SPD),-and-te-Oxford
City Council's SPD - High Quality
Design in Oxford - Respecting
Heritage and Achieving Local
Distinctiveness, and Oxfordshire
County Council’s Cycling and
Walking Design Guides...'

Main 45

(P.89; Policy PR6a — Land East of
Oxford Road - Policies Map; Land
East of Oxford Road)

Reduce land allocation for

The proposed main modification is supported.

Reducing the land allocated to the school by nearly a

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)
PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0091 (ClIr |

Noted

The reduction in the land allocated for the

primary school use from 3.2 third is not justified. Middleton) school followed advice from Oxfordshire CC,
hectares to 2.2 hectares. Allocate as education authority. Their representation
1 hectare to residential use. confirms their support for this modification.
Main 46 e The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted

(P.90; Policy PR6a — Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 1)

Amend to read ‘Construction of
690 650 dwellings (net) on
approximately 25 24-hectares of
land (the residential area as
shown). Fhe-dwellings-are-te-be
constructed-at-anapproximate

e Opposed to the allocation of Green Belt to meet
Oxford’s unmet need. However, if Green Belt is to be
developed, it is vital that it is used as efficiently as
possible.

e The modification increases the land take to 275
hectares, comprising of all Green Belt land. Averaged

(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0067
(CPRE)

The Inspector addressed the issue of density
in his preliminary advice note (PC5). He stated
that overall ‘the Council has struck a broadly
sensible balance between the extent of the
land proposed to be removed from the Green
Belt, and the need to accommodate
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Comment/Issue
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Number
average-net-density-of 40 across this area, the 4,400 houses would be built at a development that respects its context. | see
dwellings-per-hectare” density of 16 dph. nothing unsound in that approach.’
e Asignificant reduction in the amount of land required
can be accommodated by increasing the housing
density on sites, bringing the density more in line with
local and national plans and policies.
e The benefits of high density include lower house prices,
lower emissions, and greater social cohesion.
Main 47 e The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted

(P.90; Policy PR6a — Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 3)

Amend to read ‘The provision of a
primary school with atleast-three
two forms of entry on 32.2
hectares of land in the location
shown’

e Important infrastructure improvements are being
eroded by the proposed modification.

(North Oxford
Consortium)
PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

The modification has been proposed in
response to the requirements of Oxfordshire
CC, as Education authority.

Main 48

(P.90; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 7)

Amend first sentence to read,
'...pedestrian, wheelchair and all-
weather cycle route along the
site’s eastern boundary within
the area of green space-as shown
on the policies map.’

e The proposed main modification is supported.

e The proposed modification represents a reduction in
accessibility

PR-D-0010 North
Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

Noted

Officer’s disagree that this modification
represents a reduction in accessibility. The
modification introduces consistency with
other policies in the Plan.
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Main 49 e The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted

(P.91; Policy PR6a - Land East of
Oxford Road; Policy PR6a — point
10 (a))

Add a second sentence to point
10 (a) to read: ‘Minor variations

e The proposed main modification is supported if the
word ‘minor’ is deleted.

(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0091 (Clir |

Officer’s do not agree that the word ‘minor’
should be deleted.

This modification refers to ‘minor’ variations

in the location of specific uses e Appears to give a huge amount of unspecified latitude. | Middleton) in the location of specific uses. This

will be considered where amendment was agreed by the Council at the
evidence is available.’ Local Plan Hearing.

Main 50 o Modification supported due to the size of the PR-D-0085 Noted

(P.91; Policy PR6a — Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 10 (b))

Amend to read ‘Two pRoints of
vehicular access and egress from
and to existing highways,
primarily from Oxford Road’

development.
e Suggests deleting ‘existing highways, primarily from’ as
this is superfluous.

e The proposed main modification should be deleted as
this limits flexibility at the Development Brief stage.

e Suggests deleting ‘primarily’

e Itis understood that the Highway authority would
require two points of access but are surprised that the
landowners’ illustrative plans seem to show two
accesses to the Oxford Road fairly close together.

e An access point off the P&R junction would be better
for managing increased traffic flows and would be less
disruptive to cyclists and pedestrians.

(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0063
(GreenWay
Oxfordshire)

Whilst officer’s do not object to the deletion
of ‘primarily’ as requested by Oxfordshire CC
and GreenWay, in principle, it is not
considered that the change is necessary for
soundness.

This modification was made at the request of

Oxfordshire CC, as Highway Authority. Officers
do not agree that the modifications should be
deleted.

The detailed comments raised by GreenWay
Oxfordshire do not relate specifically to this
modification. They are issues more
appropriately addressed through the
development brief.
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Main 51

(P.91; Policy PR6a — Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 10 (c))

Amend to read 'An outline
scheme for public vehicular,
cycle, pedestrian and wheelchair
connectivity within the site, to
the built environment of Oxford,
to Cutteslowe Park, to the
allocated site to the west of
Oxford Road (policy PR6b)
enabling connection to Oxford
City Council's allocated 'Northern
Gateway' site, to Oxford Parkway
and Water Eaton Park and Ride,
and to existing or new points of
connection off-site and to
existing or potential public
transport services. Required
access to existing property via
the site should be maintained.'

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted

Main 52

(P.92; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 13)

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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Amend to read 'The application(s)
shall be supported by a phase 1
habitat survey including habitat
suitability index (HSI) survey for
great crested newts, and
protected and notable species
surveys as appropriate, including
for great crested newt
presence/absence surveys
(dependent on HSI survey),
surveys for badgers, breeding
birds and reptiles, an internal
building assessment for roosting
barn owl, a tree survey and an
assessment of the watercourse
that forms the south-eastern
boundary of the site and
Hedgerow Regulations
Assessment”

Main 53

(P.92; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 15)

Amend to read 'The application
shall be supported by a Heritage
Impact Assessment which will
include identify measures to
avoid or minimise conflict with
the identified heritage assets

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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within the site, particularly the
Grade 2* Listed St Frideswide
Farmhouse. These measures
shall be incorporated or
reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme.'

Main 54

(P.92; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 17)

Amend to read 'The application
should demonstrate that Thames
Water has-agreed-inprinciple
and the Environment Agency
have been consulted regarding
wastewater treatment capacity
and agreement has been
reached in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be
accepted into the drainage its
network.'

e The treatment of effluent and references to the
Environment Agency are not required and should be
deleted.

e Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR6a
Point 17 is amended to read: “...in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the foul
drainage network.”

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

This modification has been made following
representations from Natural England and
recommendations from the Water Cycle
Study.

Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended
wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.

Main 55

(P.93; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 18)

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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Amend to read'...mitigation
measures. The outcomes of the
investigation and mitigation
measures shall be incorporated
or reflected, as appropriate, in
any proposed development
scheme.'

Main 56

(P.93; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; New Point)

Add new point 20 to read 'The
application shall include a
management plan for the
appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils'

Re-number subsequent points

e Reference to a soils management plan is unnecessary
and should be deleted as this can be addressed at the
Development Brief or planning application stage.

e Supports modification.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Officers do not agree that this modification
should be deleted. It reflects Government
advice, including the NPPF.

Noted

Main 57

(P.93; Policy PR6a - Land East of
Oxford Road; Policy PR6a — point
21.)

Amend the final sentence to
read:

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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‘The Delivery Plan shall include a
start date for development,
demonstration of how the
development would be
completed by 2031 and a

programme showing how the site

will contribute towards

maintaining a five year supply of

housing. {ferthe-site}willbe
intained ,

Main 58

(P.94; Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road; Point 28)

Amend to read 'The location of
archaeological features, including
the tumuli to the east of the
Oxford Road, should be
incorporated and made evident
in the landscape design of the
site.'

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted

Main 59

(P.96; Policy PR6b - Land West of
Oxford Road, Point 1)

e The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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Amend to read: ‘Construction of e The Partial Review Strategy was lacking, alternativesto | PR-D-0063 This change is a consequence of the
670 530 dwellings (net) on 32 dumping housing in the Green Belt were not properly (GreenWay substantive modification at MM 18 and these

hectares of land (the residential

area as shown). Fhe-dwellings
are-to-be-constructed-atan
. lonsi
£ 25 dwelli | ',

examined, and the one site outside the Green Belt
found unsuitable.

e The Examination should be re-opened.

e Anincrease of 140 dwellings on PR6b is not justified.

e |n adeclared Climate Change Emergency, destroying a
huge number of established trees on the golf course is
unforgivable.

e Pollution levels nearby are already higher than
European and WHO standards.

o The Harbord Road Area Residents Association have
submitted thorough and extensive evidence on the
removal of these trees, and GW endorses that
submission.

e The destruction of trees is contrary to several local plan
policies.

e The tree survey conclusions posted by the Council are
frankly risible.

e The University has confirmed that it wishes to provide
staff accommodation on some of the site; that is not
‘need’ as defined.

e The modification should be deleted, and the site and
trees omitted from the Partial Review.

e Is not consistent with policies on the natural

environment and related issues such as climate change.

e If the proposed main modification cannot be deleted,
the number of homes should then be increased from
530 to 531 homes.

Oxfordshire)

PR-D-0078 (H &
B Henning)

representations raise similar issues to those
made in response to that modification.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 18.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number
Opposed to the allocation of Green Belt to meet The Inspector addressed the issue of density
Oxford’s unmet need. However, if Green Belt is to be PR-D-0067 in his preliminary advice note (PC5). He stated
developed, it is vital that it is used as efficiently as (CPRE) that overall ‘the Council has struck a broadly
possible. sensible balance between the extent of the
The modification increases the land take to 275 land proposed to be removed from the Green
hectares, comprising of all Green Belt land. Averaged Belt, and the need to accommodate
across this area, the 4,400 houses would be built at a development that respects its context. | see
density of 16 dph. nothing unsound in that approach.’
A significant reduction in the amount of land required
can be accommodated by increasing the housing
density on sites, bringing the density more in line with
local and national plans and policies.
The benefits of high density include lower house prices,
lower emissions, and greater social cohesion.
Main 60 The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted
(North Oxford
(P.96; Policy PR6b — Land West of Consortium)
Oxford Road; Policy PR6b — point
8 (a))
Add a second sentence to point 8
(a) to read: ‘Minor variations in
the location of specific uses will
be considered where evidence is
available.’
Main 61 Supports modification due to the size of the PR-D-0085 Noted

development.

(Oxfordshire CC)
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
(P.96; Policy PR6b - Land West of e Suggests deleting ‘existing highways, primarily from’ as
Oxford Road; Point 8(b)) this is superfluous.
Amend to read ' Two pRoints of e The proposed main modification should be deleted as | PR-D-0010 This Modification resulted from a County

vehicular access and egress from
and to existing highways,
primarily from Oxford Road, and

connecting within the site.

this limits flexibility at the Development Brief stage.

e Objection to the possibility of vehicular access to site
PR6b via Five Mile Drive, Linkside Avenue, and
Lakeside.

e This would substantially change the nature of these
roads which are narrow and close to houses. This
would lead to more noise and pollution.

e It should be clear that any access from Lakeside should
be restricted to pedestrians and cyclists.

e The caveat ‘primarily’ should be removed.

e The word ‘primarily’ should be removed as the wording
would allow a connection between the golf course site
and the Lakeside-Linkside Avenue cul-de-sac in the Five
Mile Drive area which would be very damaging.

e The areais currently being used as a rat-run and traffic
will only become worse when cars are travelling along
Five Mile Drive to Rothafield Road and Sunderland
Avenue towards the Cutteslowe roundabout.

(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0063
(GreenWay
Oxfordshire)
PR-D-0068 (ClIr P
Buckley)
PR-D-0006 (Prof
] Gittins)
PR-D-0092
(Wolvercote
Neighbourhood
Forum)
PR-D-0094 (M
Treisman)

Council formal representation at Pre-
submission stage (July 2017), this change was
carried through and submitted in March 2018
to the Inspector for examination alongside all
the relevant evidence. Transport matters
related to Main 61 and the Plan as a whole
were discussed extensively at the Plan’s
examination.

Whilst officer’s do not object to the deletion
of ‘primarily’ as requested by Oxfordshire CC
and others, in principle, it is not considered
that the change is necessary for soundness.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Traffic in the area will be noisy, intrusive leading to air-
polluting rat-run traffic, carrying increased danger
especially to children in the area and to the health of
the residents.

The Northern Gateway project and other house-
building projects north of Oxford will lead to further
increases in traffic.

The only other possible vehicular access to site PR6b
would be via Lakeside which is a very narrow road
through a residential area. This would not be an
effective or justified solution and has not been
positively prepared as the access to the site has not
been considered.

Main 62

(P.98; Policy PR6b - Land West of
Oxford Road; Point 11)

Amend to: 11. The application(s)
shall be supported by a phase 1
habitat survey including habitat
suitability index (HSI) survey for
great crested newts, and
protected and notable species
surveys as appropriate, including
great crested newt
presence/absence surveys
(dependent on HSI survey),
surveys for badgers, breeding
birds and reptiles, an internal

The proposed main modification is supported.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number
building assessment for roosting
barn owl, a tree survey and an
assessment of water bodies
Main 63 e  The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted

(P.98; PR6b - Land West of Oxford
Road; Point 13)

Amend to read 'The application(s)
shall be supported by a desk-
based archaeological
investigation which may then
require predetermination
evaluations and appropriate
mitigation measures. The
outcomes of the investigation
and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as
appropriate, in any proposed
development scheme.'

(North Oxford
Consortium)

Main 64

(P.98; Policy PR6b - Land West of
Oxford Road; Point 15)

Amend to read 'The application
should demonstrate that Thames

e  The treatment of effluent and references to the
Environment Agency are not required and should be
deleted.

e Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR6b
Point 15 is amended to read: “...in principle that foul

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

This modification was proposed following a
representation from Natural England and
recommendations from the Water Cycle
Study.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Water has-agreed-inprinciple

and the Environment Agency
have been consulted regarding
wastewater treatment capacity
and agreement has been
reached in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be
accepted into the drainage its
network.'

drainage from the site will be accepted into the foul
drainage network.”

Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended
wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.

Main 65

(P.98; Policy PR6b - Land West of
Oxford Road; New Point)

Add new point 16 to read 'The
application shall include a
management plan for the
appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils'

Re-number subsequent points

e  Supports modification.

e  Reference to a soils management plan is unnecessary
and should be deleted as this can be addressed at the
Development Brief or planning application stage.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

Noted

Officers do not agree that this modification
should be deleted. It reflects Government
advice, including the NPPF.

Main 66

(P.98; Policy PR6b — Land West of
Oxford; Point 17)

Delete point 17 and renumber
subsequent points accordingly

. The proposed main modification is supported.

. Criterion 17 should not be deleted.

. Object to Frieze Farm being the only available site for
a replacement golf course when site PR6b is
developed.

PR-D-0010
(North Oxford
Consortium)

PR-D-0017 (S
Stewart)
PR-D-0018 (B
England)

Noted

Officers do not accept that Criterion 17 should
be retained.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number
° The site is too small for an 18-hole golf course. PR-D-0020 (G It is implicit from the Inspector’s advice note
. Access is difficult. Oliver) (PC 5) that he considers requirement 17
o There should be a policy that allows provision for an | PR-D-0021 (J unnecessary, given requirement 21 of the
18-hole golf course with at least the same acreage Orton) policy (which in part covers the tests
and facilities that North Oxford Golf Club currently PR-D-0022 (L contained in paragraph 74 of the 2012 NPPF)
hold. Lawrence) and his preliminary conclusion.
o NPPF paragraph 97 states that recreational facilities | PR-D-0024 (M
cannot be destroyed unless they are replaced by Eynon)
something equivalent or better. Frieze Farm is not PR-D-0025 (M The Inspector states ‘I raised a question at the
bigger nor better. Honey) hearings about the reference in the policy
o A golf architect’s report has confirmed that Frieze PR-D-0027 (A (under criterion 17) to the need for any
Farm is not a suitable site. Gallaher) application to be supported by enough
o The course is not surplus to requirements. It is PR-D-0029 (S information to demonstrate that the tests
forecast that more golf and sports facilities will be Wood) contained in paragraph 74 of the (2012) NPPF
required in the future in the Oxford area. PR-D-0030 (D are met, so as to enable development of the
. Criterion 17 is required to ensure that the issues to Humphrey) golf course. Policy PR6c — Land at Frieze Farm
be determined under paragraph 97 of the NPPF are PR-D-0032 (B allocates land for a replacement golf course
addressed at the point of the planning application. Moon) andfrom what I saw of the existing golf
° Criterion 21 does not provide an adequate safeguard PR_'D'OO?’?’ (T cour.se, it could, if necessc.vr.y, p.rowde
for the loss of criterion 17. Brighouse) equivalent or better provision in terms of
o There is a possibility that the Inspector in his post PR-D-0035 (J quantity and quality, ona site very close to the
hearing advice note did not have the GreenWay Gibbins} ex:stmgfac:{lty. ) ) ]
evidence and golf architect’s report before him. PR-D-0037 (A On that basis, notwithstanding questions
Otherwise it is impossible to understand how he was Leake) around Whethgr the ex:stmq golf course is
able to come to his conclusions. PR-D-0038 (R surplus to requirements, which are addressed
° The need for relocation of the full 18 holes to replace Burridge) under criterion 21 in any event, the .test.‘s in
the North Oxford Golf Club is overwhelming PR-D-0041 (B paragraph 74 have been met and criterion 17
' Orton) can be deleted’.
PR-D-0045 (C
Lane) The Council would also reiterate the

conclusions set out in its Open Space, Sport &
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
PR-D-0047 (G Recreation Assessment and Strategies Part 2:
Davidson) Sports Facilities Strategy (PR103b) which
PR-D-0048 (T relate to golf provision in the District (Paras
Hughes) 11.49-11.54).
PR-D-0051 (N Specifically, at para 11.51 the Study states
Clarke) that if the North Oxford Golf Course be
PR-D-0060 (M redeveloped, the long-term shortfall in
Gibbard) provision to meet the demands of the forecast
PR-D-0063 population in the Kidlington sub-area alone
(GreenWay may be in the order of 6 holes. The minimum
Oxfordshire) replacement requirement to solely meet the
PR-D-0064 (N needs of the Kidlington population is
Lawrence) therefore one 9-hole golf course.
PR-D-0065 (Dr T | The Study also notes at paragraph 11.53 that
Buley) as golf has a significant commercial element
PR-D-0071 provision will change to reflect patterns of
(North Oxford demand. Over time the expectations for golf
Golf Club) change and it will be important for clubs to
PR-D-0077 (M respond to keep facilities as viable and vibrant
Cahill) as possible. England Golf advises that more
PR-D-0083 flexibility in membership options and in
(CDWA) course formats are part of the changes
PR-D-0090 (S needed to ensure increased viability.
Blight) England Golf commented that there is good
PR-D-0093 open access to golf across the District but
(KDW) notes that there are no Par 3 courses or other

The following
representations
did not
specifically refer

shorter formats which are more suitable for
the beginner and for young people.

Officers can confirm that the Inspector was in
receipt of all the documentation submitted as
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number
to MM 66 but evidence to the EiP by GreenWay Oxfordshire.
made similar This was corroborated directly with the
comments: Inspector via the Programme Officer.
PR-D-0019 (S GreenWay Oxfordshire were notified of the
Duke) Inspector’s confirmation.
PR-D-0023 (G
Phillips) This matter was debated extensively at the
PR-D-0026 (I hearings, the Inspector reached his
Watkins) preliminary conclusions having considered all
PR-D-0028 (F available evidence including golf specific
Luteijn) evidence in support of Matter 4 statements:
PR-D-0031 (IC e Hawtree Ltd — Greenway Oxfordshire
Architects) e WYG ‘s North Oxford Golf Course Report
PR-D-0036 (R — Savills
Lloyd) e Gaunt Golf Design Report — Savills
PR-D-0043 (A e Sports Facilities Strategy (PR103b) —
Freeland) Cherwell District Council
PR-D-0044 (S
Hifle)
PR-D-0046 (I
North)
PR-D-0055 (M
Fisher)
PR-D-0058 (A
Oliver)
PR-D-0066 (J
Ahlquist)

Main 67 e  The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0010 Noted

(North Oxford
Consortium)
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number
(P.99; Policy PR6b - Land West of
the Oxford Road; Policy PR6b —
point 19) e  The alteration to this delivery Policy has been PR-D-0063 This matter was previously discussed at the
requested by the site owners. (GreenWay Hearing with the amendment agreed by the

Amend the final sentence to
read:

e  Site owners are obviously concerned that the
relocation of the golf course will hamper delivery of

Oxfordshire)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |

Council. This modification has been proposed
to provide certainty that a five-year housing

‘The Delivery Plan shall include a the site. Middleton) land supply can be achieved.

start date for development, e Anew golf course will take 5-10 years to deliver. PR6b

demonstration of how the can therefore not contribute to delivering a For consistency the proposed modification
development would be continuous 5-year housing supply — or indeed any also applies to other site allocation policies
completed by 2031 and a housing development within the plan period. (Main Mods 57, 81, 94, 110, 123) and housing
programme showing how the site e Site PR6b should be deleted from the allocations. delivery policies at Main Mods 136 and 141.
will contribute towards e More explanation needed.

maintaining a five year supply of Reference should also be made to the
housing. {for-the-site} will-be detailed responses made under MM 18 and
maintained-yearon-year- 66.

Main 68 e  Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR6c PR-D-0034 Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended

(P.101; Policy PR6¢c — Land at
Frieze Farm; Whole Policy)

Amend to read:

'Land at Frieze Farm will be
reserved for the potential
construction of a golf course
should this be required as a result
of the development of Land to

Point 10 is amended to read: “The application should
demonstrate that Thames Water and the Environment
Agency have been consulted regarding wastewater
treatment capacity and agreement has been reached
in principle that foul drainage from the site will be
accepted into the foul drainage network”

e  Modification takes us no further with re-provision of a
suitable site were the Golf course to be developed. It is
not consistent with National Policy which has been
incorrectly applied.

(Thames Water)

PR-D-0063
(GreenWay
Oxfordshire)

wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.

Reference should be made to the substantive
responses made under MM 18 and 66
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Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number

the West of Oxford Road under e  Frieze Farm cannot meet the tests in Para 74 (now 97)
Policy PR6b. of the NPPF to provide a replacement 18-hole course

and facilities.
Planning Application e There is a possibility that the Inspector in his post
Requirements hearing advice note did not have the GreenWay
1. The application will be evidence and golf architect’s report before him.
expected to be supported by, and Otherwise it is impossible to understand how he was
prepared in accordance able to come to his conclusions. The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
with, a Development Brief for the describes in detail the process the Council
entire site to be jointly prepared took in preparing Main Modifications. A
and agreed e The Inspector’s post hearing advice note encouraged PR-D-0081 sequential consideration of options took place

in advance between the
appointed representative(s) of
the landowner(s) and

Cherwell District Council and in
consultation with Oxfordshire
County Council.

The Development Brief shall
include:

(a) A scheme and outline layout
for delivery of the required land
uses and associated
infrastructure

(b) Points of vehicular access and

egress from and to existing
highways

(c) An outline scheme for public
vehicular, cycle, pedestrian and

the Council to consider the PR6c site for some housing
and a link road however this has not been followed
through.

e Land at Frieze Farm (PR6c) should be allocated for 220
homes and a link road.

(Turnberry for
Exeter College)

to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
if required, there were exceptional
circumstances for further alteration.
Paragraphs 8.66 — 8.69 specifically refer to the
consideration of Frieze Farm.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

wheelchair connectivity within
the site, to the built
environment, and to existing or
new points of connection off-site

and to existing or potential
public transport services.

(d) Protection and connection of
existing public rights of way

(e) incorporate-dDesign
principles that respond to the
landscape, canal-side and Green
Belt setting and the historic
context of Oxford

(f) Outline measures for securing
net biodiversity gains informed
by a Biodiversity Impact
Assessment in accordance with

(2) below

(g) An outline scheme for
vehicular access by the
emergency services

2. The application(s) shall be
supported by the Biodiversity
Impact Assessment
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

(BIA) based on the DEFRA
biodiversity metric (unless the
Council has adopted

a local, alternative
methodology), to be agreed with
Cherwell District Council

3. The application(s) shall be
supported by a proposed
Biodiversity Improvement and
Management Plan (BIMP)
informed by the findings of the
BIA and habitat surveys and to
be agreed before development
commences. The BIMP shall
include:

(a) measures for securing net
biodiversity gain within the site
and for the protection of wildlife
during construction

(b) measures for retaining and
conserving protected/notable
species (identified

within baseline surveys) within
the development

(c) demonstration that
designated environmental assets

will not be harmed,
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

including no detrimental impacts
through hydrological, hydro
chemical or

sedimentation impacts

(d) measures for the protection
and enhancement of existing
wildlife corridors and the
protection of existing hedgerows
and trees

(e) the creation of a green
infrastructure network with
connected wildlife
corridors

(f) measures to minimise light
spillage and noise levels on
habitats especially

along wildlife corridors

(g) a scheme for the provision for
bird and bat boxes and for the
viable provision of designated
green walls and roofs

(h) farmland bird compensation

(i) proposals for long-term
wildlife management and
maintenance
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

4. Measures for the retention of
the Grade Il listed Frieze
Farmhouse and an appropriate

sensitive setting

5. The application shall be
supported by a Heritage Impact
Assessment which will identify
measures to avoid or minimise
conflict with identified heritage
assets within and adjacent to the

site, particularly the Grade Il
Listed Frieze Farmhouse. These
measures shall be incorporated
or reflected, as appropriate, in
any proposed development
scheme'

6. The application(s) shall be
supported by a desk-based
archaeological investigation
which may then require
predetermination evaluations
and appropriate mitigation
measures. The outcomes of the
investigation and mitigation
measures shall be incorporated
or reflected, as appropriate, in
any proposed development
scheme
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

7. The application(s) shall be
supported by a Transport
Assessment and Travel Plan
including measures for
maximising sustainable transport
connectivity, minimising the
impact of motor vehicles on
existing communities and actions

for updating the Travel Plan
during the construction of the

development

8. The application will be
supported by a Flood Risk
Assessment, informed by a
suitable ground investigation
and having regard to guidance
contained within the Council's
Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment. The Flood Risk
Assessment should include
detailed modelling of
watercourses taking into account
allowance for climate

change. There should be no
ground raising or built
development within the
modelled flood zone.

9. The application shall be
supported by a landscaping
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

scheme including details of
materials for land modelling (to
be agreed with the Environment
Agency), together with a
management plan for the
appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils

10.The application should
demonstrate that Thames Water
has agreed in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be
accepted into its network.

11. A single comprehensive,
outline scheme shall be
approved for the entire site. The
scheme shall be supported by
draft Heads of Terms for
developer contributions that are
proposed to be secured by way
of legal agreement. The
application(s) shall be supported
by a Delivery Plan demonstrating
how the implementation and
phasing of the development shall

be secured comprehensively and
how the provision of supporting
infrastructure will be delivered.
The Delivery Plan shall include a
start date for development and a
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

programme showing how and
when the golf course would be
constructed to meet any
identified need as a result of the
development of Land to the
West of Oxford Road (Policy

PR6b)

Main 69

(P.103; Paragraph 5.90; Last
sentence)

Amend last sentence to read:

A clearly defined field boundary
partially marks the extent of the
area that is identified for
development and the remainder
of the southern boundary
follows a former historic field
boundary.

e  Proposed modification supported

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Development)

Noted

Main 71

(P.104/105; Paragraph 5.96; New
Point & Points 5 to 8)

Renumber points 5to 8 as 6to 9

e  Fully support Main 71, Main 87 and Main 88 relating to
PR7b.

e Increasing housing capacity on PR7a and PR7b will
reduce land available for outdoor sports facilities.
Policies PR7a and PR7B should ensure delivery of
sufficient new playing fields, formal and informal open

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)

The comments from Kidlington PC in support
of this modification are noted.

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
Insert new point 5. To read:' space and sports facilities to meet the existing
Retention and renovation of the deficiencies and the needs of the new population.
Grade Il Listed Stratfield e Itis essential that the policy specifies that two access
Farmhouse and the protection of points are provided. Delivery of a new access to
its historic setting. Stratfield Brake will benefit Kidlington residents and
reduce traffic on the network. An additional access
from Croxford Gardens will avoid the space
surrounding the central Listed Buildings and Nature
Conservation Area.
e A pedestrian / cycle route from east to west across the
site will assist in promoting non-car travel and access to
public transport.
e Consider that Kidlington Parish Council should be
partners in the preparation of the Development Brief
for PR7b rather than Oxford City Council.
Main 72 e Supports proposed modification. PR-D-0014 Noted
e Considers the proposed modification soundly based, (Pegasus for
(P.106; Policy PR7a — Land South being positively prepared, justified and effective. Barwood
East of Kidlington, Policies Map — Developments)
Land South East of Kidlington) PR-D-0054
(Turley for

Increase extent of residential
area

Reduce extent of Outdoor Sports
Provision

Amend revised Green Belt
boundary (see attached)

e Promised infrastructure enhancements and green
space provisions are being eroded for the sake of
expediency.

Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

This change is a consequence of the
substantive modification at MM 19 and these
representations raise similar issues to those
made in response to that modification.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

e Object to the release of additional Green Belt as an
extension to the area proposed for development of
PR7a

e The site extension proposed conflicts with available
evidence and is not justified

e Thereis a lack of evidence and no consideration of
mitigation / offset measures as required by the NPPF in
justifying the release of Green Belt

e There is no evidence on consideration of the impact on
local schools and other community infrastructure close
to PR7 as a result of the relocation of 200 dwellings
from PR10 to PR7a. The diminished opportunity to
meet a local shortfall in playing fields is also not
considered in evidence

e The perception of a gap between the settlements of
Oxford and Kidlington will be eradicated

e Additional vehicles at peak times from the enlarged
PR7a will negatively impact the free movement of
traffic along the A4260, on Bicester Road, on queues at
the roundabout and air quality in Kidlington

e Arequirement should be added to Policy PR7a for the
provision of a new footbridge across the A4260 to link
to Stratfield Brake

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.

Main 73

(P.106; Policy PR7a — Land South
East of Kidlington, Policies Map —
Land South East of Kidlington)

e Considers the proposed modification soundly based,
being positively prepared, justified and effective.

PR-D-0054
(Turley for
Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

Noted
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Amend the policies map to
include ‘new green space/parks’
notation over (in addition to)
‘Outdoor Sports provision’ on the
policies map (see attached).

e Objection raised concerning the increased in housing
and reduction of green space.

e Existing roads are already busy and congested.

e The existing green space is valuable to the community.

e Object to the release of additional Green Belt as an
extension to the area proposed for development of
PR7a.

e The site extension proposed conflicts with available
evidence and is not justified.

e Thereis a lack of evidence and no consideration of
mitigation / offset measures as required by the NPPF in
justifying the release of Green Belt.

e There is no evidence on consideration of the impact on
local schools and other community infrastructure close
to PR7 as a result of the relocation of 200 dwellings
from PR10 to PR7a. The diminished opportunity to
meet a local shortfall in playing fields is also not
considered in evidence.

e The perception of a gap between the settlements of
Oxford and Kidlington will be eradicated.

e Additional vehicles at peak times from the enlarged
PR7a will negatively impact the free movement of
traffic along the A4260, on Bicester Road, on queues at
the roundabout and air quality in Kidlington.

e Arequirement should be added to Policy PR7a for the
provision of a new footbridge across the A4260 to link
to Stratfield Brake.

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)
PR-D-0052 (F
Gibson)

This change is a consequence of the
substantive modification at MM 19 and these
representations raise similar issues to those
made in response to that modification.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.

Main 74

e Supports proposed modification.
e Considers the proposed modification soundly based,
being positively prepared, justified and effective.

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for

Noted
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

(P.107; Policy PR7a — Land South
East of Kidlington; Point 1)

Amend to read: ‘Construction of
430 230-dwellings (net) on 21 11
hectares of land (the residential
area as shown). Fhe-dwellings-to
be-constructed-atan

. lonsi

Object to the release of additional Green Belt as an
extension to the area proposed for development of
PR7a.

The site extension proposed conflicts with available
evidence and is not justified.

There is a lack of evidence and no consideration of
mitigation / offset measures as required by the NPPF in
justifying the release of Green Belt.

There is no evidence on consideration of the impact on
local schools and other community infrastructure close
to PR7a as a result of the relocation of 200 dwellings
from PR10 to PR7a. The diminished opportunity to
meet a local shortfall in playing fields is also not
considered in evidence.

The perception of a gap between the settlements of
Oxford and Kidlington will be eradicated.

Additional vehicles at peak times from the enlarged
PR7a will negatively impact the free movement of
traffic along the A4260, on Bicester Road, on queues at
the roundabout and air quality in Kidlington.

A requirement should be added to Policy PR7a for the
provision of a new footbridge across the A4260 to link
to Stratfield Brake.

Barwood
Developments)
PR-D-
0054(Turley for
Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

PR-D-0070
(Harbord Road
Area Residents
Assoc)
PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)

PR-D-0067
(CPRE)

This change is a consequence of the
substantive modification at MM 19 and these
representations raise similar issues to those
made in response to that modification.

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.

The perceived discrepancies between the
areas indicated in MM 74 and MM 75 are as
the result of the ‘rounding’ of numbers.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
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MM 74 increases the residential area from 11 to 21
hectares. l.e. an increase of 10 hectares.

The increase in MM 74 (10 has) is not consistent with
the decrease (10.5has) in MM75.

The reduction of 10.5 has in MM75 must be amended
to 10has instead of 10.5has to be consistent with
MM74 thus giving the benefit of any rounding to the
community.

Opposed to the allocation of Green Belt to meet
Oxford’s unmet need. However, if Green Belt is to be
developed, it is vital that it is used as efficiently as
possible.

The modification increases the land take to 275
hectares, comprising of all Green Belt land. Averaged
across this area, the 4,400 houses would be built at a
density of 16 dph.

A significant reduction in the amount of land required
can be accommodated by increasing the housing
density on sites, bringing the density more in line with
local and national plans and policies.

The benefits of high density include lower house prices,
lower emissions, and greater social cohesion.

Object to the proposed main modification due to the
high harm caused to the Green Belt in the area
including the Kidlington Gap.

The PR7a site should return to 230 homes.

The proposed main modification does not represent
the most appropriate strategy for development.

PR-D-0069
(Bloombridge)

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.
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e The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the
consequences for sustainable development in their
choices.

e The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

e References to the respondent’s evidence on landscape,
Green Belt and transport that supports the PR6¢ site
for residential.

e |[ssues of the additional release of Green Belt land
identified are:

o the proposed southern boundary being weak
or non-existent.

o It could set a dangerous precedent for further
release between Kidlington and the A34.

o It leaves a large triangular field in which
development will be difficult to resist.

e Anincremental approach to Green Belt harm is caused.

PR-D-0081
(Turnberry for
Exeter College)

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.

Main 75

(P.107; Policy PR7a — Land South
East of Kidlington; Point 4)

Amend to read:

The provision of 215 11 hectares
of land to provide formal sports
facilities for the development and

e Supports proposed modification.
e Considers the proposed modification soundly based,
being positively prepared, justified and effective.

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)
PR-D-
0054(Turley for
Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

Noted
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Number
for the wider community and
green infrastructure within the PR-D-0069 This change is a consequence of the
Green Belt e Object to the proposed main modification due to the (Bloombridge) substantive modification at MM 19 and these
high harm caused to the Green Belt in the area representations raise similar issues to those
including the Kidlington Gap. PR-D-0070 made in response to that modification.

e The PR7a site should return to 230 homes.

e MM 74 increases the residential area from 11 to 21

hectares. l.e. an increase of 10 hectares.

e Theincrease in MM 74 (10 has) is not consistent with

the decrease (10.5has) in MM75.

e The reduction of 10.5 has in MM75 must be amended

to 10has instead of 10.5has to be consistent with

MM74 thus giving the benefit of any rounding to the

community.

e The proposed modification reduces provision of green

infrastructure and recreation facilities.
e Object to the release of additional Green Belt as an

extension to the area proposed for development of

PR7a.

e The site extension proposed conflicts with available

evidence and is not justified.
e There is a lack of evidence and no consideration of

mitigation / offset measures as required by the NPPF in

justifying the release of Green Belt.

e There is no evidence on consideration of the impact on
local schools and other community infrastructure close
to PR7 as a result of the relocation of 200 dwellings

from PR10 to PR7a. The diminished opportunity to
meet a local shortfall in playing fields is also not
considered in evidence.

(Harbord Road
Area Residents
Assoc)
PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

Reference should therefore be made to the
full response under MM 19.

The proposed modification will result in a
reduced area being retained in the Green Belt
and available for formal sports for the
development and the wider community and
green infrastructure within the Green

Belt. However, given that the Playing Pitch
Strategy (PPS) (PR99) indicated a need for an
additional 4ha of pitches to 2031, the reduced
area of 11 hectares is considered sufficient to
accommodate the required pitch provision
together with green infrastructure.

The site promoter submission (PR119)
demonstrates that the remaining 11 hectares
can accommodate 4 ha of pitch provision and
green infrastructure.
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Comment/Issue
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e The perception of a gap between the settlements of
Oxford and Kidlington will be eradicated.
e Additional vehicles at peak times from the enlarged
PR7a will negatively impact the free movement of
traffic along the A4260, on Bicester Road, on queues at
the roundabout and air quality in Kidlington.
e A requirement should be added to Policy PR7a for the
provision of a new footbridge across the A4260 to link
to Stratfield Brake.
Main 76 e Supports proposed modification. PR-D-0014 Noted
e Considers the proposed modification soundly based, (Pegasus for
(P.107; Policy PR7a — Land south being positively prepared, justified and effective. Barwood
east of Kidlington; Policy PR7a — Developments)
point 9 (a)) PR-D-0054
(Turley for

Add a second sentence to point 9
(a) to read: ‘Minor variations in
the location of specific uses will
be considered where evidence is

Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

available.’ e Supports modification if the word ‘minor’ is deleted. PR-D-0085 Officers do not support the word ‘minor’
(Oxfordshire CC) | being deleted.

Main 77 e Supports proposed modification PR-D-0014 Noted

e Considers the proposed modification soundly based, (Pegasus for

(P.109; Policy PR7a — Land South being positively prepared, justified and effective. Barwood

East of Kidlington; Point 12) Developments)
PR-D-0054

Amend to: ' The application(s) (Turley for

shall be supported by a phase 1
habitat survey including habitat
suitability index (HSI) survey for
great crested newts, and

Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)
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Comment/Issue
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protected and notable species
surveys as appropriate, including
great crested newt
presence/absence surveys
(dependent on HSI survey),
surveys for badgers, breeding
birds and reptiles, an internal
building assessment for roosting
barn owl, a tree survey and an
assessment of water bodies.'

Main 78

(P.109; Policy PR7a — Land South
East of Kidlington; Point 14)

Amend to read 'The application
should demonstrate that Thames
Water, Natural England has
agreed-in-principle and the
Environment Agency have been
consulted regarding wastewater
treatment capacity and
agreement has been reached in
principle that foul drainage from
the site will be accepted into the
drainage is network.'

e Considers the proposed modification soundly based,
being positively prepared, justified and effective.

e Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR7a
Point 14 is amended to read: “...in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the foul
drainage network.”

e Objection raised to proposed re-wording of Policy PR7a
point 14:
It implies agreement in principle for foul drainage to
enter the network needs to be secured from each of
Thames Water, the Environment Agency and Natural
England

e |n principle approval should be sought through Thames
Water only, consistent with NPPF para 183 which

PR-D-0054
(Turley for
Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)

Noted

Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended
wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.

This modification follows representations
from Natural England and recommendations
from the Water Cycle Study.
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discourages use of the planning system duplicating
other consent regimes
e There is nothing in the Water Cycle Addendum (PR105)
to support the change as it concludes the change in
discharge is not significant
e As such the modification is considered unsound as it is
neither justified, effective nor consistent with national
policy
Main 79 e Supports proposed modification. PR-D-0014 Noted
e Considers the proposed modification soundly based, (Pegasus for
(P.109; Policy PR7a — Land South being positively prepared, justified and effective. Barwood
East of Kidlington; Point 16) Developments)
PR-D-0054
Amend to read 'The application(s) (Turley for
shall be supported by a desk- Landowner for
based archaeological the northern
investigation which may then parcel of PR7a)
require predetermination
evaluations and appropriate
mitigation measures. The
outcomes of the investigation
and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as
appropriate, in any proposed
development scheme'
Main 80 e Supports modification. PR-D-0085 Noted
(Oxfordshire CC)
(P.109; Policy PR7a — Land South
East of Kidlington; New Point) e Considers the proposed modification soundly based, PR-D-0054 Noted
being positively prepared, justified and effective. (Turley for
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Add new point 17 to read 'The
application shall include a
management plan for the
appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils'

Re-number subsequent points

e Objection raised to the requirement In Policy PR7a for
provision of a “management plan for the appropriate
re-use and improvement of soils”:

e There is no policy support provided within the
reasoning for the modification

e The policy is vague and imprecise a to what constitutes
“appropriate re-use” and it is not clear that the impact
of the policy in terms of cost or viability has been
assessed

e The SA does not provide any additional evidence to
support the change and indicates no change to SA
findings as a result

e Potential for soil improvement on site is limited

e The purpose of the change is unclear and is considered
unsound as it is not justified

Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)

Officers do not agree that this modification
should be deleted. It reflects Government
advice, including the NPPF.

Main 81

(P.110; Policy PR7a — Land south
east of Kidlington; Policy PR7a —
point 19.)

Amend the final sentence to
read: ‘The Delivery Plan shall
include a start date for
development, demonstration of
how the development would be
completed by 2031 and a

e Considers the proposed modification soundly based,
being positively prepared, justified and effective.

e Objection continues to be raised to Policy PR7a point
19:

e The proposed amended wording remains unclear and
could be used as a mechanism to apply a brake on
delivery, contrary to NPPF para 58

PR-D-0054
(Turley for
Landowner for
the northern
parcel of PR7a)

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)

Noted

This matter was previously discussed at the
Hearings where this amendment was agreed
by the Council. This modification has been
proposed to provide certainty that a five year
housing land supply can be achieved. It is also
justified in light of the urgent need for
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Number
programme showing how the site e Comments raised by the site promoter during Matter 5 housing and land being released in the Green
will contribute towards discussions at the Hearings and Barwood’s written Belt for that reason.
maintaining a five year supply of hearing statement paras 2.21 to 2.23 remain valid
housing. {ferthe-site}willbe e Barwood are committed to deliver the site at the For consistency the proposed modification
maintained-yearon-year" earliest opportunity and given market signals it expects also applies to other site allocation policies
delivery to proceed apace once on site (Main Mods 57, 67, 94, 110, 123) and housing
e The removal of the phasing restriction on the site is delivery policies at Main Mods 136 and 141.
welcomed (Main 137), but concern remains over the
purpose and application of this policy requirement,
which is considered unsound as it is neither justified,
effective or consistent with national policy.
Main 82 e Objection raised concerning the increased in housing PR-D-0052 (F This change is a consequence of the
and reduction of green space. Gibson) substantive modification at MM 20 and these
(P.111; Policy PR7b — Land at e Existing roads are already busy and congested. PR-D-0091 (Clir I | representations raise similar issues to those
Stratfield Farm; Policies Map- e The existing green space is valuable to the community. | Middleton) made in response to that modification.
Land at Stratfield Farm) e Residential space is being increased at the expense of
the conservation area and amendments are being Reference should therefore be made to the
Increase Residential area made to Green Belt boundaries. full response under MM 20.
Reduce Nature Conservation Area
Amend Revised Green Belt
boundary
Amend green space boundary
(See attached)
Main 83 e Welcomes the recognition that land at Stratfield Farm PR-D-0075 Whilst acknowledging the comments of Carter
can accommodate more than 100 dwellings. (Carter Jonas for | Jonas on behalf of Manor Oak the Council, for
(P.112; Policy PR7b — Land at e The site promoter considers the site can accommodate | Manor Oak) the reasons set out in its evidence including

Stratfield Farm; Point 1)

up to 175 dwellings.

the Site Capacity Sense Check (PR110) does
not agree with the site capacity proposed.
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Number
Amend to read: ‘Construction of An illustrative plan is attached to the submission to Reference should also be made to the officer
120 100 homes (net)on 54 demonstrate how 140 dwellings could be provided on response under MM 20 above.
hectares of land (the residential the 5 ha development site area, considered to be the
area). Fhe-dwellingsto-be best and most efficient use of the available land.
constructed-at-an-approximate The illustrative plan excludes the listed farmhouse and
average-net-density-of 25 its curtilage (including the orchards) from the proposed
dwellings-per-hectare- allocation area to ensure efficient development of the
site is not hampered by heritage related constraints.
PR-D-0081 The Explanatory Note (November 2019)

The proposed main modification does not represent
the most appropriate strategy for development.

The proposed main modification fails under the terms
of paragraph 84 of the NPPF which requires LPAs, when
reviewing Green Belt boundaries, to take account of
the need to promote sustainable patterns of
development and the need to consider the
consequences for sustainable development in their
choices.

The Council’s preferred approach has departed from
the advice provided by the Inspector.

References to the respondent’s evidence on landscape,
Green Belt and transport that supports the PR6c site
for residential.

Opposed to the allocation of Green Belt to meet
Oxford’s unmet need. However, if Green Belt is to be
developed, it is vital that it is used as efficiently as
possible.

The modification increases the land take to 275
hectares, comprising of all Green Belt land. Averaged

(Turnberry for
Exeter College)

PR-D-0067
(CPRE)

describes in detail the process the Council
took in preparing Main Modifications. A
sequential consideration of options took place
to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
if required, there were exceptional
circumstances for further alteration.
Paragraphs 8.66 — 8.69 specifically refer to the
consideration of Frieze Farm.

The Inspector addressed the issue of density
in his preliminary advice note (PC5). He stated
that overall ‘the Council has struck a broadly
sensible balance between the extent of the
land proposed to be removed from the Green
Belt, and the need to accommodate
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across this area, the 4,400 houses would be built at a
density of 16 dph.

A significant reduction in the amount of land required
can be accommodated by increasing the housing
density on sites, bringing the density more in line with
local and national plans and policies.

The benefits of high density include lower house prices,
lower emissions, and greater social cohesion.

development that respects its context. | see
nothing unsound in that approach.’

Main 84

(P.112; Policy PR7b — Land at
Stratfield Farm; Point 7)

Amend to read: ‘Creation of a
nature conservation area on 6-3
5.3 hectares of land as shown on
the inset Policies Map,
incorporating the community
orchard and with the opportunity
to connect to and extend
Stratfield Brake District Wildlife
Site.’

The proposed modification reduces the conservation
area and green spaces originally proposed as mitigation
for Green Belt erosion.

PR-D-0091 (Cllr |
Middleton)

This modification is a consequence of MM 20
which extends the residential area of this site.

Main 85

(P.112; Policy PR7b — Land at
Stratfield Farm; Point 9)

Consider that Kidlington Parish Council should be
partners in the preparation of the Development Brief
for PR7b rather than Oxford City Council.

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.
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Amend last sentence to read 'The
Development Brief shall be
prepared in consultation with
Oxfordshire County Council, and

Oxford City Council.and the Canal

and River Trust'

Main 86

(P.112; Policy PR7b — Land at
Stratfield Farm; Policy PR7b —
point 10 (a))

Add a second sentence to point
10 (a) to read: ‘Minor variations
in the location of specific uses
will be considered where
evidence is available.’

e Supports modification if the word ‘minor’ is deleted.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Officers do not support the word ‘minor’
being deleted.

Main 87

(P.113; Policy PR7b — Land at
Stratfield Farm; Policy PR7b —
Point 10 (b))

Points of vehicular access and
egress from and to existing
highways with, unless otherwise
approved, at least two separate
points:

e  Fully support Main 71, Main 87 and Main 88 relating to
PR7b.

e Increasing housing capacity on PR7a and PR7b will
reduce land available for outdoor sports facilities.
Policies PR7a and PR7B should ensure delivery of
sufficient new playing fields, formal and informal open
space and sports facilities to meet the existing
deficiencies and the needs of the new population.

e Itis essential that the policy specifies that two access
points are provided. Delivery of a new access to
Stratfield Brake will benefit Kidlington residents and

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)

The comments from Kidlington PC in support
of this modification are noted.

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.
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reduce traffic on the network. An additional access
from Croxford Gardens will avoid the space
surrounding the central Listed Buildings and Nature
Conservation Area.

e A pedestrian / cycle route from east to west across the
site will assist in promoting non-car travel and access to
public transport.

e Consider that Kidlington Parish Council should be
partners in the preparation of the Development Brief
for PR7b rather than Oxford City Council.

e Supports modification but suggests amendment to PR-D-0085 Oxfordshire CC proposed amendment is
read: ‘The scheme shall include an access road from (Oxfordshire CC) | noted. They are issues more appropriately
the Oxford Road service road connecting to the addressed through the development brief.
Kidlington roundabout te-the-easternmeost

| l | l I he RoliciesM 8
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Main 88 Supports modification but suggests amendment to PR-D-0085 Noted. They are issues more appropriately

(P.113; Policy PR7b — Land at
Stratfield Farm; Policy PR7b —
Point 10 (c))

The scheme shall include an
access road from the Kidlington
roundabout to the easternmost
development parcels and the
Stratfield Farm building complex
onlyasshownontheinset
Policies M

read: ‘The scheme shall include an access road from

the Oxford Road service road connecting to the

Kidlington roundabout te-the-easternmeost

ovel | | the.S fialdF buildi
| e | hed Policies Mao.

Fully support Main 71, Main 87 and Main 88 relating to
PR7b.

Increasing housing capacity on PR7a and PR7b will
reduce land available for outdoor sports facilities.
Policies PR7a and PR7B should ensure delivery of
sufficient new playing fields, formal and informal open
space and sports facilities to meet the existing
deficiencies and the needs of the new population.

It is essential that the policy specifies that two access
points are provided. Delivery of a new access to
Stratfield Brake will benefit Kidlington residents and
reduce traffic on the network. An additional access
from Croxford Gardens will avoid the space
surrounding the central Listed Buildings and Nature
Conservation Area.

A pedestrian / cycle route from east to west across the
site will assist in promoting non-car travel and access to
public transport.

(Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0080
(Kidlington PC)

addressed through the development brief.

The comments from Kidlington PC in support
of this modification are noted.

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.
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e Consider that Kidlington Parish Council should be
partners in the preparation of the Development Brief
for PR7b rather than Oxford City Council.
Main 90 e Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR7b PR-D-0034 Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended

(P.115; Policy PR7b - Land at
Stratfield Farm; Point 16)

Amend to read 'The application
should demonstrate that Thames
Water, Natural England has
agreed-n-principle and the
Environment Agency, have been
consulted regarding wastewater
treatment capacity and
agreement has been reached in
principle that foul drainage from
the site will be accepted into the
drainage is network.'

Point 16 is amended to read: “...in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the foul
drainage network.”

(Thames Water)

wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.

Main 93

(P.115; Policy PR7b - Land at
Stratfield Farm; New Point)

Add new point 19 to read 'The
application shall include a
management plan for the
appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils'

e Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Noted
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Re-number subsequent points
Main 95 Affordable housing proposed on site PR8 cannot be PR-D-0082 The points raised in these representations
reserved for the sole use of the University of Oxford as | (B&YGBC) have been noted but they are not directly
(P.121; Policy PR8 — Land East of it is contrary to the purpose of the Plan in meeting PR-D-0088 (D related to the proposed modification.
the A44; Point 1) Oxford’s unmet need. Main 95 should clarify that the Hipkiss)
affordable housing will be open to all key workers of
Amend to read: ‘Construction of Oxford
1,950 dwellings (net) on Policy PR8, particularly building on Green Belt is neither
approximately 66 hectares of sound, effective or justified
land (the residential area as Dwellings on PR8 should not be built as they are for the
shown). Fhe-dwellings-are-to-be exclusive benefit of Oxford University by providing staff
constructed-at-an-approximate housing and student accommodation
average-net-density-of45 Required numbers are exaggerated and are based on
dwellings-per-hectare’ out of date calculations
Sandy Lane should not be closed to vehicular traffic
Residents of Yarnton are dependent on easy access to
services and facilities in Kidlington. Residents should
not be expected to walk
Rural populations are dependent on the car to access
services and closure of Sandy Lane will add a 6 mile
journey. This will increase emissions, congestion,
journey times and inconvenience
Disagrees with the analysis in Table 2.1, p. 22 of
document PR109. It ignores the fact that many car
journeys on the A44 are accessing the A34
Opposed to the allocation of Green Belt to meet FCRF;E;))OW

Oxford’s unmet need. However, if Green Belt is to be
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developed, it is vital that it is used as efficiently as
possible.
e The modification increases the land take to 275
hectares, comprising of all Green Belt land. Averaged
across this area, the 4,400 houses would be built at a
density of 16 dph.
e Asignificant reduction in the amount of land required
can be accommodated by increasing the housing
density on sites, bringing the density more in line with
local and national plans and policies.
e The benefits of high density include lower house prices,
lower emissions, and greater social cohesion.
Main 96 e The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0057 Noted
e The Tripartite’s education consultants (EFM) advised (David Lock for
(P.121; Policy PR8 - Land East of that the level of provision will be the maximum required | the PR8 parties)
the A44; Point 4) on the site and is most likely to be less.
Amend to read 'The provision of a
primary school with atdeast three e Supports modification. PR-D-0085 Noted
forms of entry on 3.2 hectares of (Oxfordshire CC)
land in the location shown'
Main 97 e The proposed main modification is supported. PR-D-0085 Noted
Oxfordshire CC)
(P.121; Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44; Point 5) e The Tripartite’s education consultants (EFM) advised PR-D-0057 Noted

Amend to read 'The provision of a
primary school with atdeast two

that the level of provision will be the maximum required
on the site and is most likely to be less.

(David Lock for
the PR8 parties)

103




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

forms of entry on 2.2 hectares of
land in the location shown if
required in consultation with the
Education Authority and unless
otherwise agreed with Cherwell
District Council.'

Main 98

e Yarnton Parish Council should be included as a

PR-D-0091 (ClIr |

The Council will ensure there is consistent

consultee. Middleton) engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
(P.122; Policy PR8 - Land East of the development briefs. A change to the MMs
the A44; Point 17) PR-D-0056 is not required.

(Yarnton Parish

Amend last sentence to read 'The Council)
Development Brief shall be
prepared in consultation with
Oxfordshire County Council, and
Oxford City Council, Network Rail
and the Canal and River Trust'
Main 99 e The intent of the proposed main modification is PR-D-0057 Officers do not support the word ‘minor’

(P.122; Policy PR8 — Land east of
the A44; Policy PR8 — 18 (a))

Add a second sentence to point
18 (a) to read: ‘Minor variations
in the location of specific uses
will be considered where
evidence is available.’

welcomed however would like to delete the word
‘minor’ to add the necessary flexibility for the site.

e Supports modification if the word ‘minor’ is deleted.

(David Lock for
the PR8 parties)

PR-D-0085
Oxfordshire CC)

being deleted.
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Main 100

(P.122; Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44; Point 18 b)

Amend to read: 'Points of
vehicular access and egress from
and to existing highways with at
least two separate, connecting
points from and to the A44 and
including the use of the existing
Science Park access road.'

Supports modification.

There is little detail on how traffic flow along the A44
will be managed and the potential for additional
congestion has not been addressed. Traffic will back up
within the PR8 site which will in turn delay buses.

The proposed modification has huge implications for
traffic flow along the A44, and thus has not been
assessed. More detail is needed.

The Transport Assessment Addendum (PR109)
acknowledges that traffic along the A44 will be worse
and beyond capacity, and that further junctions will
increase traffic delays and hinder bus flow without
including any assessment of these additional junctions
with PR8. Unsound, not yet positively prepared.

PR-D-0085
Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

PR-D-0056
(Yarnton PC)

Noted

This point is not directly related to this
proposed main modification. Traffic along the
A44 was discussed extensively at the EiP
including detailed discussions of transport
evidence. The Inspector in his Preliminary
Advice Note (PR5) stated ‘It is fair to note at
the outset that building 4,400 homes ....
Anywhere in Cherwell is likely to have
significant impacts in traffic terms. However,
..... the principle of siting the required
allocations along an established transport
corridor is a sound one. | accept that traffic
along this transport corridor is already
relatively heavy, but the route clearly offers
the best opportunity to provide incoming
residents with opportunities to travel by
means other than the private car. Moreover,
development along the corridor can
reasonably be expected to contribute to
transport improvements along it, including
those that encourage means of access into
Oxford by means other than the private car.’

Transport Assessment Addendum (document
PR109) was prepared to inform the Main
Modifications and concludes that the
proposed reallocation of dwellings resulting
from the deletion of site PR10 from the Plan is
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expected to have a positive effect upon
overall levels of road traffic (and associated
congestion at peak times) that have been
forecast to result from the allocation of 4,400
homes being considered.
Main 101 e Agrees with the OSM forecast in Appendix 1 Table 4.1, | PR-D-0082 The closure of Sandy Lane was considered at
p.21. (B&YGBC) the EiP. In his post hearing advice note (PC5)
(P.123; Policy PR8 - Land East of e Closure of Sandy Lane would cause massive disruption | PR-D-0088 (D the Inspector stated ‘I recognise that the
the A44; Point 18 (f)) and is unacceptable to Yarnton residents. Hipkiss) allocations, and other factors, will lead to
e The closure of Sandy Lane to vehicular traffic will be PR-D-0056 changes to the highway network, like the

Amend to read: 'In consultation
with Oxfordshire County Council
and Network Rail, proposals for
the closure/unadoption of Sandy
Lane, the closure of Sandy Lane
to motor vehicles...'

detrimental to the residents of the surrounding
villages. The concept of improving the sustainability of
this route for use by pedestrians and cyclists is
desirable but do not need to be to the detriment of
vehicular travel.

e Consultation to involve local residents.

e Main 101 should be amended to ensure consultation
includes Yarnton Parish Council, Begbroke Parish
Council and Kidlington Parish Council.

(Yarnton PC)

closure to vehicular traffic of Sandy Lane.
However, while such changes might be
inconvenient, to some, the impact they would
involve is not such that it renders the Council’s
approach unreasonable, or the Plan unsound.’

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.

Infrastructure providers such as Network Rail
and County Council as Local Highway
Authority undertake specific consultations
when progressing their plans and
infrastructure schemes.

Main 104

(P.124; Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44; Point 22)

e Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
Oxfordshire CC)

Noted
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Comment/Issue

Representation

Officer Response

Number

e Traffic surveys should be undertaken on Sandy Lane PR-D-0082 The closure of Sandy Lane was considered at
Amend to read: 'The before proposals are included in any release to (B&YGBC) the EiP including detailed discussions of
application(s) shall be supported developers PR-D-0088 (D transport evidence and Statement of Common
by a Transport Assessment and e Agrees with the OSM forecast in Appendix 1 Table 4.1, | Hipkiss) Ground SoCG-98. In his post hearing advice
Travel Plan including measures p.21. PR-D-0091 (Clir I | note (PC5) the Inspector stated ‘/ recognise
for maximising sustainable e Closure of Sandy Lane would cause massive disruption | Middleton) that the allocations, and other factors, will
transport connectivity, and is unacceptable to Yarnton residents. PR-D-0056 lead to changes to the highway network, like

minimising the impact of motor
vehicles on new residents and
existing communities, and actions
for updating the Travel Plan
during construction of the
development. The Transport
Assessment shall include
consideration of the effect of
vehicular and non-vehicular
traffic on use of the railway level
crossings at Sandy Lane, Yarnton
Lane and Roundham.'

e The closure of Sandy Lane to vehicular traffic will be
detrimental to the residents of the surrounding
villages. The concept of improving the sustainability of
this route for use by pedestrians and cyclists is
desirable but do not need to be to the detriment of
vehicular travel.

e A full assessment of the effects to close the level
crossing to vehicles should be undertaken now and not
be left to the developer.

e Dispute the accuracy of the SOCG-98 submitted jointly
by Cherwell District Council, Oxfordshire County
Council and Network Rail in February 2019 stating
without any evidence that Sandy Lane is a ‘peak hour
rat run’. Recognise the need to make it a safer route,
and Yarnton Parish Council should be part of any
discussions for its alteration. Unsound, not yet
positively prepared.

(Yarnton PC)

the closure to vehicular traffic of Sandy Lane.
However, while such changes might be
inconvenient, to some, the impact they would
involve is not such that it renders the Council’s
approach unreasonable, or the Plan unsound.’

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.

Infrastructure providers such as Network Rail
and County Council as Local Highway
Authority undertake specific consultations
when progressing their plans and
infrastructure schemes.

Main 105

(P.125; Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44; Point 23)

e lLacks consideration of the impact on existing dwellings
in terms of increased flood risk as a result of adjacent
developments

PR-D-0091 (Cllr |
Middleton)

This representation does not directly relate to
the proposed Main modification which was
made following a representation from the
Environment Agency.
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Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Amend to read ‘23. The
application shall be supported by
a Flood Risk Assessment informed
by a suitable ground
investigation, and having regard
to guidance contained within the
Council’s Level 2 Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment. A surface water
management framework shall be
prepared to maintain run off
rates to greenfield run off rates
and volumes, with use of
Sustainable Drainage Systems in
accordance with adopted Policy
ESD7, taking into account
recommendations contained in
the Council’s Level 1 and Level 2
SFRAs. Residential development
must be located outside the
modelled Flood Zone 2 and 3

envelope.’

Main 106

(P.125; Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44; Point 24)

Amend to read 'The application
should demonstrate that Thames
Water, Natural England has

agreed-inprinciple and the

e Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR8
Point 24 is amended to read: “...in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the foul
drainage network.”

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended
wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

Environment Agency have been
consulted regarding wastewater
treatment capacity and
agreement has been reached in
principle that foul drainage from
the site will be accepted into the
drainage is network.'

Main 109

(P.125; Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44; New Point)

Add new point 28 to read 'The
application shall include a
management plan for the
appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils'

Re-number subsequent points

e Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
Oxfordshire CC)

Noted

Main 111
(P.127; Paragraph 5.121)

Amend to read:

‘We are also seeking to enhance
the beneficial use of the Green
Belt within the site by requiring

e Previous commitments to maintaining biodiversity and
habitats and informal access to green spaces appear to
be ‘watered down’

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

This is a consequential change to other
modifications. It does not reduce the
requirements for biodiversity habitats and
green infrastructure.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

improved infermal access to the
countryside and-significant
logical-and biodi . .
primarily through the
establishment of publicly
accessible informal parkland
between the proposed built
development and the retained
agricultural land to the west.
There will also be opportunities
for significant ecological and
biodiversity gains. The Council’s
priority will be the creation of a
new Local Nature Reserve at the
southern end of the site with
good access to the primary school
and the existing public rights of

’

way.

Main 112

(P.129; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; Policies Map — Land
West of Yarnton)

Extend residential area to 25.3
hectares

Delete Public Access Land
Amend Revised Green Belt
boundary

e Requests confirmation that the revised policy map
provides sufficient land to meet Oxfordshire CC’s
requirements for the school site.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

The revised policy map amends the area
reserved for the improvement/replacement of
playing fields and amenity space for William
Fletcher School. The area proposed reflects
the requirements set out in the County
Council’s representations to the Submission
Plan (July 2017).

OCC’s representation to the Main
modifications now refers to a revised layout
for the school which is a result of discussions
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Comment/Issue

Representation
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Add 24.8 hectares of new green
space/parks

Add 39.2 hectares of retained
agricultural land

e  Whilst supporting the extension of the residential area
the respondent considers it should be extended further
as contained in their submission PR122

e Reference is made to evidence base documents PR110,
PR108 and PR113b.

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

between Oxfordshire CC and Merton College
only.

Officers are concerned that the extended site
requested for the primary school extension is
not proportionate and therefore contrary to
the CIL Regulations.

Oxfordshire CC have previously advised that a
site of 2.2 ha is required for a new 2FE
primary school. However, in this instance
when the additional land now being
requested (1.8 ha) is added to the existing
school site (1.2 ha) the total site area extends
to approximately 3 ha.

Officers are therefore of the view that in the
absence of a detailed justification there is no
reason to release more land from the Green
Belt above that already proposed by the
modifications.

Furthermore, having regard to the Council’s
landscape evidence (PR108) and the
requirement for significant engineering works
to grade the land it is considered that the
extended site would have an unacceptable
landscape impact.

Policy PR9 of the Submission Plan proposes
the construction of 530 dwellings on
approximately 16 has of land to the west of
Yarnton.
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Comment/Issue

Representation
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e The representation is accompanied by a map showing
the amendments sought, which also includes an area
safeguarded for further housing to the west.

e The revised Green Belt boundary should be adjusted
westwards including to accommodate the County
Council request in conjunction with William Fletcher
Primary School

e the green space/park is considered inappropriate and
unrelated in scale and kind to the draft allocation and
should be replaced with a buffer area (denoted as
public access land) and defined edge to the Green Belt
with areas and routes accessible to the public.

e The Policies Map should be amended as set out in the
plans accompanying the representation. If the public
open green space area is to be delivered it should be
made clear that the Local Nature reserve will be
delivered within it.

In his Advice Note (PC5) the Inspector advised
that he had sympathy with the promoter’s
view argued at the Hearings that a more
satisfactory development might be achieved
by extending the residential development
area westwards. He also suggested that in
doing so the Council considers whether some
additional homes could be achieved.

The Explanatory Note (November 2019)
describes in detail the process the Council
took in preparing Main Modifications. A
sequential consideration of options took place
to avoid unnecessary further alterations to
the Green Belt boundaries and to ensure that,
if required, there were exceptional
circumstances for further alteration.

A number of key constraints were identified
and where necessary additional evidence
commissioned. The key constraints included:
e High and moderate value trees
including veteran trees and the
presence of important hedgerows
situated along field boundaries, which
divide the site into smaller parcels.
* The need for an appropriate design
response in relation to the A44.
e Surface water drainage catchments
falling towards the low-lying land in
the eastern part of the site and the
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Comment/Issue
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associated land take for sustainable
drainage features (SuDS).

e Landform rising westwards from the
A44 creating level changes to a high
point north west of Begbroke. Higher
ground parcels form part of the ring
of hills forming a key element of
Oxford’s historic setting and special
character.

e Absence of field boundaries in the
centre of the site

e Historic landscape features

The Landscape Assessment for the site (CD
PR108) concluded that the landscape could
accommodate residential development on the
lower slopes in the east of the study area,
avoiding rising up the steeper mid-slopes, so
that the enclosing function of the landform to
the lower-lying broad vale would be retained.
The westward extent of development should
be related to the 75m AOD contour, although
the strong vegetation structure to the large
central field could accommodate
development to about the 78m contour. A
substantial green infrastructure for the
development and the outer buffer of
accessible green space would need to be
secured through a development brief and a
long-term management plan.
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Comment/Issue
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The Green Belt Study Addendum (CD PR104)
stated that the Submission Plan’s proposed
western boundary followed, for the most
part, existing field boundaries. These
boundaries also marked a distinction between
areas closer to Yarnton, rated at moderate
and moderate-high harm, and land to the
west which was rated at high harm.

The rising landform and absence of field
boundaries in the area into which further
settlement expansion is proposed are the
reasons for the higher harm rating, but
some gradation can be identified. Thereis a
distinction between the more gentle

lower slopes on which development is
proposed and the steeper hillside beyond,
which is more clearly countryside.

The Cherwell Green Belt Study (PR40) also
noted that the higher ground formed part of
the ring of hills that constitutes a key element
in Oxford'’s historic setting, contributing to the
preservation of the City’s setting and

special character (the 4th Green Belt
purpose), but that the lower slopes were also
significant in this respect.

It continued by stating that the change in
slope is not dramatic, so the precise location
of a new boundary would make little
difference in Green Belt terms, but a new
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Comment/Issue
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Green Belt edge approximating to the lower
end of this topography (at around the 75m
contour) would nonetheless define an area in
which harm to the Green Belt purposes,
although greater than that associated with the
formerly proposed release, would be lower
than the harm associated with the release of
the higher slopes.

In summary, the extension of the
development area further west as advocated
by the site promoters is not supported by the
Council’s evidence.

Following the Inspector’s Note three
alternative schemes were submitted by the
site promoters (PR122). All three schemes
indicated substantial areas for biodiversity
enhancement between retained agricultural
land to the west and the residential areas to
the east.

This area is now reflected in the Council’s
modifications as ‘new green space/parks’.

Paragraph 81 of NPPF 1 states that local
planning authorities should plan positively to
enhance the beneficial use of Green Belt. This
policy is continued in NPPF 2. Para 138 of the
2019 Framework also now states that local
planning authorities should set out ways in
which the impact of removing land from the
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Comment/Issue

Representation
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Number
Green Belt can be offset through
compensatory improvements to the
environmental quality and accessibility of
remaining Green Belt land.
This approach is consistent with that for PR8
which has been accepted by its
landowners/promoters.
The proposed modifications are therefore
justified and in accordance with Government
policy.
Extension of the current Green Belt boundary for PR9 PR-D-0067 These representations raise similar issues to
involves encroachment onto countryside and Green (CPRE) those made in response to MM 21.
Belt assessed as high harm in the LUC Cherwell Green PR-D-0082
Belt Study. It is not warranted by exceptional (B&YGBC) Reference should therefore be made to the
circumstances and contrary to the sequential approach | PR-D-0091 (ClIr I | full response under MM 21 in addition to
set out in the NPPF. Middleton) those made above.
The land proposed to be released from the Green Belt | PR-D-0056

forms an inherently interesting historic landscape,
designed by nature and traditional agricultural land
use. It is an important heritage asset and is served by
two major footpaths, enjoyed by both local residents
and tourists.

The deletion of PR10 is supported but the evidence
does not support reallocation of dwellings from PR10, a
non-Green Belt site to PR9. it is unsound to remove
houses from a non-Green Belt site and release further
Green Belt to accommodate them.

(Yarnton PC)
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e Extension of the Green Belt boundary in PR9 will
encroach on to the open and elevated countryside to
the west of the A44 and will further weaken the
westward boundary of the overall Review Plan area.

e Extension of the PR9 boundary into land containing
ridge and furrow earthworks beyond the current
ancient hedgerow will damage the historic landscape
setting. The extent of damage to heritage assets would
remain unknown until further fieldwork is undertaken.
The irretrievable release of Green Belt cannot be
provisional on further research that would in fact
follow the release of said Green Belt.

e Further release of the Green Belt on PR9 would not
accord with Local Plan Strategic Objective 15.

e The extension of PR9 as proposed by Main 112 and 113
were deemed ‘unacceptable’ by the Council in its
submission for Matter 7. The evidence now produced
to reverse this judgement is unsound.

e The extension of the residential areato 25 hais a
massive increase in land take for only 10 additional
dwellings. There is no explanation of where the
additional agricultural and green space will be located

e If site PR9 is to be allocated, the Green Belt boundary
should be tightly drawn around the actual
development area

e The provision of green space and retained agricultural
land can be fulfilled whilst retaining land within the
Green Belt rather than removing it as the modification
proposes
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e Do not advise the removal of the land from Green Belt
protection and subjecting it to increased population

pressure as a result of trampling, littering and damage.

The land will become vulnerable to development at a
later date and biodiversity will suffer

e Table 3 of document PR106 confirms that the Green
Belt land proposed to be developed is species rich and
that protected / notable species are present in all sites

e The proposed modification is considered unjustified as
the proposed changes to the Policies Map for site PR9
are not considered the most appropriate.

Main 113

(P.130; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; Point 1)

Amend to read, 'Construction of
540 530- dwellings (net) on
approximately 25 16 hectares of
land (the residential area as
shown). Fhe-dwellings-are-to-be
constructed-at-an-approximate
average-net-density-of 35
dwellingsper-hectare’

e Supports the extension of the residential area but
considers it should be extended to comprise a larger
area, as set out in the respondent’s submission PR122,
and shown on the plan accompanying the
representation.

e Policy PR9 should be amended to indicate the site
could accommodate more homes as set out in PR122.

e The Proposals Map should be amended as shown on
the plan accompanying the representation, including
an area safeguarded for future homes.

e Object to the proposed main modification. The PR9
site should be reduced to 200 homes or deleted as an
allocation.

e Reference to the Landscape evidence and questioned
the possibility of a defensible boundary.

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

PR-D-0069
(Bloombridge)

This representation raises similar issues to
those made in response to MM112.

Reference should therefore also be made to
the full response under MM 112.

These representations raise similar issues to
those made in response to MM21.

Reference should therefore also be made to
the full response under MM 21.
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Reference to the Transport Assessment Addendum and
its lack of justification for the site to be allocated
particularly it ranked 42 out of 44 sites.

Extension of the current Green Belt boundary for PR9
involves encroachment onto countryside and Green
Belt assessed as high harm in the LUC Cherwell Green
Belt Study. It is not warranted by exceptional
circumstances and contrary to the sequential approach
set out in the NPPF.

The land proposed to be released from the Green Belt
forms an inherently interesting historic landscape,
designed by nature and traditional agricultural land
use. It is an important heritage asset and is served by
two major footpaths, enjoyed by both local residents
and tourists.

The deletion of PR10 is supported but the evidence
does not support reallocation of dwellings from PR10, a
non-Green Belt site to PR9. It is unsound to remove
houses from a non-Green Belt site and release further
Green Belt to accommodate them

Extension of the Green Belt boundary in PRI will
encroach on to the open and elevated countryside to
the west of the A44 and will further weaken the
westward boundary of the overall Review Plan area.
Extension of the PR9 boundary into land containing
ridge and furrow earthworks beyond the current
ancient hedgerow will damage the historic landscape
setting. The extent of damage to heritage assets would
remain unknown until further fieldwork is undertaken.
The irretrievable release of Green Belt cannot be

PR-D-0082
(B&YGBC)
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provisional on further research that would in fact
follow the release of said Green Belt.

e Further release of the Green Belt on PRS would not
accord with Local Plan Strategic Objective 15.

e The extension of PR9 as proposed by Main 112 and 113
were deemed ‘unacceptable’ by the Council in its
submission for Matter 7. The evidence now produced
to reverse this judgement is unsound.

Main 114

(P.130; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; Point 3)

Amend to read:

‘The provision of -6 1.8 hectares
of land for use by the existing
William Fletcher Primary School
to enable potential school
expansion within the existing
school site and the replacement
of playing pitches and amenity
space’

e Sport England supports the proposed modification.

e Theincrease in proposed area for potential expansion
of William Fletcher Primary School is supported but will
require consequential modifications to the Green Belt
boundary.

e  Further engagement with the County Council in terms
of spatial arrangements being sought would
necessitate further development in what is currently
shown as Green Belt, including an access road.

e Requests amendment: ‘The provision of 1.8 hectares of
land and financial contributions feruse-by-the-existing
the expansion of William Fletcher Primary School by
0.5FE to facilitate and create a comprehensive safe,
effective and practical 2FE school site te-enable

1alschool . thintt . .. hool
. o) | £ lavi el I
amenity-space-

PR-D-0004
(Sport England)

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

PR-D-0085
Oxfordshire CC)

Noted

These representations raise similar issues to

those made in response to MM112.

Reference should therefore also be made to

the full response under MM 112.

The comments of the County Council are
noted but the changes are not considered
necessary for the soundness of the Plan. The
additional land is proposed for replacement
playing pitches and amenity space to enable
potential school expansion on the existing

school site.
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Main 115

(P.130; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; Point 5)

Amend to read:
‘Public-access-withinthe 74
hectares-ofland-The provision of
public open green space as
informal parkland on 24.8
hectares of land to the west of
the residential area and a new
Local Nature Reserve accessible
to William Fletcher Primary
School’

e The proposed modification is not considered to be
justified.

e The draft policy should be amended to reflect a more
appropriate position for providing access routes to the
Ridgeway and enabling access from PR9 and Yarnton
into the wider countryside and local area.

e Itis not considered appropriate to provide a dedicated
area for public open green space beyond the proposed
development that would then become sterilised and
removed from productive agricultural use. The
amendments sought are shown on an amended Policy
Map attached to the representation.

e Concerns raised regarding viability of the required
management and funding of the open space.

e This is a significant alteration to green infrastructure
commitments.

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

This representation raises similar issues to
those made in response to MM112.

Reference should therefore also be made to
the full response under MM 112.

This modification will result in additional
green infrastructure being provided.

Main 116

(P.130; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; Point 7)

Insert ‘The retention of 39.2
hectares of land in agricultural
use in the location shown’

e The proposed modification is not considered to be
justified as being the most appropriate.

e Removal of such a large area of agricultural land is not
related in scale or kind to the draft allocation and no
information is given as to how it would be funded,
managed and delivered.

e A greater proportion of land should be capable of
remaining in productive agricultural use.

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

This is a consequential change to other
modifications.

Main 117

(P.130; Policy PR 9 - Land West of
Yarnton; Policy PR 9 — point 8 (a))

e The proposed modification is not considered to be
justified as the phrase “where evidence is available”

leaves the standard of evidence open to interpretation.

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

This modification was agreed by the Council at
the Local Plan hearing.
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e The words “where evidence is available” should be Officers do not agree that the words ‘where
Add a second sentence to point 8 deleted. evidence is available’ nor ‘minor’ should be
(a) to read: ‘Minor variations in PR-D-0085 deleted.

the location of specific uses will
be considered where evidence is
available.’

e Supports modification if the word ‘minor’ is deleted.

Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0091 (ClIr |

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing

e Yarnton Parish Council should be a consultee and Middleton) the development briefs. A change to the MMs
development partner in the delivery of these plans. PR-D-0056 is not required.
(Yarnton PC)
Main 118 e Suggests amendment to read: ‘At least two separate PR-D-0085 This Modification resulted from a County

(P.130; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; Point 8 (b))

Amend to read: 'At least two
separate pRoints of vehicular
access and egress to and from the
A44 with a connecting road
between.

points of vehicular access and egress, one of which
must be directly onto the A44, te-and-from-the-Ad44

e The proposed modification is not considered to be
justified

e The reason for the modification refers to Oxfordshire
County Council representation PR-C-0832 but there is
no reference within that document to support the
proposed change.

e Main Modification 118 should be deleted and the road
layout and principal accesses resolved through the
scheme design development and Development Brief
process.

Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

Council formal representation at Pre-
submission stage (July 2017) requiring two
separate points of access. It is considered that
further changes regarding access are more
appropriately addressed through the
development brief prosses.

This Modification resulted from a County
Council formal representation at Pre-
submission stage (July 2017), this change was
carried through and submitted in March 2018
to the Inspector for examination alongside all
the relevant evidence. Transport matters
related to Main 118 and the Plan as a whole
were discussed extensively at the Plan’s
examination.
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More detail needed on these proposals to ensure they | PR-D-0091 (Clir | | It is considered that the comments requesting
do not cause further congestion on the A44 which is Middleton) further changes to Main 118 are more
likely to be gridlocked anyway as a result of these plans | PR-D-0056 appropriately addressed through the

and the Oxford North development.

The requirement of two points of vehicle access onto
the A44 rises issues for traffic flow along the A44.
The effects of new junctions and of the traffic flow on
the A44 have not been considered. Unsound, not yet
positively prepared.

(Yarnton PC)

development brief process or at planning
application stage in response to site specific
planning proposals. Main 118 is proportionate
to plan making, it is not intended to replace
the Transport Assessments needed at
planning application stage.

Main 120

(P.132; Policy PR9-Land West of
Yarnton; Point 14)

Amend to read 'The application
should demonstrate that Thames
Water has-agreed-inprinciple
and the Environment Agency
have been consulted regarding
wastewater treatment capacity
and agreement has been
reached in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be
accepted into the drainage its
network.'

Requests that the proposed wording of Policy PR9
Point 14 is amended to read: “...in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the foul
drainage network.”

Development on the slopes of Spring Hill will increase
the likelihood of flooding and worsen current issues in
Yarnton resulting from heavy rain.

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)
PR-D-0056
(Yarnton PC)

Whilst officer’s do not object to the amended
wording, in principle, it is not considered that
the change is necessary for soundness.

Both Thames Water and the Environment
Agency raise no fundamental objections to
this proposed allocation.

Main 122

(P.132; Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton; New Point)

Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
(Oxfordshire CC)

Noted
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e The levelling and re-distribution of soils at land to the PR-D-0091 (ClIr I | Noted

Add new point 17 to read 'The north of the Sanctuary Housing residential home Middleton)
application shall include a implies a great deal of work with heavy plant PR-D-0056
management plan for the e Concern raised at the developer’s plan (PR122) to level | (Yarnton PC) Noted
appropriate re-use and the ground north of the Sanctuary Nursing Home to
improvement of soils' make a sports field by removing the excavated material

from the site altogether. This implies an enormous
Re-number subsequent points amount of heavy traffic engaged in an environmentally

unfriendly exercise. Unsound, not yet positively

prepared.
Main 124 e Supports proposed modification PR-D-0084 Noted

(Gerald Eve for

(P.135 to 137; Woodstock — Merton College)
Paragraphs 5.124 to 5.139)
Delete paragraphs 5.124 to 5.139.
Main 125 e Supports proposed deletion of site PR10 and the re- PR-D-0075 Noted

allocation of housing to other sites (Carter Jonas for
(P.138 to 144; PR10 — Policies Manor Oak)
Map - Land south East of e Supports proposed modification PR-D-0084

Woodstock; Proposals Map)

Delete Proposals Map and Key

(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

Main 126

e Supports proposed deletion of site PR10 and the re-
allocation of housing to other sites.

PR-D-0075
(Carter Jonas for
Manor Oak)

The representations in support of this
modification are noted.
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(P.139 to 143; PR10 — Land South
East of Woodstock; Policy PR10)

Delete Policy PR10

e Support the deletion of the allocation at site PR10.

e The development of PR10 would cause significant harm
to the setting of Blenheim Palace World Heritage Site
and the Blenheim Villa Scheduled Monument.

e The intensification of settlement in the area and the
subsequent increase in congestion would place undue
stress on the local landscape and setting of Woodstock
Conservation Area.

e The development of PR10, in-combination with the
‘Land East of Woodstock’, would lead to the merger of
Kidlington and Woodstock, with only London Oxford
Airport separating the two.

e The reallocation of the 410 dwellings set for PR10 to
alternative sites in the Green Belt is unnecessary. The
4,400 dwellings identified to meet an ‘unmet need’ for
Oxford City is unproven and highly exaggerated given
the emergence of the latest OAN identified in the 2018
SHMA.

e Supports proposed modification

e Supports the deletion of Policy PR10 due to harm to
Blenheim Palace WHS and impact on the landscape and
setting of Woodstock

PR-D-0084
(Gerald Eve for
Merton College)

PR-D-0073
(Woodstock TC)

PR-D-0016
(WoDC)

The representations in support of this

modification are noted.

The representations in support of this

modification are noted.
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e All reasonable alternatives have been considered
including the scope for a reduced quantum of
development on PR10

e Agree to CDC pragmatic approach which addresses the
housing shortfall through higher densities and
extensions to other existing allocations in the context
of exceptional circumstances for development in the
Green Belt already having been accepted by the
Inspector

e Objects to the deletion of allocation PR10 from the
Plan and the consequential further release of Green
Belt land which is contrary to national policy

e Consider PR10 to be a sustainable site which is
compliant with the 2012 NPPF and supported by
council officers and Historic England

e The SA identifies PR10 as a reasonable site option but
the significant effects of PR10 (paragraphs 1.22 — 1.34)
contains significant errors

PR-D-0062
(Terence
O’Rourke for the
Vanbrugh Unit
Trust & Pye
Homes)

The Council’s evidence supporting the
submitted plan considered the site to be a
reasonable one to consider. The Council’s
original conclusion on site selection for site
PR10 is recorded in the Sustainability
Appraisal (CD PR43d, para’s 10.23 to 10.36). It
was concluded, “The Council considers that
the site should be taken forward for
residential development albeit with the need
to restrict the residential development area”.
Additionally, it was originally concluded that
the effects of development would be
acceptable, and that development would
contribute to the achievement of

sustainable development (CD PR43 Section
10). The site was the only one identified as
being appropriate outside the Oxford Green
Belt.

Having reviewed all written and oral evidence,
the Inspector has provided a planning
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judgement that allocation of the site would
not be sound. He has made it clear that he
does not believe “..that the impact on the
setting, and thereby the significance of the
nearby Blenheim Palace World Heritage Site
(WHS) would be unacceptable, considered in
isolation.” But, notwithstanding the potential
for screen planting, his view is that “...the
development of the site for housing would
represent an incongruous extension into the
countryside that would cause significant harm
to the setting of Woodstock, and the character
and appearance of the area....”.

This planning judgement, with the Inspector’s
additional concerns about travel distance to
Oxford and the setting and significance of the
World Heritage Site (also following the
consideration of evidence), weighed heavily in
the Council’s considerations. The Council
presented the Inspector with an alternative
proposal for site PR10 to which Historic
England had no objection. The Inspector’s
judgement was made with this information
available to him. The Council is mindful that
housing development on adjoining
development to the north west is now under
construction but the influence of that
development (as a West Oxfordshire
allocation and planning application approval)
was previously considered. The Council is also
cognisant of the landscape evidence
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submitted by West Oxfordshire District
Council (Chris Blandford Associates). Inits
written statement to the Examination (Matter
8 -Written Statement) West Oxfordshire
District Council argued that the proposed
allocation would, inter alia, have a potential
adverse impact on the local landscape and
setting of Woodstock.

The Council has been conscious of Historic
England’s position and the fact that, following
the publication of the Proposed Submission
Plan, no objection was received from
ICOMOS. It has also been mindful of the
site’s non-Green Belt location. However, it is
clear that development of site PR10 would
comprise a substantial development within
close proximity to both Woodstock and the
World Heritage Site and would change the
local environment through the loss of
countryside and the introduction of built
development in an otherwise open setting.
The SA addendum notes that a reduced
and/or less dense PR10 would most likely
reduce the area of open greenfield land that
would be developed and the potential scope
and significance of adverse effects against SA
objectives 9 (Historic Environment) and 13
(Efficient Use of Land). However, it noted that
the same sensitivities and therefore the
potential for significant negative effects still
exist as for the original SA of the site. The SA

128




Modification Number

Comment/Issue

Representation
Number

Officer Response

also notes uncertainty as the exact scale,
design and layout of a smaller allocation in
this location (and any
mitigations/enhancements) are unknown.
Having regard to all the above considerations,
and the fact that the Inspector’s concerns
relate to the principle of development rather
than the quantum or configuration, the
Council considered that site PR10 was not
suitable for the purpose of preparing main
modifications. A re-configuration of the
residential area would not overcome the
Inspector’s concern of

development extending into the countryside,
causing significant harm to the setting of
Woodstock and the character and appearance
of the area. Similarly, a reduced number of
dwellings on the site would not overcome the
Inspector’s concerns on travel distance to
Oxford and the wider relationship with the
World Heritage Site.

Main 131

(P.147; Policy PR11 -
Infrastructure Delivery; Point

1(a))

e Anglian Water Services Limited supports the amended
policy wording.

PR-D-0008
(Anglian Water)

Noted
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Amend to read 'provide and
maintain physical, community
and green infrastructure'

Main 134

(P.148; Policy PR11 -
Infrastructure Delivery; Policy
PR11)

Add new point 4:

‘4. All sites are required to
contribute to the delivery of
Local Plan infrastructure. Where

forward funding for
infrastructure has been
provided, for example from the
Oxfordshire Growth Board as
part of the Oxfordshire Housing
and Growth Deal, all sites are
required to contribute to the
recovery of these funds as

appropriate.’

Supports modification.

PR-D-0085
Oxfordshire CC)

Noted

Main 137
(P.150; Policy PR12a - Delivering
Sites and Maintaining Housing

Supply; 3" paragraph)

Delete the paragraph:

Supports proposed modification.

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)
PR-D-0054
(Turley for
Landowner of

Noted
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Number
Land-South-East-of Kidlington northern parcel
{Policy PR7a—230-homes)and of PR7a)
Land-South-East-of-\Woedstock
(Policy PR10.-410 1 L will
only-bepermitted-to-commence e Alternative sites should be considered to allow PR-D-0069 This matter was previously discussed at the
development-before 1-April 2026 flexibility and to ensure homes are delivered without (Bloombridge) Hearing and the Council is content that the
H-thecaleulation-of thefiveyear further delays. Plan provides sufficient flexibility. The
land supply-overthe period 2021 e The Moors in Kidlington should be allocated for 300 proposed housing trajectory takes into
to-2026-falls-below five-years: homes. The site scores well in the Sustainability account the Planning Performance
Appraisal. Agreements and Development Briefs for the
proposed sites which have been agreed with
the site promoters, and the process is twin-
tracked with the Plan adoption enabling faster
submission of planning applications.
The Plan period up to 2031 reflects the time
e Request that the duration of the Plan is extended to PR-D-0093 period covered in the Cherwell adopted Local
2036, bringing it in line with Oxford City’s Local Plan (KDW) Plan Part 1 (2011-2031). In addition, the
timeframe and allowing a realistic delivery trajectory agreed Oxfordshire Housing and Growth Deal
with central Government commits to deliver
100,000 homes up to 2031.
MM 138 e The alteration to this delivery Policy has been PR-D-0063 This modification has been proposed to
requested by the site owners. (GreenWay provide certainty that a five year housing land

(P.150; Policy PR12a - Delivering
Sites and Maintaining Housing
Supply; 5% Paragraph)

Amend to read: 'Permission will
only be granted for any of the
allocated sites if it can be

e Site owners are obviously concerned that the
relocation of the golf course will hamper delivery of the
site.

e A new golf course will take 5-10 years to deliver. PR6b
can therefore not contribute to delivering a continuous
5-year housing supply — or indeed any housing
development within the plan period.

Oxfordshire)

supply can be achieved. It is essential that the
policy provides that five year housing land
supply is measured against the trajectory,
rather than an annualised target, because the
latter could lead to a shortfall in five year
supply, which in turn could lead to unplanned
and unsustainable development. National
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Number
demonstrated at application e Site PR6b should be deleted from the allocations. policy both in the 2012 NPPF (para 47) and
stage that they will contribute in the 2019 NPPF (para 73) is expressly
delivering a continuous five year e Obijection raised to the proposed modification as the supportive of this approach of policies setting
housing land supply en-a-site requirement for a delivery plan and sites to be PR-D-0014 a housing trajectory.
specific-basis (i.e. measured measured against the housing trajectory is unsound, in | (Pegasus for
against the local plan housing that it is neither justified nor effective. Barwood

trajectory-allecationforthesite).
This will be achieved via the
Delivery Plans required for each
strategic development site.

e The proposed text conflicts with Main 137 which
removes the phasing restriction for site PR7a

e The proposed amended text should be deleted in its
entirety.

Objection raised to the amended wording proposed:

e The purpose of the modification and how it will be
applied is unclear: what is a “continuous five-year land
supply”?

e the previous phasing restriction on site PR7a elsewhere
in the Plan is proposed to be removed (Main 137), but
this modification seems to be introducing a default
phasing restriction on delivery despite the urgent
housing need

e The inter-relationship between Main 81, Main 137,
Main 138 and Appendix 3 trajectory for site PR7a is
confusing with the potential to delay much needed
housing on a site which is arguably the least
constrained of all the allocations

e Main 137 removes the phasing restriction but MM
Appendix 3 proposes no change to delivery on site
PR7a, and Main 81 and 138 both reference permission
only being granted if demonstrating delivery of “a

Developments)

PR-D-0054
(Turley for
Landowner of
northern parcel
of PR7a)

This modification is also required to ensure
consistency with the site allocation policies

(Main Mods 57, 67, 94, 110, 123).

Each development site is required to have a
Delivery Plan in the interest of maintaining a
five-year housing supply and the Plan’s

housing trajectory as a whole.

The proposed housing trajectory (Main Mod
146) demonstrates a 5.3 year of housing

supply.
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continuous five year housing land supply (i.e. measured
against the local plan housing trajectory)”

e The modification is considered unsound as it is neither
positively prepared, justified, effective, nor consistent
with national policy. A potential solution would be to
amend the trajectory in Appendix 3 to indicate delivery
at PR7 commencing in 2021/22.

Main 139 e Little explanation as to why this amendment has been PR-D-0091 (Clir I | This modification is proposed for clarification
made other than to act as clarification to the Middleton) purposes only.

(P.151; Policy PR12b - Sites Not landowners

Allocated in the Partial Review;

Point (3))

Amend as follows: 'the site has

been identified in the Council's

Housing and Economic Land

Availability Assessment as a

potentially-Ddevelopable site'

Main 146 e The expected delivery of homes during 2021/22 is now | PR-D-0069 This matter was previously discussed at the
impossibly ambitious, and this combines with a lack of | (Bloombridge) Hearing and the Council is content that the

(P.162; Appendix 3 — Housing
Trajectory)

Update housing trajectory as
indicated on revised trajectory
attached

certainty on infrastructure timing and delivery. E.g. the
A44 bus lane.

e The housing delivery schedule suggests a period of
development going on for 9 years which is far too long
a period to endure the disruption and blight that will
be associated with the building works. The new homes
should be built site by site.

PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

PR-D-0056
(Yarnton Parish
Council)

Plan provides sufficient flexibility. The
proposed housing trajectory takes into
account the Planning Performance
Agreements and Development Briefs for the
proposed sites which have been agreed with
the site promoters, and the process is twin-
tracked with the Plan adoption enabling faster
submission of planning applications.

133




Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
Each development site is required to have a
Objection raised to the trajectory in Appendix 3 for site PR7a: PR-D-0014 Delivery Plan in the interest of maintaining a
e Itis unsound as it is not effective, justified, positively (Pegasus for five-year housing supply and the Plan’s
prepared nor consistent with national policy Barwood housing trajectory as a whole.

e It runs contrary to the intent of MM Main 137 which
removes the previous phasing restriction

e Appendix 3 should be amended to indicate that site
PR7s delivers housing from 2021/22 onwards

Developments)

The proposed housing trajectory
demonstrates a 5.3 year of housing supply.
The proposed modifications help to provide
certainty that a five year housing land supply
can be achieved. As stated above, it is crucial
and in accordance with national policy (para
47 of the 2012 NPPF and para 73 of the 2019
NPPF) for the plan to have a housing
trajectory.

Main 147

(P.163-182; Appendix 4 —
Infrastructure Schedule)

Update infrastructure schedule
(see attached updated schedule)

e Sport England supports IDP projects 30, 51, 52, 60, 61,
62, 63, 64, 65, and 66.

Objection raised to Appendix 4:

e There is a lack of clarity with many provisions as to
which site allocations are to fund which pieces of
infrastructure, how the division of funding is being
determined and how any equalisation between funding
partners is being assessed, and therefore whether this
aspect of the Plan is compliant with the deliverability
aspect of NPPF 34

e Where funding is shown as coming from “private sector
developers” it should be made clear if this is
predominantly or exclusively from a specific site.
Similarly, is all development in Cherwell expected to
contribute to such infrastructure or solely those
schemes promoted through the Partial Review?

PR-D-0004
(Sport England)

PR-D-0014
(Pegasus for
Barwood
Developments)

Noted

The Plan’s Infrastructure Schedule (including
modification Main 147) is proportionate to
plan making. The plan process to date has
helped identify infrastructure, costs and
means of funding and delivery in compliance
with PPG and NPPF for plan making. This
process is not intended to replace
infrastructure planning at development brief
and planning application stages. As the Plan
progresses to adoption, infrastructure
monitoring and delivery will form part of the
Council’s yearly Infrastructure Delivery Plan
Updates and AMR reporting informed by the
latest position from infrastructure providers
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The appendix is considered unsound as it is neither and stakeholders. Infrastructure provision was

effective, justified or consistent with national planning discussed at the Local Plan hearings including

policy, and needs substantial review to provide the content and explanations provided in the

certainty and clarity. Council’s Delivery Topic Paper (PR100) which
details compliance with NPPF and makes clear
the schedule is a ‘live’ document. The Plan
and its proposals are informed by viability
assessments (documents PR49, PR100 and
PR111) in compliance with the NPPF.

Suggests additional modification to line 48 (formally PR-D-0085 The County Council comments for schemes 32

32) of the Infrastructure Schedule: ‘Provision of blue
corridors for public open space / recreation / green
infrastructure within those areas of the site in FZ 3.
Suggests additional modification to line 51 (formally
35) of the Infrastructure Schedule: ‘Sports hall at PR8
Secondary School fer that can accommodate multi
shared community use / community service delivery —
one additional 4 court sports hall to Sport England
specification 34.5 x 20 x 7.5 (690 sgm).

Need to ensure that infrastructure projects are fully
planned, costed and funded before houses are built.
Failure could lead to serious adverse impacts for
current and future residents.

Yarnton Parish Council need to be involved and
consider the Plan will be more positively prepared and
effective if their comments are noted and included.

Oxfordshire CC)

PR-D-0056
(Yarnton PC)
PR-D-0082
(B&YGBC)
PR-D-0083
(CDWA)
PR-D-0091 (Clir |
Middleton)

and 35 of Main 147 are noted. It is considered
these changes are not necessary for
soundness and are more appropriately
addressed through the development brief
process.

Refer to detailed response to MM 147 and
Transport evidence.

The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the MMs
is not required.
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The closure of Sandy Lane to vehicular traffic will be
detrimental to the residents of the surrounding
villages. The concept of improving the sustainability of
this route for use by pedestrians and cyclists is
desirable but do not need to be to the detriment of
vehicular travel.

The inclusion of a bus gate in Kidlington raises a
number of questions regarding its operation, the
impact on local roads and the impact on emissions and
air quality.

Agrees that Sandy Lane should be kept open for
pedestrians and cyclists but this shouldn’t be to the
detriment of vehicular use of Sandy Lane. It is an
important road link between local villages. Improving
cycle and pedestrian access alongside maintaining
vehicular access would be welcomed.

The removal of planned bus lanes is unsound as
ensuring efficient and reliable bus journey times both
into and out of Oxford is essential for delivery of the
sustainable transport plan.

Main 147 makes no reference to inclusion of a
northbound bus lane on the A44 between Cassington
Road and Loop Farm. This is the most heavily
congested stretch of the A44.

It is not clear how the removal of the pedestrian / cycle
bridge and bus priority at Kidlington Roundabout on
the A4260 supports the soundness of the transport
strategy and desire to encourage walking and cycling.

Regarding Sandy Lane, bus gate, bus lanes and
access to site PR7b please refer to detailed
response to MM 147 and Transport evidence.
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e Access from PR7b onto an already congested
roundabout needs to be planned and fully modelled
prior to the release of this site from the Green Belt.

e The removal of sustainable travel improvements on the
A44 corridor to provide access to Woodstock is
unsound.

e The notion the canal can be a commuter route into
Oxford is unsound. Protection measures including a
dark canal corridor (Note 59) would render the
towpath as only being suitable for recreational use due
to the long periods where it will be too dark for safe
usage.

e Requests deletion of reference to Education and Skills
Funding Agency as a source of funding.

Comment on Canal protection is noted, the
Plan’s Appendix 6 — Thematic Maps indicates
‘strategic’ and ‘Other key cycle routes’ linking
the Plan’s area with Oxford and other
locations. Policy PR4a Sustainable Transport
notes the provision of a Super Cycle way along
the A4260 and provision of new and enhanced
cycling routes into Oxford. There are a
number of cycling routes which will have
different functions. Transport including cycling
provision was discussed extensively at the
Local Plan hearings. MM147 responds to
Canal protection without detriment to the
Plan’s cycling provision.

County Council requests deletion of ESFA
reference. The Infrastructure schedule reflects
opportunities raised by the ESFA at Proposed
Submission Stage (PR-C-0806). The
infrastructure schedule is a live document not
intended to replace the stages of
infrastructure planning work at development
brief and planning application stages which
will inform infrastructure monitoring an
update. A change to the MMs is not required.
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e Yarnton and Begbroke Parish Councils should be Yarnton and Begbroke Parish Councils’
involved and consulted in the update of the comments are noted. The Council’s Duty to
Infrastructure Schedule. There should also be Cooperate Statement and its Addendum (PR
consultation with Cycle UK, Cyclox, social services, 90 and PR115) detail the Council’s
private carer organisations, Clinical Commissioning engagement with stakeholders including OCC,
Groups (OCCG), GPs and other health service providers OCCGG and GP practices to inform the Plan’s
preparation. Infrastructure Schedule is not
intended to replace the stages of
infrastructure planning work at development
brief and planning application stages. As the
Plan progresses to adoption, infrastructure
monitoring and delivery will form part of the
Council’s yearly Infrastructure Delivery Plan
Updates and AMR reporting informed by the
latest position from infrastructure providers
and stakeholders.
The Council will ensure there is consistent
engagement with Parish Councils in preparing
the development briefs. A change to the
MM s is not required.
Main 147 e The indicative figure for a replacement golf course of PR-D-0063 As acknowledged in the representation these
£4m is too low. The cost would be no less than £10m. | (GreenWay are ‘indicative’ figures only.
(Infrastructure Schedule Item 80) e Yarnton Parish Council needs to be involved in these Oxfordshire)
plans. PR-D-0056
(Yarnton Parish
Council)
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Main 147 e  This project which is the ‘Retention of ¢3 ha of land in | PR-D-0070 The points raised in this representation have

(Infrastructure Schedule Item 82)

agricultural as part of PR6a was, it is believed, put in
place to protect far reaching views from Cutteslowe
Park over the Cherwell Valley.

e |tisrequested that this aim be reflected in the Policy
‘Main aim’ by policy rewording.

(Harbord Road
Area Residents
Assoc)

been noted but they are not directly related
to the proposed modification.

General e Supports proposed modification PR-D-0014 Noted
(Pegasus for
(Policy PR7a Map) Barwood
Developments)
General e this proposal is inappropriate and excessive, both in PR-D-0086 Whilst acknowledging the concerns expressed

PR7a — Extension of site

size and location;

e area PR73, in the parish, has had its housing allocation
almost doubled, this further increases concerns about
traffic, pollution etc;

e anincreased allocation to other adjacent areas further
exacerbates issues with reduction of the green gap
between Oxford and Kidlington;

e the current burial site allocation will not be sufficient
for future use with the increase in housing;

e theincrease in allocation for housing in area PR7a
significantly reduces the area allocated to sports
provision and green space;

e the potential Oxford to Cambridge Expressway along
the route of the A34 would have significant noise and
pollution effect on PR7a’s extended site.

(Gosford and
Water Eaton PC)

by Gosford and Water Eaton PC officers
consider that in the context of housing need
and the plan’s strategy, additional Green Belt
release at site PR7a (10 hectares) can be
justified while retaining a significant, albeit
narrower, gap (11.5 hectares) to the A34 and
the achievement of policy objectives for green
infrastructure and sport and recreation. The
Council’s evidence demonstrates that
additional development would be acceptable
and contribute to the achievement of
sustainable development. In relation to the
concerns raised regarding the potential
Oxford-Cambridge Expressway, Government
has yet to announce its preferred route. The
Partial Review requires the provision of 0.7
hectares of land within the developable area
of site PR7a for an extension to Kidlington
Cemetery. This is considered sufficient to
meet the need resulting from the changes
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proposed to site PR7a. This matter can be
further explored as part of the development
brief process.

Reference should also be made to the
substantive officer response to MM 19 above.

General-
Infrastructure Capacity site PR6a
Land East of Oxford Road

Thames Water Utilities updated infrastructure comments
indicate:

Upgrades to water supply network infrastructure and a
phasing plan may be required

Wastewater network may require upgrades to the
existing drainage infrastructure

A drainage strategy detailing foul and surface water
strategies will be required

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

The Water Cycle Study Addendum (PR105) did
not assess the impact of the changes to the
allocation as being significant and indicates:

e Waste Water Treatment Works
(Oxford): Pumping station or pipe size
may restrict growth, or non-sewered
areas, where there is a lack of
infrastructure; a pre-development
enquiry is recommended before
planning permission is granted

e Wastewater network connection:
Infrastructure upgrades will be
required

General-
Infrastructure Capacity site PR6b
Land West of Oxford Road

Thames Water Utilities updated infrastructure comments
indicate:

Upgrades to water supply network infrastructure and a
phasing plan may be required

Wastewater network may require upgrades to the
existing drainage infrastructure

A drainage strategy detailing foul and surface water
strategies will be required

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

The Water Cycle Study Addendum (PR105) did
not assess the impact of the changes to the
allocation as being significant and indicates:

e Waste Water Treatment Works
(Oxford): Pumping station or pipe size
may restrict growth, or non-sewered
areas, where there is a lack of
infrastructure; a pre-development
enquiry is recommended before
planning permission is granted
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e Wastewater network connection:
Infrastructure upgrades will be
required
General- Thames Water Utilities updated infrastructure comments PR-D-0034 The Water Cycle Study Addendum (PR105) did

Infrastructure Capacity site PR7a
Land South East of Kidlington

indicate:

Upgrades to water supply network infrastructure and a
phasing plan may be required

Wastewater network may require upgrades to the
existing drainage infrastructure

Development could potentially drain to Oxford STW or
Cassington STW depending on the point of connection.
All development in the Kidlington area going ahead
may be a cause for concern

(Thames Water)

not assess the impact of the changes to the
allocation as being significant and indicates:

Waste Water Treatment Works
(Oxford): Pumping station or pipe size
may restrict growth, or non-sewered
areas, where there is a lack of
infrastructure; a pre-development
enquiry is recommended before
planning permission is granted
Wastewater network connection:
Infrastructure upgrades will be
required

General-
Infrastructure Capacity Land off
Oxford Road Kidlington

Thames Water Utilities updated infrastructure comments
indicate:

No concerns with regard to waste water networks in
relation to the development.

Additional details of the development would be
required to undertake a more detailed assessment of
impact. All development in the Kidlington area going
ahead may be a cause for concern.

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

The Water Cycle Study Addendum (PR105) did
not assess the impact of the changes to the
allocation as being significant and indicates:

Waste Water Treatment Works
(Oxford): Pumping station or pipe size
may restrict growth, or non-sewered
areas, where there is a lack of
infrastructure; a pre-development
enquiry is recommended before
planning permission is granted
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e Wastewater network connection:
Infrastructure upgrades will be
required
General- Thames Water Utilities updated infrastructure comments PR-D-0034 The Water Cycle Study Addendum (PR105)

Infrastructure Capacity site PR8
Land east of the A44

indicate:

Upgrades to water supply network infrastructure and a
phasing plan may be required

Strategic drainage infrastructure is likely to be required
to ensure sufficient capacity in the wastewater
network

Development could potentially drain to Oxford STW or
Cassington STW depending on the point of connection.
Development would require a strategic solution and all
development in the Kidlington area going ahead may
be a cause for concern.

(Thames Water)

indicates:

e Waste Water Treatment Works
(Cassington): Pumping station or pipe
size may restrict growth, or non-
sewered areas, where there is a lack
of infrastructure; a pre-development
enquiry is recommended before
planning permission is granted

e Wastewater network connection:
Infrastructure upgrades may be
required

General-
Infrastructure Capacity site PR9
Land West of Yarnton

Thames Water Utilities updated infrastructure comments
indicate:

Upgrades to water supply network infrastructure and a
phasing plan may be required

Strategic drainage infrastructure is likely to be required
to ensure sufficient capacity in the wastewater
network

Development could potentially drain to Oxford STW or
Cassington STW depending on the point of connection.
Development would require a strategic solution and all
development in the Kidlington area going ahead may
be a cause for concern.

PR-D-0034
(Thames Water)

The Water Cycle Study Addendum (PR105) did
not assess the impact of the changes to the
allocation as being significant and indicates:

e Waste Water Treatment Works
(Oxford): Pumping station or pipe size
may restrict growth, or non-sewered
areas, where there is a lack of
infrastructure; a pre-development
enquiry is recommended before
planning permission is granted
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
General e Consider the Plan to be unsound as it is unnecessary PR-D-0052 (F Whilst the strength of feeling and concerns
and unsustainable. Gibson) raised in these representations is fully
e 4000 homes are far too many. PR-D-0056 understood they do not raise material issues
e Focus on one Green Belt site if there is a justified need. | (Yarnton PC) that have not already been debated at length
e Review of Oxford’s actual housing need based on fact | PR-D-0095 (S by all parties during the hearing sessions.
and figures. Morgan)

e Removal of influence of the building industry in
planning applications.

o New homes generate extra traffic. The local system is
already severely over stretched and is generating too
much pollution which damages the health of local
children.

e The Council has not met its obligation to hold an
effective consultation as ordinary members of the
public cannot make their representations through the
unhelpful system. Both the planning jargon and the
requirement for comments to be made against specific
modification numbers results in ordinary members of
the public being effectively shut out from the
commenting process.

e Concerned about traffic and flooding and how the
proposed developments will affect Yarnton residents
and communities downstream

e Yarnton Parish Council expects new development to
match the standards in their Climate Emergency
Resolution

e Requests additional factual update at paragraph 3.67,
final sentence to read: ‘The final route is expected to

They do not specifically relate to the Schedule
of proposed Main Modifications.
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
open new links from Oxford and Oxford Parkway to PR-D-0085 There is no objection to this factual update

Milton Keynes and Bedford by the mid 2020’s 20619 and
onto Cambridge in due course’.

Oxfordshire CC)

which can be drawn to the Inspector’s
attention.

General Site promotion — Land at number 42 and to the rear of | PR-D-0061 (RPS | This is not a valid objection as is does not
30-40 Woodstock Road East. 200 homes on 4.39ha at | for Mr R Davies) | specifically relate to the Schedule of Proposed
45 dph. Brownfield site within the Green Belt. Main Modifications.
General Site promotion - The Moors in Kidlington. 300 homes. | PR-D-0069 This is not a valid objection as it does not
The site scores well in the Sustainability Appraisal. (Bloombridge) specifically relate to the Schedule of Proposed
The Plan departs from its terms of reference, notably Main Modifications.
on sustainability and the associated methodology for
the Green Belt review, as described by LUC.
The Plan lacks sufficient flexibility in the availability of
alternative or safeguarded sites to respond to
deliverability problems, notably in relation to the A44
Corridor Strategy.
The Plan needs to be more flexible to provide for
continuing and emerging needs for housing and
employment.
Affordable housing at the PR8 site is unclear due to
the University not wanting to make any provision.
General Site promotion — Land at Frieze Farm. 220 homes. PR-D-0081 This is not a valid objection as it does not
The site is compared against PR7a in light of the (Turnberry for specifically relate to the Schedule of Proposed
landscape and Green Belt evidence. The site has Exeter College) | Main Modifications.
definitive boundaries.
General Site promotion — 14-16 Woodstock Road. 50 homes. | PR-D-0087 This is not a valid objection as it does not
Supports the strategy overall and the need for Green | (Edgars for Mr & | specifically relate to the Schedule of Proposed
Belt release to help meet Oxford’s unmet housing Mrs Tomes) Main Modifications.

need.
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Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number

e  Supports the proposed release of land from the
Green Belt Policy PR3(a).

Modification Number Comment/Issue Representation | Officer Response
Number
Main 147 and Transport Detailed points on PR-D-0083 See below
evidence adequacy of transport (CDWA)
evidence and the
Infrastructure schedule

The reiteration of CDWA evidence given at the examination is noted, however the Inspector’s Advice Note (document PC5) recognises the potential inconvenience of
proposed changes to the highway network, such as the closure of Sandy Lane to through vehicular-traffic. This was discussed during Local Plan hearings in February
2019 and the impact of such changes was not considered by the Inspector to render CDC’s approach unreasonable, or the Plan unsound.

On the specific reference to frequency of bus service S3 (A44), in addition to regular 3 services per hour the S3 also provides 4 buses between Oxford and
Yarnton/Begbroke within an hour at key time periods. This provides a high-frequency service linking these locations and Oxford at key commuting times.

The Council disagrees with the representation’s assertion that PR8 would have ranked similarly to PR9 in ITP’s assessment (document PR52) if it was not for the above
inaccuracies. Transport evidence including the ranking of sites (and specifically the reason for the scoring of PR9 which due to its size which distances its centroid from
the existing network) was extensively debated at the Local Plan hearings.

Comments on cycling and distances to employment locations are noted. Cycling distances were also debated extensively at the Local Plan hearings. Further transport
evidence in addition to Transport Assessment (PR52) and Transport Topic Paper (PR102) was provided in a Transport Technical Note (document HEAR 1) specifically
addressing cycling and accessibility to Oxford jobs from the allocated sites amongst other matters.
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The transport assessment remains robust, its methodology is proportionate to the Plan and is applied consistently to all sites assessed.

The Council disagrees with the perceived Transport Assessment Addendum’s erroneous representation of the A44 corridor bus links to Banbury, Woodstock and Oxford.
The Transport Assessment Addendum (PR109) Table 3-1: ‘Transport characteristics, opportunities and constraints’ reflects the opportunities of existing and planned
infrastructure and the alignment of the Plan with the Local Transport Plan (LTP). The LTP refers to strategic inter-urban bus network and shows the importance of the
A44 and A4260 for high-speed, high-frequency services and its strategic importance for connections with Banbury — Oxford and/or Witney — Woodstock — Kidlington

Regarding comments on the deletion of public transport schemes: All transport schemes needed for modelling the corridors into Oxford City centre are detailed in the
Transport Assessment (PR52) and were discussed in detail at the Local Plan examination. The Council’s infrastructure schedule includes those schemes which require
interventions within Cherwell District, it does not imply that all the transport highways schemes along this or other corridors planned for in the Local Transport Plan,
Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy and Growth Deal whether in Cherwell District, Oxford City or West Oxfordshire (and their Local Plans) will not be addressed. Scheme
6 of the Infrastructure schedule reflects bus lane improvements on the A44 corridor. North bound and south bound lane schemes on the A44 in Cherwell are covered in
Scheme 6a in one single scheme (previously split into two).

On the reference to ‘absence of expected journey times from sites PR8 and PR9’ in the Transport Assessment Addendum (PR109): the journey times expected from the
proposed allocations are detailed in the Transport Technical Note (document HEAR 1) and re-presented in Appendix 2 of the Transport Assessment Addendum.

The Council disagrees with the perceived inaccurate representation of the facts in the Transport Assessment Addendum conclusion. The Addendum clearly states in para
3.15 that the proposed reallocation of dwellings resulting from the deletion of site PR10 from the Plan is expected to have a positive effect upon overall levels of road
traffic (and associated congestion at peak times) that have been forecast to result from the allocation of 4,400 homes being considered.

Oxfordshire County Council confirms in the Transport Assessment Addendum that ‘the proposed redistribution will require minimal changes to the package of transport
improvements developed to support the Local Plan, and Policy PR10-specific requirements can be removed from the Infrastructure Schedule.’

The Inspector’s preliminary advice reaches a view on transport strategy having considered all evidence presented. The purpose of the Transport Assessment’s
addendum is to assess the potential impact of the modifications proposed and concludes that overall it reduces the transport impact previously forecasted for the
allocations previously assessed.

The Transport evidence (documents PR52, PR102, HEAR 1 and PR109) provides a proportionate evidence base informing the Plan and responds to the Local Plan
examination process in accordance with national policy and Planning Practice Guidance on ‘Transport evidence bases in plan making and decision taking’. The Plan’s
Transport evidence and infrastructure schedule are not intended to present fully-worked highways solutions or to replace the Transport Assessments needed at
planning application stage. The Local Plan process has been informed by an assessment of transport impacts in collaboration with Oxfordshire County Council and is
consistent with the approach taken for the adopted Cherwell Plan and other Oxfordshire Plans.
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The proposed modifications do not result in a different number of dwellings (4,400) or new growth locations. The purpose of the Transport Assessment Addendum
(PR109) is not to repeat previous evidence but to anticipate the impact of proposed revisions to site allocations in terms of sustainable transport and highways
considerations. The Addendum provides a proportionate and robust means to anticipate the impact the proposed Main Modifications.

Infrastructure planning is an iterative and collaborative process with infrastructure providers and other stakeholders.

The planning process to date has helped identify infrastructure, costs and means of funding and delivery as per the PPG and NPPF guidance. The Plan and its proposed
modifications are supported by a schedule of infrastructure informed by the schemes and interventions sought by the relevant infrastructure provides including
Oxfordshire County Council as Local Highways Authority. Infrastructure planning including identification of bus gates or other project-specific measures is a continuous
process which will continue through more detailed planning stages such as the preparation of site development briefs. Upon plan adoption there will be yearly

monitoring of infrastructure planning and provision by infrastructure providers.

Representations to the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum

Comment

Respondent(s)

Response

e In certain respects, promoters support the findings of the SA in relation to
sites PR7a, PR9 and proposed safeguarded land at PR3(c).

Gerald Eve LLP for
Merton College (PR-
D-0084)

Turley for the
landowner land at
south east Kidlington
(PR-D-0054)

Edgars for Mr and
Mrs Tomes (PR-D-
0087)

Noted.

e The sustainability appraisal and the policy conclusions based on it are
biased and flawed.

e The Council did not properly consider the option of not maintaining the
PR10 allocation or of waiting until Oxford’s housing need is tested and

Kidlington
Development Watch
(PR-D-0093)

The legal requirements for SA (and SEA) have been met.
The SA takes account of NPPF1 (2012) and government
guidance on SA. The Inspector has not raised any concerns
with the SA in his advice note. The Council considers the
SA is comprehensive and proportionate.
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established. It has not acted to prevent further incursion into the Green
Belt or to protect the spatial separation and integrity of our communities.
If, as the sustainability appraisal update concludes, further incursion into
the Green Belt is the only viable option then it can, and should, decline to
provide the 410 homes.

In his Advice Note the Inspector considers that the 4,400

homes proposed provides a sound basis for the Plan. The
2017 SA Report (PR43) included an appraisal of providing
4,400 homes and alternatives.

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) concludes that
although there will be negative effects associated
with the reallocation of the 410 homes from PR10 to
allocation Policies PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9,
overall, the significance of these adverse effects has
not changed from those already identified through
the SA of the original number of homes allocated at
each location. SA Addendum Appendix 1, setting out
the additional evidence gathered to establish the
likely effects of the redistribution also supports this.

It is not sufficient, on grounds of sustainability, to proceed through Major
Modifications alone without reassessment of the Plan as a whole,
especially given the high threshold for release of Green Belt.

The PRI site is not considered to be sustainable as it was ranked 42 out of
44 sites assessed by ITP. The site should be reduced in size or deleted
from the Plan. Given such poor performance, especially given these
transport metrics would directly contribute to the rating of the site in the
Sustainability Appraisal, it is not explained why PR9 was selected (nor
indeed how this analysis led to the selection of Area A over the other
identified areas).

Begbroke and
Yarnton Green Belt
Campaign (PR-D-
0082)

In his Advice Note the Inspector considers that the 4,400
homes proposed provides a sound basis for the Plan. His
preliminary findings indicate the approach of locating the
housing and infrastructure required as close as possible to
Oxford, along the A44 and A4165 transport corridors is an
appropriate strategy. The Council’s consideration of
reasonable options for preparation of the Proposed
Submission Plan is set out in sections 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the
2017 SA Report (PR43).

The Council’s reasons for selecting sites, including PR9, is
set out in Chapter 10 of the 2017 SA Report (PR43) and the
reasons for the Council’s approach to the main
modifications (including in respect of the PR9 allocation) is
set out in the Council’s 2019 Explanatory Note and SA
Addendum (PR113b). Transport evidence including the
ranking of sites and specifically the reason for the scoring
of PRI (due to its size, which distances its centroid point
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from the existing network) was extensively debated at the
examination. The sites selected for inclusion in the Plan
were considered to be the most suitable for meeting the
Plan’s vision and objectives and achieving sustainable
development.

The SA identifies PR10 as a reasonable site option.

The SA contains significant errors. The residential part of the allocation is
not within the setting of the World Heritage Site. The effects on the
historic environment are not uncertain and they are not significantly
negative. The clear and significant public benefit has been completely
overlooked.

The landscape evidence referred to in the SA is incorrect in its assessment
of potential impacts and out of date.

The revised SA does not support the deallocation of PR10 in favour of
other options and objection is raised to the removal of site PR10.

Terence O’Rourke
Ltd for Vanbrugh
Unit Trust and Pye
Homes (PR-D-0062)

Having reviewed all written and oral evidence, the
Inspector has provided a planning judgement that
allocation of the site would not be sound. He has made it
clear that he does not believe “..that the impact on the
setting, and thereby the significance of the nearby
Blenheim Palace World Heritage Site (WHS) would be
unacceptable, considered in isolation.” But,
notwithstanding the potential for screen planting, his view
is that “...the development of the site for housing would
represent an incongruous extension into the countryside
that would cause significant harm to the setting of
Woodstock, and the character and appearance of the
area....”.

The Council’s consideration of reasonable options for
preparation of the Proposed Submission Plan is set out in
sections 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the 2017 SA Report (PR43). All
options have been subjected to SA using the assumptions
set out in Appendix 2 and Table A2.1 in the SA Report that
was published alongside the Proposed Submission Plan in
2017 (PR43).

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) contains an SA of
reasonable options and of a schedule of proposed
modifications to the Proposed Submission Plan (2017).
The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) concludes that although
there will be negative effects associated with the
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reallocation of the 410 homes from PR10 to allocation
Policies PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9, overall, the
significance of these adverse effects has not changed from
those already identified through the SA of the original
number of homes allocated at each location. SA
Addendum Appendix 1, setting out the additional evidence
gathered to establish the likely effects of the redistribution
also supports this.

While reducing the eastward extent of site allocation PR10
and or reducing the density of development within PR10
would most likely reduce the area of open greenfield land
that would be developed reducing the potential scope and
significance of adverse effects against SA objectives, the
same sensitivities and therefore the potential for
significant negative effects still exist.

The SA does not contain the errors alleged. The SA
correctly notes that the PR10 site is in close proximity to
the Blenheim Palace World Heritage Site (1.22). The SA
has made reasonable judgements about the nature of the
heritage impacts. The benefits of the PR10 allocation have
not been ignored. The Council is cognisant of the
promoter’s representations and hearing statement where
the benefits of development to support the World Heritage
Site are set out and which the Inspector would have been
aware of in making his decision. The Council’s reasons for
selecting sites, including PR10, is set out in Chapter 10 of
the 2017 SA Report (PR43).

The legal compliance of the SA Addendum is questioned.

In legal compliance terms, the reasonable alternatives test relates to the
appropriateness of the strategy (i.e. the “geographical scope of the plan”,
per SEA Regulation 12(2)), not the individual sites — the strategy is plainly a

Bloombridge LLP
(PR-D-0069)

The legal requirements for SA (and SEA) have been met. It
takes account of NPPF1 (2012) and government guidance
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plan-wide matter. As a minimum, this requires an addendum SA of the
Kidlington Area of Search, as one of two “best performing areas” on
sustainability grounds, per paragraph 1.39 of PR43(b), and this must also
be set within the context of harm to the overall integrity of the Green Belt
(which is wider than a site by site assessment).

The Government’s guidance on sustainability appraisal confirms that the
correct approach is to SA the Plan as a whole, not the sites, specifically to
achieve relevant environmental, economic and social objectives.

The Council has irrationally narrowed the scope of the Addendum
Sustainability Appraisal (SA) to just the “existing strategy” and it should
have considered the Kidlington Area of Search as a whole.

The assessment can be iterative and therefore limited to a spatial strategy
within the plan, if that strategy is settled, but the “existing strategy” still
remains very much in question.

The SA Addendum should have considered the Moors site as a reasonable
alternative to the main modifications.

There was no procedural benefit gained from limiting the Addendum SA to
what paragraph 1.12 of PR113a describes as the “existing strategy”.

A process that just looks at the existing sites (particularly in isolation to the
rest of the Area of Search) is going to miss the ‘tipping point’ on the
capacity of each site when avoidable or unacceptable harm is reached
which, like any sustainability decision, is a balancing and comparative
exercise, including in relation to reasonable alternatives.

Land at the Moors scores well in the SA and its exclusion from the Plan is
irrational.

Reasonable alternatives to the modified strategy have been overlooked,
making for less sustainable outcomes and unnecessary “high harm” to the
Green Belt, its permanence and overall integrity.

Even operating on the working assumption that the submitted sites are
sound, it does not follow that extending these sites is sound, sustainable
and minimising in terms of harm to the Green Belt (noting the debate at

on SA. The Council considers the SA is comprehensive and
proportionate.

The Council’s consideration of reasonable options for the
preparation of the Proposed Submission Plan is set out in
sections 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the 2017 SA Report (PR43). All
options have been subjected to SA using the assumptions
set out in Appendix 2 and Table A2.1 in the SA Report
(PR43) that was published alongside the Proposed
Submission Plan in 2017. All site options in Areas of Search
A and B, (those areas in closest proximity to Oxford), were
assessed in the 2017 SA Report (PR43). Whilst the size of
developable areas for certain site allocations would
increase as a result of the Main Modifications, the increase
would remain within the extent of the site appraised.

In the case of land north of the Moors, the reasons for not
selecting the site are explained at paragraphs 10.95 to
10.100 of the 2017 SA Report (PR43), referencing the SA
and other considerations. Overall, the sites selected for
inclusion in the Plan were considered to be the most
suitable for meeting the Plan’s vision and objectives and
achieving sustainable development.

The Inspector has not raised any concerns with the 2017
SA in his Advice Note. His preliminary findings indicate the
approach of locating the housing and infrastructure
required as close as possible to Oxford, along the A44 and
A4165 transport corridors is an appropriate strategy. The
Inspector considers that the Council has demonstrated
exceptional circumstances to justify removal of land from
the Green Belt.
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the February Hearings that concluded that the site capacities were settled,
and the proposed Green Belt boundaries set to endure).

The SA mismatches with the Terms of Reference of the Plan. The key
elements of this methodology require site selection decisions based on the
“most sustainable locations”.

Cherwell’s narrow approach to the addendum SA cannot, on the evidence,
confirm that the Partial Review is sustainable or that the reconfigured sites
are in the “most sustainable locations”.

The SA downplayed the role of the Green Belt with too much focus on
exceptional circumstances and not enough on the sustainability
consequences associated with defining new Green Belt boundaries.

The Inspector has advised, ‘With one exception...I regard
the various allocations, and the process by which they have
been arrived at, as sound, in principle...’. The site that the
Inspector has concerns with is the only site (PR10 —land
south east of Woodstock) that the Council originally
proposed which is situated outside of the Oxford Green
Belt.

Other than this site, the Council has no reason to question
its site selection process to date, including the non-
selection of all reasonable alternatives to the proposed site
allocations considered to date (including land north of the
Moors).

Consequently, consideration of reasonable alternatives to
the redistribution of the 410 homes in the 2019 SA
Addendum (PR113b) has focussed exclusively on options
that relate to accommodating additional homes within the
scope of the existing strategy; specifically, on or in the
immediate vicinity of the existing site allocations and
options within the Plan Policies PR3a-PR10. All these
options are considered to be reasonable to consider.

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) contains an SA of
reasonable options and an SA of a schedule of proposed
modifications to the proposed submission Plan (2017).
Paragraph 1.151 of the SA Addendum concludes that
although there will be negative effects associated with the
reallocation of the 410 homes from PR10 to allocation
Policies PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9, the significance
of these adverse effects has not changed from those
already identified through the SA of the original number of
homes allocated at each location. SA Addendum Appendix
1, setting out the additional evidence gathered to establish
the likely effects of the redistribution also supports this.
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More generally, the proposed modifications would
contribute positively to, but not change, the overall
cumulative effects of the Local Plan Partial Review as a
whole, as recorded in the 2017 SA Report (PR43). Similarly,
the potential sustainability effects of the proposed
modifications to the Local Plan Partial Review in
combination with the likely effects of other related plans,
programmes and projects are not different from those
recorded in the June 2017 SA Report.

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) and the Council’s
explanatory note explain the reasons for the approach set
out in the Council’s modifications. The Council has been
aware that should it not be possible to accommodate the
displaced development requirements within the Plan’s
original scope, there would be a need to consider other
options. That has not been required however.

Objects to the approach that PR3(a) was assessed as a single option. The
respondent’s site should have been assessed as an independent option,
given the relationship to PR8 proposals, the existing urban influences on
this land and the opportunity to provide suitable access from the A44.
The SA addendum identifies that the likely significant effects of releasing
land within PR3(a) are likely to be less harmful than the options taken
forward.

Objection is raised for not taking forward option 2. This forms
approximately 7.8 ha of land identified as suitable for removal from the
Green Belt and as suitable for development.

Edgars for Mr and
Mrs Tomes (PR-D-
0087)

The Council’s consideration of reasonable options for
preparation of the proposed submission Plan is set out in
sections 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the 2017 SA Report (PR43). All
options have been subjected to SA using the assumptions
set out in Table A2.1 in the SA Report that was published
alongside the proposed submission Plan in 2017 (PR43).
The sites selected for inclusion in the Plan were considered
to be the most suitable for meeting the Plan’s vision and
objectives and achieving sustainable development.

The proposed safeguarded land - Site PR3(a) was assessed
in the SA. The Council’s strategy had already been selected
and further sites submitted were not considered.
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The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) and the Council’s
Explanatory Note explain the reasons for the approach set
out in the Council’s modifications.

The results of the SA cannot be supported by a reasonable person when
comparing the findings in relation to PR6¢c with those for PR7a and PR7b.
An alternative appraisal of site PR6C is provided by the promoter and they
contend that their promoted site be selected rather than those proposed
to be allocated.

The credentials of PR6c are diluted or dismissed entirely as a result of
CDC’s decision to apply mitigating factors to sites PR7a and b without
doing the same at PR6c, disregarding the fact that these could be included
via an intricately worded policy.

Turnberry for Exeter
College (PR-D-0081)

The Council’s consideration of reasonable options for
preparation of the proposed submission Plan is set out in
sections 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the 2017 SA Report (PR43). All
options have been subjected to SA using the assumptions
set out in Table A2.1 in the SA Report (PR43) that was
published alongside the proposed submission Plan in 2017.
All site options in Areas of Search A and B, (those areas in
closest proximity to Oxford), were assessed in the 2017 SA
Report (PR43). The sites selected for inclusion in the Plan
were considered to be the most suitable for meeting the
Plan’s vision and objectives and achieving sustainable
development.

In response to the promoter’s representation concerning
the application of mitigating factors, the Council’s
approach is consistent with the SA of reasonable
alternatives set out in sections 7, 8 and 9 of the SA Report
(PR43) prepared alongside the Proposed Submission Plan
in 2017. Mitigation was considered in Chapter 10 of the
2017 SA report (PR43). The process followed for the
assessment of PR6c is explained in paragraphs 1.117 to
1.118 of the SA addendum (PR113b).

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) at Table 1 sets out the
options considered by the Council in preparing the main
modifications. The Council considers the scoring and SA
process undertaken in the 2019 SA addendum (PR113b)
robust. The SA Addendum and the Council’s Explanatory
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note set out the methodology and explain the reasons for
the approach set out in the Council’s modifications.

e Reference is made to paras 1.104 and 1.146 of the SA in support of the
respondent’s view that the development of homes at site PR9 could take
place sensitively within a broader area.

Gerald Eve LLP for
Merton College (PR-
D-0084)

Noted.

e The SAis biased and does not address local concerns.

e The Plan does not protect or enhance landscape character and quality or
make accessible countryside for use and enjoyment.

e The effect to water supply and water quality should be recognised as
significant problem as part of the plan.

e Building in the floodplain is not advisable.

Fiona Gibson (PR-D-
0052)

Natural England, the Environment Agency and Historic
England were consulted on the SA Scoping Report
published in January 2016 (PR25). Public consultation has
also taken place on an Initial SA Report (PR23), SA Report
(PR43) and SA addendum (PR113b). Appendix 3 of the SA
Report (PR43) provides a summary of the consultation
responses and explains how they were considered and
addressed.

The SA and plan-making have been informed by
appropriate evidence throughout as evidenced by the
Scoping Report (PR25), Issues and Options Consultation
Papers, the Initial SA Report (PR23), the SA Report (PR43),
the SA addendum (PR113b), the Statement of Consultation
(PR93) and submitted evidence base.

e The representation compares the Council’s original assessment of Policy
PR7a in the 2017 SA Report (PR43) with the appraisal in the SA addendum
(PR113) and provides a commentary.

Turley for land south
east of Kidlington
(PR-D-0054)

All options have been subjected to SA using the
assumptions set out in Appendix 2 and Table A2.1 in the SA
Report (PR43) that was published alongside the Proposed
Submission Plan in 2017.

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) concludes that although
there will be negative effects associated with the
reallocation of the 410 homes from PR10 to allocation
Policies PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b and PR9, overall, the
significance of these adverse effects has not changed from
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those already identified through the SA of the original
number of homes allocated at each location.

The 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b) at Table 1 sets out the
options considered by the Council in preparing the main
modifications. The Council considers the scoring and SA
process undertaken in the 2019 SA Addendum (PR113b)
robust. The SA Addendum and the Council’s Explanatory
note set out the methodology and explain the reasons for
the approach set out in the Council’s modifications. Site
PR7ais a site proposed for allocation by the Council in the
Partial Review which the promoter is supporting.

Objection is raised to modification 80 and that the SA addendum does not
provide any evidence to support the change. It implies that the change
is made in order to mitigate the loss of agricultural land and the
potential for soil improvement is limited.

Pegasus for Barwood
(PR-D-0014)

The SA Addendum (PR113b) provides an assessment of the
modification and no significant effects are identified. The
change is made to mitigate against the effects of
development generally. (see the Council’s response to
modification 80 above).
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Cherwell Local Plan 2011 — 2031 (Part 1) - Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan — Oxford’s Unmet Housing Needs

Schedule of Proposed Main Modifications
to the Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan
September 2019

These are modifications to the Proposed Submission Plan (July 2017) following receipt of the Inspector’s Post Hearing Advice Note (July 2019). This
document replaces the published Proposed Focused Changes and Minor Modifications - February 2018

The proposed Modifications to the Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan Proposed Submission Plan July 2017 comprise the Schedule of proposed Main
and Minor Modifications and the attached Main Proposed Map Changes and Infrastructure Schedule.

New text is shown in bold and underlined. Deleted text is shown in bold and struckthrough-
The reasons for changes and modifications are further explained in the Council’s published Explanatory note (September 2019)

Proposed modifications highlighted in grey are those suggested since receipt of the Inspector’s Advice Note.



MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram
Main 1. Page 2 Contents Woodstock Delete ‘Woodstock’ Heading and page number Updating/Consequential
Heading reference change
Main 2. Page 8 Executive Summary Paragraph Amend to read: ‘The Plan therefore focuses Updating/Consequential
Xiv development on a geographic area extending north | change
from Oxford to south Kidlington, and along the A44
corridor to Yarnton and Begbroke.,-and-up-te
Woodstock-in-West-Oxfordshire:
Main 3. Page 9 Executive Summary Policy PR6a- Replace ‘650’ with ‘690’ Updating/Consequential
Table 1 Land East of change
Oxford Road
Main 4. Page 9 Executive Summary Policy PR6b- Replace ‘530’ with’670’ Updating/Consequential
Table 1 Land West of change
Oxford Road
Main 5. Page 9 Executive Summary Policy PR7a- Replace ‘230’ with ‘430’ Updating/Consequential
Table 1 Land South change
East of
Kidlington
Main 6. Page 9 Executive Summary Policy PR7b- Replace ‘100" with ‘120’ Updating/Consequential
Table 1 Land at change
Stratfield Farm
Main 7. Page 9 Executive Summary Policy PRS- Replace '530' with '540' Updating/Consequential
Table 1 Land West of change
Yarnton




MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram
Main 8. Page 9 Executive Summary Policy PR10 — Delete Woodstock row from Table 1. Updating/Consequential
Table 1 Land South change
East of
Woodstock
Main 9. Page Paragraph 1.7 - Amend to read: The Partial Review means change Updating/Consequential
12 for the area of the district which adjoins north change
Oxford and that which focuses on the A44 corridor.
from-Oxford-to-Woodstock-in-West-Oxfordshire-
Main 10. Page How has this Plan been Paragraph Amend point 4 to read: ‘prepared to be consistent Plan Improvement to more
24 prepared? 2.2 —point 4. | with national policy — to meet the apportioned clearly reflect advice in NPPF
housing requirements so that they meet core 1.
planning principles and demonstrate clear,
exceptional circumstances for -development-within
the-Oxford-Green-Belt-removing land from the
Oxford Green Belt for development.’
Main 11. Page Paragraph 2.10 - Amend to read: Seven Six residential development Updating/Consequential
27 areas are identified in a geographic area extending change

north from Oxford (either side of the A4165 Oxford
Road) and along the A44 corridor and-te-\Weedsteck

1. Land East of Oxford Road, North Oxford (policy
PR6a) - Gosford and Water Eaton Parish

2. Land West of Oxford Road, North Oxford (policy
PR6b) - Gosford and Water Eaton Parish
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3. Land at South East Kidlington (policy PR7a) -
Gosford and Water Eaton Parish

4. Land at Stratfield Farm Kidlington (policy PR7b) -
Kidlington Parish

5. Land East of the A44 at Begbroke/Yarnton (policy
PR8) - Yarnton and Begbroke Parishes

(small area in Kidlington Parish)

6. Land West of the A44 at Yarnton (policy PR9) -
Yarnton and Begbroke Parishes

7 LandE £ Wood k{policy-PR10)~Shi
%-Gheme”—aﬂd—th#u-pﬁ-nal’-lﬁh—. v

Main 12.

Page 49

Paragraph 3.57

Amend to read: ‘The Oxford Transport Strategy has
three components: mass transit, walking and
cycling, and managing traffic and travel demand.
The Strategy is supported by the Active and
Healthy Travel Strategy and Oxfordshire County
Council Cycling and Walking Design Guides. Mass
transit in Oxford is planned to consist of rail, Rapid
Transit (RT) and buses and coaches.’

Plan improvement Requested
by OCC (Representation PR-C-
0832)

Main 13.

Page 53

Paragraph 3.66

Paragraph
3.66

‘Woodstock is a focus for growth in West

Oxfordshire’s nrew,-emerging adopted Local Plan.
The-draft Plan includes more extensive......"

Amend the first sentence of paragraph 3.66 to read:

Updating

Main 14.

Page 53

Paragraph 3.66

Amend to read: 'Woodstock is a focus for growth in
West Oxfordshire’s new, emerging Local Plan. The

Clarification / informed by
representation from West
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draft Plan includes more extensive growth at Witney
and Chipping Norton, growth at Carterton
comparable to that at Woodstock and less
significant growth in the Burford-Charlbury Area.
Larger strategic development is planned at Eynsham
on the A40 to the west of Oxford, the majority of
which is intended to address West Oxfordshire’s
contribution (2750 homes) to Oxford’s unmet
housing need. Oxfordshire’s Local Transport Plan
(LTP4): A40 Strategy proposes a new link road in
Cherwell between the A40 and the A44 to improve
access from West Oxfordshire to the A44 and A34.'

Oxfordshire District Council
(Representation PR-C-0658)

Main 15.

Page 54

Paragraph 3.73

Amend to read, 'A National Infrastructure
Commission (NIC) report is-expected-by-the-end-of
on the Cambridge-Milton-Keynes-Oxford Arc was
published in November 2017 including
recommendations to the Government linking east-
west transport improvements with wider growth
and investment opportunities along this corridor'

Updating

Main 16.

Page 54

Paragraph 3.76

Amend to read, 'Approximately 30,000 homes are

being planned in Fhe-emerging-Vale-of Aylesbury
Vale LecalPlan{DraftPlan2016}proposes33,300
new-homes-to-be-built-in-the-districtin for the
period to 2033. The focus of the growth will be at
Aylesbury which has recently been granted Garden
Town status.

Updating / future proofing /
Representation PR-C-0839
from AVDC
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Main 17.

Page 64

Table 4

Policy PR6a-
Land East of
Oxford Road

Replace 650 with ‘690’

Receipt of Inspectors Advice
note and consequential work
and evidence.

Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Consequential change from
reducing the primary school
site by 1 hectare and
allocating as residential.
(Update from / discussion with
OCC PR-C- 0832)

Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.

Main 18.

Page 64

Table 4

Policy PR6b-
Land West of
Oxford Road

Replace 530 with ‘670’

Receipt of Inspectors Advice
note and consequential work
and evidence.

Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Consequential change
informed by additional
information on trees
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Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Main 19. Page 64 | Table 4 Policy PR7a- Replace 230 with ‘430’ Receipt of Inspectors Advice
Land South note and consequential work
East of and evidence.
Kidlington
Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Main 20. Page 64 | Table4 Policy PR7b- Replace 100 with ‘120’ Receipt of Inspectors Advice
Land at note and consequential work

Stratfield Farm

and evidence.

Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.

Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
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Main 21. Page 64 | Table 4 Policy PR9 — Replace 530 with '540' Receipt of Inspectors Advice
Land West of note and consequential work
Yarnton and evidence.
Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Main 22. Page 64 | Table 4 Policy PR10 — Delete Woodstock row from Table 4. Receipt of Inspectors Advice
Land South note and consequential work
East of and evidence.
Woodstock
Main 23. Page Paragraph 5.16 - Amend to read: Figure 10 illustrates our strategy for | Updating/Consequential
65 accommodating growth for Oxford. It shows the change.
geographic relationship between Cherwell, Oxford
and West Oxfordshire and specifically the proximity
of north Oxford with Kidlington, Yarnton, and
Begbroke and-Woedsteck along the A44 corridor.
Main 24. Page Paragraph 5.17 - Amend to read: All of the sites we have identified Updating/Consequential
66 otherthanland-to-the south-east- of Woedstecklie | change.

within the Oxford Green Belt. We consider that
there are exceptional circumstances for the removal




MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram
of these sites (either in full or in part) from the
Green Belt.
Main 25. Page Paragraph 5.17 - Delete as follows: 8-the-need-to-ensure-a-cautious Updating/Consequential
66 approach-at Woedstocklinterms-of the numbereof | Change.
new-homes)-duetothe presence-of international
| nationalhesil ts-whil inat
| . I it of .
to-both-Oxford-and-the-growth-areas-on-the-A44
corridor:
Main 26. Page Paragraph 5.17 Renumber point 9 as point 8, point 10 as point 9, Consequential change as a
66 point 11 as point 10 and point 12 as point 11. result of deletion of point 8
Main 27. Page Paragraph 5.18 Delete as follows: Land-te-thesouth-east-of Updating/Consequential
67 Woedstoecklies-outside-but-next to-the Oxford change.
GreenBelt—-Land at Frieze Farm is to remain in the
Green Belt as we consider that its possible use as a
replacement Golf Course would be compatible with
the purposes of Green Belts.
Main 28. Page Policy PR1 - Achieving Policy PR1 Amend to read: Cherwell District Council will work Updating/Consequential
69 Sustainable with Oxford City Council, West-Oxferdshire-District | Change.

Development for
Oxford’s Needs

Couneil, Oxfordshire County Council, and the
developers of allocated sites to deliver:
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Main 29. Page 69 | Policy PR1 - Achieving Point (a) Amend to read '4,400 homes to help meet Oxford's | Clarification / Representation
Sustainable Development unmet housing needs and necessary supporting (PR-C-1400) on behalf of
for Oxford’s Needs infrastructure by 2031 Kidlington Parish Council and
PR-C-1521 from Alaric Rose
Main 30. Page 73 | Policy PR2 — Housing Mix, | Policy PR2 — Change point 2 to read: ‘...Provision of 80% of the Agreement by the Council at
Tenure and Size point 2. affordable housing (as defined by the NPPF) as Local Plan hearings.
affordable rent/social rented dwellings and 20% as
other forms on intermediate affordable homes’
Main 31. Page 76 | Paragraph 5.38 Paragraph The Oxford Green Belt in Cherwell presently Consequential change.
5.38 comprises some 8409 hectares of land. Policy PR3
sets out the area of land for each strategic
development site that we are removing from the
Green Belt to accommodate residential and
associated land uses to help meet Oxford’s unmet
housing needs. In total it comprises 253- 275
hectares of land — a 3 3.3% reduction. Consequently,
the total area of Cherwell that comprises Green Belt
falls from 14.3% to 13.98%.
Main 32. Page 77 | Paragraph 5.39 PR3(e) Amend penultimate sentence to read, 'The potential | Clarification / informed by
extension of the Science Park, provided for by Representation (PR-C-0842)
Policy Kidlington 1 of the Local Plan, will be on behalf of University of
considered further in Local Plan Part 2..." Oxford, Merton College and a
private landowner.
Main 33. Page Policy PR3: The Oxford Policy PR7a Amend the sentence to read: Consequential change




MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram
77 Green Belt Policy PR7a — removal of 10-8 21 hectares of land as
shown on inset Policies Map PR7a
Main 34. Page Policy PR3: The Oxford Policy PR7b Amend sentence to read: Consequential change
77 Green Belt Policy PR7b — removal of 4:3 5 hectares of land as
shown on inset Policies Map PR7b
Main 35. Page Policy PR3: The Oxford Policy PR9 Amend sentence to read: Consequential change
77 Green Belt Policy PR9 — removal of 3&# 27 hectares of land as
shown on inset Policies Map PR9
Main 36. Page Para 5.65 Last sentence | Amend last sentence to read: Consequential change.
82 Site specific transport measures are identified in
Policies PR6a, PR6b, PR7a, PR7b, PR8, and PR9;-and
PR10.
Main 37. Page Policy PR4a: Sustainable Policy PR4a: Amend to read: The strategic developments Updating/Consequential
82 Transport Sustainable provided for under Policies PR6 to PR920 will be change.
Transport expected to provide proportionate financial
contributions directly related to the development in
order to secure necessary improvements to, and
mitigations for, the highway network and to deliver
necessary improvements to infrastructure and
services for public transport.
Main 38. Page 85 | Para 5.67 Point 5 Amend sub-point v. to read ' creating high- quality Plan improvement / informed

built and natural environments that can be
sustained in the long term;and-

by Representation (PR-C-0832)

10
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from Oxfordshire County
Renumber sub-point vi. as sub-point vii. Council
Add new sub-point vi. 'the construction of
sustainable urban drainage systems'
Main 39. Page 86 | Para 5.69 New Point Add new point 11 to read 'enhance health and well- | Plan improvement /
being' Representation (PR-C-0832)
from Oxfordshire County
Council
Main 40. Page 86 | Policy PR5: Green First sentence | Amend to read ‘...Policies PR6 to PR9 PR10... Consequential change
Infrastructure
Main 41. Page 86 | Policy PR5: Green Point (1) Amend to read, 'Applications will be expected to: (1) | Plan improvement / BBOWT
Infrastructure Identify existing Gl and its connectivity and Representation
demonstrate how this will,-as-far-aspessible; be (PR-C-0766)
protected and incorporated into the layout, design
and appearance of the proposed development'
Main 42. Page 86 | Policy PR5: Green Point (8) Amend to read 'Demonstrate where multi- Plan improvement / Informed
Infrastructure functioning Gl can be achieved, including helping to | by representations (PR-C-
address climate change impacts and taking into 0832) from Oxfordshire
account best practice guidance.' County Council / and Sport
England (PR-C-1403)
Main 43. Page 86 | Policy PR5: Green Point (9) Amend to read: 'Provide details of how Gl will be Plan improvement /

Infrastructure

maintained and managed in the long term.'

Representation (PR-C-0766)
from BBOWT

11
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Main 44. Page 88 | Para 5.85 2" sentence Amend to read' ...It will be necessary to have regard | Plan improvement /
to adopted Development Plan policies for design Representation (PR-C-0832)
and the built environment for both Cherwell and from Oxfordshire County
Oxford, to the emerging Cherwell Design Guide Council
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD),-and-te
Oxford City Council's SPD - High Quality Design in Future Proofing for SPD
Oxford - Respecting Heritage and Achieving Local adoption
Distinctiveness, and Oxfordshire County Council’s
Cycling and Walking Design Guides...'
Main 45. Page 89 | Policy PR6a — Land East of | Land East of Reduce land allocation for primary school use from Plan improvement / Update
Oxford Road - Policies Oxford Road 3.2 hectares to 2.2 hectares. Allocate 1 hectare to from / discussion with OCC
Map residential use. PR-C- 0832
Main 46. Page 90 | Policy PR6a — Land East of | Point 1 Amend to read ‘Construction of 690 650 dwellings Receipt of Inspectors Advice

Oxford Road

(net) on approximately 25 24-hectares of land (the

residential area as shown). Fhe-dwellings-are-to-be
I . lonsi

of-40-dwellings-per-hectare”

note and consequential work
and evidence.

Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.

Informed by
representation/information

from promoter.

Plan improvement

12




MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram
Main 47. Page 90 | Policy PR6a — Land East of | Point 3 Amend to read ‘The provision of a primary school Plan improvement / Update
Oxford Road with atdeast-three-two forms of entry on 32.2 from / discussion with OCC
hectares of land in the location shown’ PR-C- 0832
Main 48. Page 90 | Policy PR6a— Land East of | Point 7 Amend first sentence to read, '...pedestrian, Consistency
Oxford Road wheelchair and all-weather cycle route along the
site’s eastern boundary within the area of green
space-as shown on the policies map.’
Main 49. Page 91 | Policy PR6a - Land East of | Policy PR6a — Add a second sentence to point 10 (a) to read: Agreement by the Council at
Oxford Road point 10 (a) ‘Minor variations in the location of specific uses Local Plan hearings.
will be considered where evidence is available.’
Main 50. Page 91 | Policy PR6a —Land East of | Point 10 (b) Amend to read ‘Two pRoints of vehicular access and | Plan improvement
Oxford Road egress from and to existing highways, primarily from | Requested by OCC PR-C- 0832
Oxford Road’
Main 51. Page 91 | Policy PR6a — Land East of | Point 10 (c) Amend to read 'An outline scheme for public Representation PR-C-0574

Oxford Road

vehicular, cycle, pedestrian and wheelchair
connectivity within the site, to the built
environment of Oxford, to Cutteslowe Park, to the
allocated site to the west of Oxford Road (policy
PR6b) enabling connection to Oxford City Council's
allocated 'Northern Gateway' site, to Oxford
Parkway and Water Eaton Park and Ride, and to
existing or new points of connection off-site and to
existing or potential public transport services.

13




MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram

Required access to existing property via the site
should be maintained.'

Main 52. Page 92 | Policy PR6a— Land East of | Point 13 Amend to read 'The application(s) shall be Clarification / BBOWT
Oxford Road supported by a phase 1 habitat survey including Representation
habitat suitability index (HSI) survey for great PR-C-0766

crested newts, and protected and notable species
surveys as appropriate, including for great crested
newt presence/absence surveys (dependent on HSI
survey), surveys for badgers, breeding birds and
reptiles, an internal building assessment for roosting
barn owl, a tree survey and an assessment of the
watercourse that forms the south-eastern boundary
of the site and Hedgerow Regulations Assessment”

Main 53. Page 92 | Policy PR6a— Land East of | Point 15 Amend to read 'The application shall be supported As requested by Historic
Oxford Road by a Heritage Impact Assessment which will-inelade | England.

identify measures to avoid or minimise conflict with
the identified heritage assets within the site,
particularly the Grade 2* Listed St Frideswide
Farmhouse. These measures shall be incorporated
or reflected, as appropriate, in any proposed
development scheme.'

Main 54. Page 92 | Policy PR6a— Land East of | Point 17 Amend to read 'The application should demonstrate | Representations from Natural
Oxford Road that Thames Water has-agreed-inprinciple and the | England & recommendation
Environment Agency have been consulted from Water Cycle Study

regarding wastewater treatment capacity and

14
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agreement has been reached in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the
drainage its network.'

Main 55.

Page 93

Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road

Point 18

Amend to read'...mitigation measures. The
outcomes of the investigation and mitigation
measures shall be incorporated or reflected, as
appropriate, in any proposed development
scheme.'

As requested by Historic
England.

Main 56.

Page 93

Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road

New Point

Add new point 20 to read 'The application shall
include a management plan for the appropriate re-
use and improvement of soils'

Re-number subsequent points

Plan Improvement /
Representation from Daniel
Scharf / SEA mitigation

Main 57.

Page 93

Policy PR6a - Land East of
Oxford Road

Policy PR6a —
point 21.

Amend the final sentence to read:

‘The Delivery Plan shall include a start date for
development, demonstration of how the
development would be completed by 2031 and a
programme showing how the site will contribute
towards maintaining a five year supply of housing.

(E I -l ) -"I l I E:EHIIEEF’

Agreement by the Council at
Local Plan hearings.

Main 58.

Page 94

Policy PR6a— Land East of
Oxford Road

Point 28

Amend to read 'The location of archaeological
features, including the tumuli to the east of the
Oxford Road, should be incorporated and made
evident in the landscape design of the site.'

As requested by Historic
England.

15
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Main 59. Page 96 | Policy PR6b - Land West Point 1 Amend to read: ‘Construction of 670 530 dwellings Receipt of Inspectors Advice
of Oxford Road (net) on 32 hectares of land (the residential area as note and consequential work
shown). Fhe-dwellings-are-to-be-constructed-atan and evidence.
. ensitv-of 25 dweli
per-hectare- Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Plan improvement
Main 60. Page 96 | Policy PR6b — Land West Policy PR6b — | Add a second sentence to point 8 (a) to read: ‘Minor | Agreement by the Council at
of Oxford Road point 8 (a) variations in the location of specific uses will be Local Plan hearings.
considered where evidence is available.’
Main 61. Page 96 | Policy PR6b - Land West Point 8(b) Amend to read ' Two pRoints of vehicular access and | Request from OCC
of Oxford Road egress from and to existing highways, primarily
from Oxford Road, and connecting within the site.
Main 62. Page 98 | Policy PR6b - Land West Point 11 Amend to: 11. The application(s) shall be supported | Representation from BBOWT

of Oxford Road

by a phase 1 habitat survey including habitat
suitability index (HSI) survey for great crested newts,
and protected and notable species surveys as
appropriate, including great crested newt
presence/absence surveys (dependent on HSI

PR-C-0766

16
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survey), surveys for badgers, breeding birds and
reptiles, an internal building assessment for roosting
barn owl, a tree survey and an assessment of water
bodies

Main 63.

Page 98

PR6b - Land West of
Oxford Road

Point 13

Amend to read 'The application(s) shall be
supported by a desk-based archaeological
investigation which may then require
predetermination evaluations and appropriate
mitigation measures. The outcomes of the
investigation and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme.'

Request from Historic
England.

Main 64.

Page 98

Policy PR6b - Land West
of Oxford Road

Point 15

Amend to read 'The application should demonstrate
that Thames Water has-agreed-in-principle and the
Environment Agency have been consulted
regarding wastewater treatment capacity and
agreement has been reached in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the
drainage is network.'

Representations from Natural
England & recommendation
from Water Cycle Study

Main 65.

Page 98

Policy PR6b - Land West
of Oxford Road

New Point

Add new point 16 to read 'The application shall
include a management plan for the appropriate re-
use and improvement of soils'

Re-number subsequent points

Plan Improvement /
Representation from Daniel
Scharf / SEA mitigation

17
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Main 66. Page 98 | Policy PR6b — Land West Point 17 Delete point 17 and renumber subsequent points Inspector’s Advice Note
of Oxford accordingly
Main 67. Page 99 | Policy PR6b - Land West Policy PR6b — | Amend the final sentence to read: Agreement by the Council at
of the Oxford Road point 19 ‘The Delivery Plan shall include a start date for Local Plan hearings.
development, demonstration of how the
development would be completed by 2031 and a
programme showing how the site will contribute
towards maintaining a five year supply of housing.
(for the site)-wilkl intained ,
Main 68. Page Policy PR6c — Land at Whole Policy Amend to read: Consistency / Plan
101 Frieze Farm improvement

'Land at Frieze Farm will be reserved for the
potential construction of a golf course should this be
required as a result of the development of Land to
the West of Oxford Road under Policy PR6b.

Planning Application Requirements

1. The application will be expected to be supported
by, and prepared in accordance

with, a Development Brief for the entire site to be
jointly prepared and agreed

in advance between the appointed representative(s)
of the landowner(s) and

Cherwell District Council and in consultation with
Oxfordshire County Council.

Representation PR-C-0305
from Historic England

Representation PR-C-0766
from BBOWT

Representation PR-C-0808
from Canal & River Trust

OCC Rep PR-C-0832
Representation (PR-C-1402)

from the Environment Agency
and subsequent discussion

18
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The Development Brief shall include:

(a) A scheme and outline layout for delivery of the
required land uses and associated infrastructure

(b) Points of vehicular access and egress from and
to existing highways

(c) An outline scheme for public vehicular, cycle,
pedestrian and wheelchair connectivity within the
site, to the built environment, and to existing or
new points of connection off-site and to existing or
potential public transport services.

(d) Protection and connection of existing public
rights of way

(e) incorporate-dDesign principles that respond to
the landscape, canal-side and Green Belt setting and
the historic context of Oxford

(f) Outline measures for securing net biodiversity
gains informed by a Biodiversity Impact
Assessment in accordance with (2) below

(g) An outline scheme for vehicular access by the
emergency services

19
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2. The application(s) shall be supported by the
Biodiversity Impact Assessment

(BIA) based on the DEFRA biodiversity metric
(unless the Council has adopted

a local, alternative methodology), to be agreed
with Cherwell District Council

3. The application(s) shall be supported by a
proposed Biodiversity Improvement and
Management Plan (BIMP) informed by the findings
of the BIA and habitat surveys and to be agreed
before development commences. The BIMP shall
include:

(a) measures for securing net biodiversity gain
within the site and for the protection of wildlife
during construction

(b) measures for retaining and conserving
protected/notable species (identified
within baseline surveys) within the development

(c) demonstration that designated environmental
assets will not be harmed,

including no detrimental impacts through
hydrological, hydro chemical or

sedimentation impacts

20
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(d) measures for the protection and enhancement
of existing wildlife corridors and the protection of
existing hedgerows and trees

(e) the creation of a green infrastructure network
with connected wildlife
corridors

(f) measures to minimise light spillage and noise
levels on habitats especially
along wildlife corridors

(g) a scheme for the provision for bird and bat
boxes and for the viable provision of designated
green walls and roofs

(h) farmland bird compensation

(i) proposals for long-term wildlife management
and maintenance

4. Measures for the retention of the Grade Il listed
Frieze Farmhouse and an appropriate sensitive

setting

5. The application shall be supported by a Heritage
Impact Assessment which will identify measures to

avoid or minimise conflict with identified heritage

21
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assets within and adjacent to the site, particularly
the Grade Il Listed Frieze Farmhouse. These
measures shall be incorporated or reflected, as
appropriate, in any proposed development
scheme'

6. The application(s) shall be supported by a desk-
based archaeological investigation which may then
require predetermination evaluations and
appropriate mitigation measures. The outcomes of
the investigation and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme

7. The application(s) shall be supported by a
Transport Assessment and Travel Plan including
measures for maximising sustainable transport
connectivity, minimising the impact of motor
vehicles on existing communities and actions for
updating the Travel Plan during the construction of
the development

8. The application will be supported by a Flood Risk
Assessment, informed by a suitable ground
investigation and having regard to guidance
contained within the Council's Level 1 Strategic
Flood Risk Assessment. The Flood Risk Assessment
should include detailed modelling of watercourses

22
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taking into account allowance for climate
change. There should be no ground raising or built
development within the modelled flood zone.

9. The application shall be supported by a
landscaping scheme including details of materials
for land modelling (to be agreed with the
Environment Agency), together with a
management plan for the appropriate re-use and
improvement of soils

10.The application should demonstrate that
Thames Water has agreed in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into its
network.

11. A single comprehensive, outline scheme shall
be approved for the entire site. The scheme shall
be supported by draft Heads of Terms for
developer contributions that are proposed to be
secured by way of legal agreement. The
application(s) shall be supported by a Delivery Plan

demonstrating how the implementation and
phasing of the development shall be secured
comprehensively and how the provision of
supporting infrastructure will be delivered. The
Delivery Plan shall include a start date for

23




MAIN MODIFICATIONS

Ref No. Page Section/Policy/Paragraph | Reference Proposed Change Reason
no. /Table/Diagram
development and a programme showing how and
when the golf course would be constructed to
meet any identified need as a result of the
development of Land to the West of Oxford Road
(Policy PR6b)
Main 69. Page Paragraph 5.90 Last sentence | Amend last sentence to read: Consequential change
103 A clearly defined field boundary partially marks the
extent of the area that is identified for development
and the remainder of the southern boundary
follows a former historic field boundary.
Main 70. Page Paragraph 5.95 First and Delete first two sentences and replace with the Correction of factual error
104 second following:
sentence The farmhouse looks south across land planted as
an orchard. To the west of the farmhouse is an
area of trees and a traditional orchard which forms
an important part of its historic setting.
Main 71. Page Paragraph 5.96 New Point & Renumber points5to8as6to 9 Clarification reflecting
104/ Points 5to 8 paragraph 5.94, Policy PR7b
105 Insert new point 5. To read:' Retention and
renovation of the Grade Il Listed Stratfield Representation from Historic
Farmhouse and the protection of its historic England.
setting.
Main 72. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Policies Map — | Increase extent of residential area Consequential change
106 East of Kidlington Land South Reduce extent of Qutdoor Sports Provision
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East of Amend revised Green Belt boundary (see attached)
Kidlington
Main 73. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Policies Map — | Amend the policies map to include ‘new green Plan correction to avoid
106 East of Kidlington Land South space/parks’ notation over (in addition to) ‘Outdoor | discrepancy with policy text
East of Sports provision’ on the policies map (see attached). | (Policy PR7a 4.) which requires
Kidlington green infrastructure.
Main 74. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Point 1 Amend to read: ‘Construction of 430 230-dwellings Receipt of Inspectors Advice
107 East of Kidlington (net) on 21 11 hectares of land (the residential area | note and consequential work
as shown). Fhe-dwellingsto-be-constructed-at-an and evidence.
imat t densitv-of 35-dwelli
perhectare’ Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Plan improvement
Main 75. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Point 4 Amend to read: Consequential change
107 East of Kidlington The provision of 23:5 11 hectares of land to provide

formal sports facilities for the development and for
the wider community and green infrastructure
within the Green Belt
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Main 76. Page Policy PR7a — Land south Policy PR7a — Add a second sentence to point 9 (a) to read: ‘Minor | Agreement by the Council at
107 east of Kidlington point 9 (a) variations in the location of specific uses will be Local Plan hearings.
considered where evidence is available.’
Main 77. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Point 12 Amend to: ' The application(s) shall be supported by | Representation PR-C-0766
109 East of Kidlington a phase 1 habitat survey including habitat suitability | from BBOWT
index (HSI) survey for great crested newts, and
protected and notable species surveys as
appropriate, including great crested newt
presence/absence surveys (dependent on HSI
survey), surveys for badgers, breeding birds and
reptiles, an internal building assessment for roosting
barn owl, a tree survey and an assessment of water
bodies.'
Main 78. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Point 14 Amend to read 'The application should demonstrate | Representations from Natural
109 East of Kidlington that Thames Water, Natural England has-agreed-in England & recommendation
principle and the Environment Agency have been from Water Cycle Study
consulted regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and agreement has been reached in
principle that foul drainage from the site will be
accepted into the drainage its network.'
Main 79. Page Policy PR7a — Land South Point 16 Amend to read 'The application(s) shall be Plan improvement /
109 East of Kidlington supported by a desk-based archaeological Representation PR-C-0305

investigation which may then require
predetermination evaluations and appropriate
mitigation measures. The outcomes of the

from Historic England
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investigation and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme'
Main 80. Page Policy PR7a — Land South | New Point Add new point 17 to read 'The application shall Plan Improvement /
109 East of Kidlington include a management plan for the appropriate re- | Representation from Daniel
use and improvement of soils' Scharf / SEA mitigation
Re-number subsequent points
Main 81. Page Policy PR7a — Land south Policy PR7a — Amend the final sentence to read: ‘The Delivery Plan | Agreement by the Council at
110 east of Kidlington point 19. shall include a start date for development, Local Plan hearings.
demonstration of how the development would be
completed by 2031 and a programme showing how
the site will contribute towards maintaining a five
year supply of housing. {ferthe-site}-will-be
Main 82. Page Policy PR7b — Land at Policies Map- Increase Residential area Consequential change
111 Stratfield Farm Land at Reduce Nature Conservation Area To provide flexibility for route
Stratfield Farm | Amend Revised Green Belt boundary of east west green link across
Amend Green Space boundary the site
(See attached)
Main 83. Page Policy PR7b — Land at Point 1 Amend to read: ‘Construction of 120 380 homes Receipt of Inspectors Advice
112 Stratfield Farm note and consequential work

(net) on 5 4-hectares of land (the residential area).

Fhe-dwellingsto-be-constructed-at-an-approximate
Jonsi £ 25 dwelli hectage.’

and evidence.
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Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Plan improvement
Main 84. Page Policy PR7b — Land at Point 7 Amend to read: ‘Creation of a nature conservation Consequential change
112 Stratfield Farm area on 6:3 5.3 hectares of land as shown on the
inset Policies Map, incorporating the community
orchard and with the opportunity to connect to and
extend Stratfield Brake District Wildlife Site.’
Main 85. Page Policy PR7b - Land at Point 9 Amend last sentence to read 'The Development Representation PR-C-0808
112 Stratfield Farm Brief shall be prepared in consultation with from the Canal and River Trust
Oxfordshire County Council, anrd-Oxford City Council
and the Canal and River Trust'
Main 86. Page Policy PR7b — Land at Policy PR7b — | Add a second sentence to point 10 (a) to read: Agreement by the Council at
112 Stratfield Farm point 10 (a) ‘Minor variations in the location of specific uses Local Plan hearings.
will be considered where evidence is available.’
Main 87. Page Policy PR7b — Land at Policy PR7b — Points of vehicular access and egress from and to Engagement with the County
113 Stratfield Farm Point 10 (b) existing highways with, unless otherwise approved, | Council on access

at least two separate points:

arrangements
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Main 88.

Page
113

Policy PR7b — Land at
Stratfield Farm

Policy PR7b —
Point 10 (c)

The scheme shall include an access road from the
Kidlington roundabout to the easternmost
development parcels and the Stratfield Farm
building complex enly-as-shewn-en-the-inset
Policios M

Engagement with the County
Council on access
arrangements

Main 89.

Page
114

Policy PR7b - Land at
Stratfield Farm

Point 13

Amend to read:' The application(s) shall be
supported by a phase 1 habitat survey including an
habitat suitability index (HSI) survey for great
crested newts, and protected and notable species
surveys as appropriate, including great crested
newt presence/absence surveys (dependent on HSI
survey), hedgerow and tree survey, surveys for
badgers, water vole, otter, invertebrate, dormouse,
breeding birds and reptiles, an internal building
assessment for roosting barn owl, and an
assessment of water bodies'

Representation PR-C-0766
from BBOWT

Main 90.

Page
115

Policy PR7b - Land at
Stratfield Farm

Point 16

Amend to read 'The application should demonstrate
that Thames Water, Natural England has-agreed-in
principle and the Environment Agency, have been
consulted regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and agreement has been reached in
principle that foul drainage from the site will be
accepted into the drainage its network.'

Representations from Natural
England & recommendation
from Water Cycle Study
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Main 91. Page Policy PR7b - Land at Point 17 Amend to read '...a Heritage Impact Assessment Plan improvement /

115 Stratfield Farm which will identify inelude measures to avoid or Representation PR-C-0305
minimise conflict with identified heritage assets from Historic England
within and adjacent to the site, particularly
Stratfield Farmhouse. These measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme'

Main 92. Page Policy PR7b - Land at Point 18 Amend to read '...a desk-based archaeological Plan improvement /

115 Stratfield Farm investigation which may then require Representation PR-C-0305
predetermination evaluations and appropriate from Historic England
mitigation measures. The outcomes of the
investigation and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme'

Main 93. Page Policy PR7b - Land at New Point Add new point 19 to read 'The application shall Plan Improvement /

115 Stratfield Farm include a management plan for the appropriate re- | Representation from Daniel
use and improvement of soils' Scharf / SEA mitigation
Re-number subsequent points

Main 94. Page Policy PR7b — Land at Policy PR7b — | Amend the final sentence to read: ‘The Delivery Plan | Agreement by the Council at

115 Stratfield Farm point 21 shall include a start date for development, Local Plan hearings.

demonstration of how the development would be
completed by 2031 and a programme showing how
the site will contribute towards maintaining a five
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year supply of housing. {ferthe-site}willbe
maintained-yearonyear.
Main 95. Page Policy PR8 — Land East of Point 1 Amend to read: ‘Construction of 1,950 dwellings Plan improvement
121 the A44 (net) on approximately 66 hectares of land (the
residential area as shown). Fhe-dwelings-are-to-be
constructed-at-an-approximate-average-net-density
of 45 dwellings per-hectare’
Main 96. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of Point 4 Amend to read 'The provision of a primary school Clarification Representation
121 the A44 with atdeast three forms of entry on 3.2 hectares of | PR-C- 0832 / discussions with
land in the location shown' occC
Main 97. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of Point 5 Amend to read 'The provision of a primary school Clarification Representation
121 the A44 with atdeast two forms of entry on 2.2 hectares of PR-C- 0832 / discussions with
land in the location shown if required in ocCcC
consultation with the Education Authority and
unless otherwise agreed with Cherwell District
Council.'
Main 98. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of Point 17 Amend last sentence to read 'The Development Plan improvement further to
122 the A44 Brief shall be prepared in consultation with representation (PR-C-0230)

Oxfordshire County Council, and-Oxford City
Council, Network Rail and the Canal and River
Trust'

from Network Rail and
subsequent discussions;
Representation PR-C-0808
from the Canal and River Trust
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Main 99. Page Policy PR8 — Land east of Policy PR8 — Add a second sentence to point 18 (a) to read: Agreement by the Council at
122 the A44 18 (a) ‘Minor variations in the location of specific uses Local Plan hearings.
will be considered where evidence is available.’
Main 100. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of Point 18 b Amend to read: 'Points of vehicular access and Plan improvement
122 the A44 egress from and to existing highways with at least Requested by OCC PR-C- 0832
two separate, connecting points from and to the
A44 and including the use of the existing Science
Park access road.'
Main 101. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of Point 18 (f) Amend to read: 'In consultation with Oxfordshire Plan improvement further to
123 the A44 County Council and Network Rail, proposals for the | representation (PR-C-0230)
closure/unadoption of Sandy Lane, the closure of from Network Rail and
Sandy Lane to motor vehicles...' subsequent discussions
Main 102. Page Policy PR8 -Land East of Point 19 Amend to read, 'The application(s) shall be Representation PR-C-0764
123 the Ad4 supported by the Biodiversity Impact Assessment from Natural England and

(BIA) based on the DEFRA biodiversity metric (unless
the Council has adopted a local, alternative
methodology), prepared in consultation and agreed
with Cherwell District Council. The BIA shall include
be informed by a hydrogeological risk assessment
to determine whether there would be any material
change in ground water levels as a result of the
development and any associated adverse impact,
particularly on Rushy Meadows SSSI, requiring
mitigation. It shall also be informed by
investigation of any above-erbelew ground

related Rushy Meadows
Hydrological and
Hydrogeological Desk Study
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hydrological connectivity with the SSSI and
between Rowel Brook and Rushy-Meadows-SSSI

Main 103.

Page
124

Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44

Point 21

Amend to read: 'The application(s) shall be
supported by a phase 1 habitat survey and
protected and notable species surveys as
appropriate, including and-surveys for badgers,
nesting birds, amphibians (in particular Great
Crested Newts), reptiles and for bats including
associated tree assessment, hedgerow regulations
assessment.’

Representation PR-C-0766
from BBOWT

Main 104.

Page
124

Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44

Point 22

Amend to read: 'The application(s) shall be
supported by a Transport Assessment and Travel
Plan including measures for maximising sustainable
transport connectivity, minimising the impact of
motor vehicles on new residents and existing
communities, and actions for updating the Travel
Plan during construction of the development. The
Transport Assessment shall include consideration
of the effect of vehicular and non-vehicular traffic
on use of the railway level crossings at Sandy Lane,
Yarnton Lane and Roundham.'

Plan improvement further to
representation (PR-C-0230)
from Network Rail and
subsequent discussions

Main 105.

Page
125

Policy PR8 - Land East of
the Ad4

Point 23

Amend to read ‘23. The application shall be
supported by a Flood Risk Assessment informed by a
suitable ground investigation, and having regard to
guidance contained within the Council’s Level 2

Plan improvement further to
representation (PR-C-1402)
from the Environment Agency
and subsequent discussion
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Strategic Flood Risk Assessment. A surface water
management framework shall be prepared to
maintain run off rates to greenfield run off rates and
volumes, with use of Sustainable Drainage Systems
in accordance with adopted Policy ESD7, taking into
account recommendations contained in the
Council’s Level 1 and Level 2 SFRAs. Residential
development must be located outside the
modelled Flood Zone 2 and 3 envelope.’

Main 106.

Page
125

Policy PR8 - Land East of
the Ad4

Point 24

Amend to read 'The application should demonstrate
that Thames Water, Natural England has-agreed-in
principle and the Environment Agency have been
consulted regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and agreement has been reached in
principle that foul drainage from the site will be
accepted into the drainage its network.'

Representations from Natural
England & recommendation
from Water Cycle Study

Main 107.

Page
125

Policy PR8 - Land East of
the A44

Point 25

25. The application shall be supported by a Heritage
Impact Assessment which will4aelude identify
measures to avoid or minimise conflict with the
identified heritage assets within the site, particularly
the Oxford Canal Conservation Area_and the listed
structures along its length. These measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme.

Rep PR-C-0305 from Historic
England
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Main 108. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of Point 26 '...mitigation measures. The outcomes of the Rep PR-C-0305 from Historic
125 the A44 investigation and mitigation measures shall be England
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme.'
Main 109. Page Policy PR8 - Land East of New Point Add new point 28 to read 'The application shall Plan Improvement /
125 the A44 include a management plan for the appropriate re- | Representation from Daniel
use and improvement of soils' Scharf / SEA mitigation
Re-number subsequent points
Main 110. Page Policy PR8 — Land east of Policy PR8 — Amend the final sentence to read: ‘The Delivery Plan | Agreement by the Council at
125 the A44 30. shall include a start date for development, Local Plan hearings.
demonstration of how the development would be
completed by 2031 and a programme showing how
the site will contribute towards maintaining a five
year supply of housing. {ferthe-site}willbe
maintained-yearonyear.
Main 111. Page Paragraph 5.121 Amend to read: Consequential change
127 ‘We are also seeking to enhance the beneficial use

of the Green Belt within the site by requiring
improved infermal access to the countryside and
ianifi logical and biodi . .
primarily through the establishment of publicly
accessible informal parkland between the
proposed built development and the retained
agricultural land to the west. There will also be
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opportunities for significant ecological and
biodiversity gains. The Council’s priority will be the
creation of a new Local Nature Reserve at the
southern end of the site with good access to the
primary school and the existing public rights of way.’
Main 112. Page Policy PR9 — Land West of | Policies Map — | Extend residential area to 25.3 hectares Receipt of Inspectors Advice
129 Yarnton Land West of Delete Public Access Land note and consequential work
Yarnton Amend Revised Green Belt boundary and evidence.
Add 24.8 hectares of new green space/parks
Add 39.2 hectares of retained agricultural land Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Plan improvement
Main 113. Page Policy PR9 — Land West of | Point 1 Amend to read, 'Construction of 540 538- dwellings | Receipt of Inspectors Advice
130 Yarnton (net) on approximately 25 46 hectares of land (the note and consequential work

residential area as shown). Fhe-dwelings-are-to-be
I . Jonsi
of 35-dwellings perhectare'

and evidence.

Consequential change from
the deletion of PR10.
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Informed by
representation/information
from promoter.
Plan improvement
Main 114. Page Policy PR9 — Land West of | Point 3 Amend to read: In response to representation
130 Yarnton ‘The provision of 36 1.8 hectares of land for use by | PR-C-0832 from Oxfordshire
the existing William Fletcher Primary School to County Council
enable potential school expansion within the
existing school site and the replacement of playing
pitches and amenity space’
Main 115. Page Policy PR9 — Land West of | Point 5 Amend to read: Consequential change
130 Yarnton ‘Public-access-within-the74-hectares-ofland-The
provision of public open green space as informal
parkland on 24.8 hectares of land to the west of
the residential area and a new Local Nature Reserve
accessible to William Fletcher Primary School’
Main 116. Page Policy PR9 — Land West of | Point 7 Insert ‘The retention of 39.2 hectares of land in Consequential change
130 Yarnton agricultural use in the location shown’
Main 117. Page Policy PR 9 - Land West of | Policy PR9 — Add a second sentence to point 8 (a) to read: ‘Minor | Agreement by the Council at
130 Yarnton point 8 (a) variations in the location of specific uses will be Local Plan hearings.

considered where evidence is available.’
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Main 118.

Page
130

Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton

Point 8 (b)

Amend to read: 'At least two separate pRoints of
vehicular access and egress to and from the A44
with a connecting road between.

Plan improvement

Requested by OCC PR-C- 0832

Main 119.

Page
132

Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton

Point 11

Amend to: “11. The application(s) shall be supported
by a phase 1 habitat survey including habitat
suitability index survey for great crested newts, and
protected and notable species surveys as
appropriate, including great crested newt
presence/absence surveys (dependent on HSI
survey), for badgers, breeding birds, internal
building assessment for roosting barn owl,
dormouse, reptile, tree and building assessment for
bats, bat activity, hedgerow regulations assessment
and assessment of water courses”

In response to BBOWT PR-C-

0766

Main 120.

Page
132

Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton

Point 14

Amend to read 'The application should demonstrate
that Thames Water has-agreed-inprinciple and the
Environment Agency have been consulted
regarding wastewater treatment capacity and
agreement has been reached in principle that foul
drainage from the site will be accepted into the
drainage #s network.'

Representations from Natural
England & recommendation
from Water Cycle Study

Main 121.

Page
132

Policy PR9 — Land West of
Yarnton

Point 16

Amend to read '...mitigation measures. The
outcomes of the investigation and mitigation
measures shall be incorporated or reflected, as

Rep PR-C-0305 from Historic

England
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appropriate, in any proposed development
scheme.'
Main 122. Page Policy PR9 — Land West of | New Point Add new point 17 to read 'The application shall Plan Improvement /
132 Yarnton include a management plan for the appropriate re- | Representation from Daniel
use and improvement of soils' Scharf / SEA mitigation
Re-number subsequent points
Main 123. Page Policy PR9 — Land west of | Policy PR9 — Amend the final sentence to read: ‘The Delivery Plan | Agreement by the Council at
133 Yarnton point 18. shall include a start date for development, Local Plan hearings.
demonstration of how the development would be
completed by 2031 and a programme showing how
the site will contribute towards maintaining a five
year supply of housing. {ferthe-site}-will-be
Main 124. Page Woodstock — - Delete paragraphs 5.124 to 5.139. Receipt of Inspectors Advice
135 Paragraphs 5.124 to note and consequential work
to 5.139
137
Main 125. Page PR10 — Policies Map — Proposals Delete Proposals Map and Key Receipt of Inspectors Advice
138 Land south East of Map note and consequential work
to Woodstock
144
Main 126. Page PR10 — Land South Policy PR10 Delete Policy PR10 Receipt of Inspectors Advice
139 East of Woodstock note and consequential work
to
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143

Main 127. Page Paragraph 5.143 - Amend to read: 'The Council’s emerging Updating / future proofing for
145 Supplementary Planning Document provides SPD adoption

guidance on Developer Contributions associated
with new development. The Council has consulted
on a draft Charging Schedule for a possible
Community Infrastructure Levy, a potential
complementary means of acquiring funds for
infrastructure. However, it has not yet been
determined whether the Council will introduce CIL,
particularly as the Government is reviewing how CIL
functions, and its relationship with securing
developer contributions through ‘Section 106’ legal
obligations and options for reform. An

announcement-is-expected-by the Governmentat

the-Autumn-Budget2017.”
Main 128. Page Paragraph 5.148 Amend to read: Consequential change
146 ‘...liaison on infrastructure issues will be required

with partner authorities including the County
Councily and Oxford City Council and-\est
Oxfordshire District C 4

Main 129. Page Paragraph 5.148 - In delivering the developments identified in this Consequential change
146 Plan, liaison on infrastructure issues will be required
with partner authorities including the County
Council-and Oxford City Council and-\est
Oxfordshire-Distriet-Council-for example to ensure
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a joined-up approach to the provision of additional
school places and public open space where there
are cross-boundary implementation matters to
consider.
Main 130. Page Policy PR11 — Point 1. The Council’s approach to infrastructure planning to | Consequential change
147 Infrastructure Delivery contribute in meeting Oxford’s unmet housing
needs will be to ensure delivery by:
1. Working with partners including central
Government, the Local Enterprise
Partnership, Oxford City Council, West-Oxferdshire
Distriet-Couneil, Oxfordshire County Council and
other service providers to:...
Main 131. Page Policy PR11 - Point 1(a) Amend to read 'provide and maintain physical, Representation PR-C-0348
147 Infrastructure Delivery community and green infrastructure' from Scottish and Southern
Electric Networks
PR-C-1441 from Thames
Water
Main 132. Page Policy PR11 — Policy PR11— | Amend point 2 of the Policy to read: Updating (a Developer
148 Infrastructure Delivery point 2 Contributions SPD has been
Completing-and k“Keeping up-to-date a Developer produced)
Contributions ......”
Main 133. Page Policy PR11 - Point 3 Amend to read 'Ensure that Bdevelopment Grammatical correction
148 Infrastructure Delivery proposals witkbe-reguired-te-demonstrate that clarification / Sport England
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infrastructure requirements can be met including representation PR-C-1403 /
the provision of transport, education, health, social, | Thames Valley Police
sport, leisure and community facilities, wastewater Representation PR-C-0302
treatment and sewerage, and with necessary
developer contributions in accordance with adopted
requirements including those of the Council's
Developer Contributions SPD.
Main 134. Page Policy PR11 - Policy PR11 Add new point 4: Statement of Common
148 Infrastructure Delivery ‘4. All sites are required to contribute to the Ground with Oxfordshire
delivery of Local Plan infrastructure. Where County Council
forward funding for infrastructure has been
provided, for example from the Oxfordshire
Growth Board as part of the Oxfordshire Housing
and Growth Deal, all sites are required to
contribute to the recovery of these funds as
Main 135. Page Paragraph 5.165 Paragraph Delete point 2. Less time remaining in the
150 5.165 -point 2 Plan period for delivery since
the Plan was drafted
Main 136. Page Policy PR12a — Delivering | Paragraph Amend paragraph 5.165 as follows: Agreement by the Council at
150 Sites and Maintaining 5.165 — point 3 | ‘3. we are requiring developers to clearly show that | Local Plan hearings.

Housing Supply

they can maintain contribute towards maintaining
a five year supply. fer-theirown-sites.’
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Main 137. Page Policy PR12a - Delivering | 3™ paragraph Delete the paragraph: Less time remaining in the
150 Sites and Maintaining Land-South-East of Kidlington{Policy PR7a—230 Plan period for delivery since
Housing Supply homes)and-Land-South-East-of Woodsteck{Relicy | the Plan was drafted
PR10.— 4104 T ittod.t
ovel before 1 April2026.i ¢}
leulati £ the fi land | |
Main 138. Page Policy PR12a - Delivering 5% Paragraph | Amend to read: 'Permission will only be granted for | Clarification / Representation
150 Sites and Maintaining any of the allocated sites if it can be demonstrated PR-C-0775 on behalf of Christ
Housing Supply at application stage that they will contribute in Church, Exeter & Merton
delivering a continuous five year housing land Colleges & Oxford University /
supply en-a-site-specific-basis (i.e. measured against | Representation PR-C-0842 on
the local plan housing trajectory-allecationforthe behalf of University of Oxford,
site). This will be achieved via the Delivery Plans Merton College and a private
required for each strategic development site. landowner
Main 139. Page Policy PR12b - Sites Not Point (3) Amend as follows: 'the site has been identified in Clarification / Representation
151 Allocated in the Partial the Council's Housing and Economic Land PR-C-0842 on behalf of
Review Availability Assessment as a potentially University of Oxford, Merton
Bdevelopable site' College and a private
landowner
Main 140. Page Policy PR12b - Sites Not Point (5) (a) Amend to read 'A comprehensive Development Clarification / Representation
151 Allocated in the Partial Brief and place shaping principles for the entire site | PR-C-0842 on behalf of

Review

to be agreed in advance by the Council in
consultation with Oxfordshire County Council and
Oxford City Council

University of Oxford, Merton
College and a private
landowner
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Main 141. Page Policy PR12b — Sites not Policy PR12b — | Amend the second sentence of the paragraph to Agreement by the Council at
151 allocated in the Partial Point 5 (b) read: Local Plan hearings.
Review
‘The Delivery Plan shall include a start date for
development, demonstration of how the
development would be completed by 2031 and a
programme showing how the site will contribute
towards maintaining a five year supply of housing.
—(EI')'III intained ,
Main 142. Page Policy PR12b - Sites Not Point 5(h) Amend to read 'a Heritage Impact Assessment which | Plan improvement /
152 Allocated in the Partial will identify include measures to avoid or minimise Representation PR-C-0305
Review conflict with identified heritage assets within and from Historic England
adjacent to the site. These measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme'
Main 143. Page Policy PR12b - Sites Not Point 5(i) Amend to read 'a desk-based archaeological Plan improvement /
152 Allocated in the Partial investigation which may then require Representation PR-C-0305

Review

predetermination evaluations and appropriate
mitigation measures. The outcomes of the
investigation and mitigation measures shall be
incorporated or reflected, as appropriate, in any
proposed development scheme'

from Historic England
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Main 144, Page Policy PR12b — Sites Not New point Add as new point (3) '50% of the homes are Consistency / Representation
152 Allocated in the Partial provided as affordable housing as defined by the PR-C-1521 from Alaric Rose
Review National Planning Policy Framework.' Renumber
Existing points 3to 5as 4 to 6.
Main 145. Page Policy PR13 — Monitoring | 3" paragraph | Amend last sentence to read, 'This will include the Plan improvement
155 and Securing Delivery implementation of Local Plans and County wide
strategies such as the Local Transport Plan and the
Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy and associated
Main 146. 162 Appendix 3 — Housing Update housing trajectory as indicated on revised Consequential/updating
Trajectory trajectory attached
Main 147. Pages Appendix 4 — - Update infrastructure schedule (see attached Updating
163-182 | Infrastructure Schedule updated schedule)
Main 148. - Whole Plan Policies Maps | Remove policy shading for PR3b, PR3c, PR3d and Presentational updating

PR3e (land to be removed from the Green Belt)
(note: retain shading for safeguarded land — PR3a)
(see attached Proposed Map Changes)

reflecting the effect of
removing land from the Green
Belt that is not safeguarded
beyond the Plan period
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Cherwell Local Plan 2011 — 2031 (Part 1) - Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan — Oxford’s Unmet
Housing Needs

Proposed Main Map Changes, Housing Trajectory and Infrastructure Delivery Plan Schedule

September 2019
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Policy PR6a Map — Land East of Oxford Road

47



Policy PR6a Key
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Policy PR7a Map - Land South East of Kidlington

49



Policy PR7a Key
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Policy PR7b Map - Land at Stratfield Farm
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Policy PR7b Key
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Policy PR9 Map - Land West of Yarnton
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Policy PR9 Key
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Appendix 1 — Policies Map
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Appendix 1 — Policies Map Key
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Appendix 2 — Green Belt Plan
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Appendix 3 — Housing Trajectory (September 2019)




Appendix 4 - Infrastructure Schedule (September 2019)

Combined Schedules of Proposed Focused Changes and Minor Modifications
to the Partial Review of the Cherwell Local Plan September 2019

Main Modification (Main 147) Appendix 4 Infrastructure Schedule

The Infrastructure Schedule accompanying the Local Plan (Partl) Partial Review identifies infrastructure schemes to support growth and ensures that
infrastructure needs for Cherwell are incorporated in the relevant Infrastructure providers’ plans and programmes. The process of infrastructure planning

is an iterative one with the Council working with infrastructure providers to support the plan’s growth and feeding into the wider strategic infrastructure

programme led by the Oxfordshire Growth Board. Work will continue through more detailed planning stages such as the preparation of site development

briefs and yearly monitoring of infrastructure planning and provision.

Growth for Cherwell is committed in the adopted Local Plan (2015) and supported by an infrastructure programme in its associated Infrastructure Delivery
Plan (IDP). The IDP is updated on a yearly basis with information from infrastructure providers as part of the Council’s Annual Monitoring Report. The
Local Plan Part 1 Partial Review addresses Oxford's unmet housing needs within Cherwell and its preparation has considered the growth already committed
in the adopted plan as well as seeking to avoid undermining the adopted plan’s strategy and delivery of growth. Strategic infrastructure matters in south
Cherwell are of equal relevance for the adopted Local Plan (Part 1) and the Local Plan (Part1) Partial Review.

As the Local Plan (Partl) Partial Review progresses to adoption, infrastructure monitoring and delivery will form part of the Council’s yearly IDP updates
and AMR reporting.
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)

Transport & movement

1 Explore potential for a new | Identify potential for | Desirable |Long term FBC FBC Network Rail, [LP1: Improved AlERP1 |LP1 PR Long term
rail station/halt between future new rail N/A N/A OCC, Rail Transport and PR sites |representa | aspiration being
Kidlington and Begbroke |services and providers, Connections PR8 tions on explored by the

stations that reduce Begbroke (SLE4) behalf of |site promoter.
the reliance on Science LP1 PR: ou Policy PR8
private car for inter Park/Oxford | Sustainable occ safeguards land
urban travel University Transport (PR4a) so that future
LP1 PR: opportunities
Infrastructure are not
Delivery prevented.
(PR11) Delivery of LP1
OxIS Stage 2 Sept. PR does not
2017 depend on this
scheme

2. Expansion of Water Eaton | Reduce the Necessary | Long FBC FBC OCC, bus LTP4 AllLP1 |OCC Identified within
P&R proportion and Medium c. Local service LP1: Improved PR sites; |OTS LTP4 but no

overall number of term £14.5m Growth providers, Transport and progress at this
car journeys and Fund bids, |private Connections stage as a

help deliver the developer |developers (SLEA4) medium term
transport changes contributio LP1 PR: scheme
provided for by the ns. Sustainable

Oxford Transport Transport (PR4a)

Strategy. LP1 PR:

3. Reduce the Necessary | Medium IBC FBC OCC, bus Infrastructure All OCC OTS |0CC
P&R at London Oxford proportion and Long term c.£17m Local service Delivery LP1PR negotiations
Airport overall number of Growth providers, (PR11) sites with land owner

car journeys and Fund bids, |private P&R Study, OCC are at an early
help deliver the Developer |developers May 2016 stage.
transport changes contributio OxIS Stage 2 Sept
provided for by the ns, other 2017
Oxford Transport third party
Strategy. contributio

ns.

4. Bus Lane and bus stop | Reduce the Critical Short to Scheme |Scheme OCC, bus LTP4:0TS All OCC OTS | Potential
improvements along the proportion and mMedium specific | specific service LP1: Improved LP1PR |TA(ITP) |sources of
A4260/A4165 overall number of term below below providers, Transport and sites funding include:

car journeys and FBC FBC private Connections Emerging
help deliver the developers (SLE4) Oxfordshire
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
transport changes LP1 PR: Growth Deal -
provided for by the Sustainable North
Oxford Transport Transport (PR4a) Oxford All
Strategy. LP1 PR: Modes Corridor
Infrastructure Improvements.
Delivery (PR11) All OXON
Ad4 & A4260 authorities sign
Corridor Study, off - February
OCC April 2017 2018, Local
OxIS Stage 2, Sept Growth Fund
2017 bids, Developer
contributions.
4a Improved bus lane Reduce the Critical Short to FBC FBC OCC, bus LTP4:0TS All OCC OTS |Petential
provision on the A4165 proportion and mMedium c.£3.87m service LP1: Improved LP1PR |TA(ITP) |sourcesof
between Kidlington overall number of term Potential providers, Transport and sites funding-include:
roundabout and past the | car journeys. sources of |private Connections Emerging
new housing sites and help deliver the funding developers (SLE4) Oxfordshire
4b A4260 — southbound bus | transport changes | Critical Short to FBC include: LP1 PR: All OCC OTS |GrowthDeal-
lane from The Moors to provided for by the mMedium c. Emerging Sustainable LP1PR |TA(ITP) |Nerth
Benmead Road Oxford Transport term £0.583m* | Oxfordshir Transport (PR4a) | qites Oxford-All
Strategy e Growth LP1 PR: Modes-Corridor
Deal - Infrastructur Improvements:
North e Delivery AH-OXON
Oxford All (PR11) A44 & authorities sign
Modes A4260 off -February
Corridor Corridor Study, 2018, Local
Improveme OCC April 2017 Growth-Fund
nts. OxIS Stage 2, bids,; Developer
All OXON Sept. 2017 contributions-
authorities
4c A4260 Southbound bus Reduce the Critical Short to TBC sign off - OCC, bus LTP4: OTS All OCC OTS |Optioneering
lane from Bicester proportion and mMedium February service LP1: Improved LP1PR |TA(ITP) |and feasibility
Road/A4260 junction to overall number of term 2018 providers, Transport and sites work for section
Kidlington roundabout car journeys. private Connections 4a has almost
and help deliver the developers (SLEA4) completed
transport changes LP1 PR: through Growth
provided for by the Sustainable Deal funding.
Oxford Transport Transport (PR4a)
Strategy LP1 PR:
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
Infrastructur
e Delivery
(PR11) A44 &
A4260
Corridor Study,
OCC April 2017
OxIS Stage 2,
Sept. 2017
Summerhill Road-to LP1PR Lonsdale to
DavenantRoad sites Davenant{some
2way)
from-Rawlinsonroad-to LP1PR
StMargaret’s Road sites
5 Signalised junctions along | Reduce the Critical Short to Scheme |[Scheme OCC, bus LTP4:0TS All OCC OTS |Petential
the A4260/A4165 corridor | proportion and mMedium specific specific service LP1: Improved LP1PR |TA(ITP) |sources-of
to improve bus overall number of term below below providers, Transport and sites funding include:
movements (including car journeys and FBC FBC private Connections Emerging
Bus Gate near help deliver the developers (SLEA4) Oxfordshire
Kidlington centre) transport changes LP1 PR: Growth-Deal-
provided for by the Sustainable North
5a A4260/Bicester Road Oxford Transport Critical Short to FBCc. TBC Transport (PR4a) All Oxford-All
Signalised junction — RT | Strategy. mMedium £0.313m LP1 PR: LP1PR Meodes Corridor
detection and advanced term Potential Infrastructure sites Improvements.
stop line sources of Delivery (PR11) AH-OXON
5b  |A4260/Lyne Road Criical | Short to TBCc |funding  rEeeT T |A44 & A4260 Al 2uthortos sign
Signalised junction - RT mMedium £0.313m include: service Corridor Study, LP1PR
: — = |Local . OCC April 2017 2018, Local
detection, advance stop term Growth providers, sites Growth Fund

line and toucan crossing
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
5c Langford Lane/A4260 Critical Short to TBC Fund bids, |private OxIS Stage 2, Sept | All bids, Developer
junction improvements mMedium developer |developers 2017 LP1PR contributions:
with bus lanes on some term contributio sites
approaches ns Initial corridor
study set out the
outline schemes
through these
sections
6 Bus Lane improvements Reduce the Critical Short to Scheme |Scheme OCC, bus LTP4:.0TS PR8 OCC OTS |Optioneering
along the A44/A4144 proportion and mMedium specific |specific service LP1: Improved PR9 TA (ITP) |and feasibility
overall number of term below below providers, Transport and PR10 designs are near
car journeys and TBC TBC private Connections completion for
6a Southbound-bus-lane-on | help deliver the Critical Short to FBC TBC developers (SLE4) PR8 OCC OTS |all three
Ad4-from-the-new transport changes mMedium £3.89m Potential LP1 PR: PR9 TA (ITP) |sections along
southern-exitfrom East |provided for by the term sources of Sustainable PR10 the A44 through
Yarnton-(Begbroke) Oxford Transport funding Transport (PR4a) Growth Deal
through-to-LoopFarm Strategy. include: LP1 PR: Funding.
Roundabout Oxfordshir Infrastructure
Northbound and e Growth Delivery (PR11)
southbound bus lane on Deal North Ad44 & A4260
A44 between Langford Oxford All Corridor Study,
Lane and Bladon Modes OCC April 2017
Roundabout Corridor OxIS Stage 2, Sept
Improveme 2017
6b Southbound bus lane on Critical Short to TBC nts, Local |OCC, bus LTP4:0TS PR8 OCC OTS
A44, between Langford mMedium Growth service LP1: Improved PR9 TA (ITP)
Lane te and Spring Hill term Fund bids, |providers, Transport and PR10
junction developer |private Connections
6c Southbound bus lane on Critical Short to TBC contributio |developers (SLE4) PR8 OCC OTS
A44 between Spring Hill medium term ns LP1 PR: PR9 TA (ITP)
junction and Pear Tree Sustainable PR10
interchange Transport (PR4a)
6¢c Extend-Northbound-bus Critical Medium-term | TBC TBC LP1 PR: PR8 OCC OTS
I Wooedstoc! Infrastructure PR9 FA-{TR)
Road-to-BaintonRoad Delivery (PR11) PR10
{eurrently stops-at
MoretonRoad)
Ad4-betweenlangford PR9
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status

Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)

Lane-and Bladon PR10 FA-(TP)

Roundabout;

Southbound bus-lane

from-approximately

200m-south-of Bladon

roundabeut-to-Langford

Lane

7 4 buses per hour service | Reduce the Critical Short to FBC Bus OCC, bus PR8 OCC OTS |To be delivered
between Oxford and proportion and mMedium Pending |operator service TA (ITP) |by development
Begbroke routed Land overall number of term developm |and providers, proposal
East of the A44 car journeys and ent developer |private
development site help deliver the funded developers
(A44/A4144 corridor) transport changes FBC

provided for by the
Oxford Transport
Strategy.

8 Junction improvements Reduce the Critical Short to Scheme |Scheme OCC, bus LTP4:0TS All LP1 OCC OTS |Optioneering
facilitating cross-corridor | proportion and mMedium specific |specific service LP1: Improved PR sites |TA (ITP) |and feasibility
bus movements (A44 overall number of term below below providers, Transport and designs are near
to/from A4260) car journeys and FBC FBC private Connections completion for

8a Left turn bypass lane from | help deliver the Critical Short to TBC TBC developers (SLE4) AllLP1 |OCC OTS |8aand 8b
A4095 Upper Campsfield | transport changes mMedium c. £1.04m |Potential LP1 PR: PR sites through Growth
Road to A44 provided for by the term sources of Sustainable Deal Funding.

8b | Bus only left turn filter A44 | Oxford Transport e e ™ [Short to TBC funding Transport (PR4a)  AjLp1 [TA (ITP)
to Langford Lane Strategy. mMedium c.£1.04m |include: LP1 PR: PR sites
(General traffic to turn term Oxfordshir Infrastructure
left from additional lane gglﬂ Ri"""gﬁzg R
atjunction) Oxford All Corridor Study,
Modes OCC April 2017
Corridor OxIS Stage 2, Sept
Improveme 2017
nts, Local
Growth
Fund Bids,
developer
contributio
ns
FBC
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
8c Signalising A4095 Upper Critical Short to c.£1.04m [F¥BC OCC, bus AllLP1 |OCC OTS |8c was identified
Campsfield Road/A4260 mMedium FBC Potential service PR sites within the
junction and term sources of |providers, A44/A4260
enhancement of funding private corridor study
pedestrian/cycle include: developers but no further
crossings s278 plans progress has
as part of been made at
Minerals this stage.
planning
application,
Local
Growth
Fund bids,
developer
contributio
ns
8d Upgrade of outbound bus Critical Short to TBC TBC AllLP1 | TA(ITP)
stop on A4165 opposite mMedium PR sites
Parkway term
9 Cycle-super-highway Reduce-the Critical Medium-term | TBC FBC occ LTP4: OTFS AlHLP1 | TA(TR)
overalbnumber-of developers |Transportand
carjourneys-and Connections
help-deliverthe {SLE4)
transport-changes LP1PR:
provided-forby Sustainable
the-Oxford Franspoert{PR4a)
Transport LP1-PR:
Strategy- Infrastructure
Delivery(PR11)
9a Cycle super highway Reduce the Critical Short to FBC FBC OoCcC LTP4: OTS AllLP1 |TA(ITP) |Petential
9 along the A4260/A4165 proportion and mMedium c.£2.1m- |Potential private LP1: Improved PR sites sources-of
to/from Oxford Parkway |overall number of term 5.25m sources of |developers Transport and funding-include:
car journeys and funding Connections Emerging
help deliver the include: (SLE4) Oxfordshire
transport changes s278 plans LP1 PR: Growth-Deal--
provided for by the as part of Sustainable North
Oxford Transport Minerals Transport (PR4a)
Strategy. planning
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
9b Cycle super highway Critical Short to N/A application, | OCC LP1 PR: Oxford-All
9a along A4165 tolfrom mMedium FBC Local private Infrastructure Modes-Corridor
Oxford Parkway to Oxford term Growth developers Delivery (PR11) Improvements.
city centre Funds bids, Ad4 & A4260 AlLOXON
developer Corridor Study, authorities-sign
contributio OCC April 2017 off - February
ns OxIS Stage 2, Sept 2018, Loecal
2017 Growth-Fund
bids; Developer
The cycle super
highway along
the A4260
between
Kidlington
Roundabout and
Oxford city
centre along the
A4165 is going
through
optioneering
and feasibility
design through
Growth Deal
funding
currently.
15i Pedestrian and cycle Improving Critical Short to FBCc FBC occC LTP4: OTS All sites | TA(ITP) |Potential
10 improvements linking sustainable mMedium Scheme |Scheme private LP1: Improved sources of
Kidlington, Begbroke and | transport term specific specific developers Transport and funding include:
Yarnton: Potential accessibility and below below Connections All OXON
closure/unadoption of active travel (SLE4) LP1 PR: authorities sign
Sandy Lane to form green Sustainable off - February
cycle/pedestrian route Transport (PR4a) 2018, Local
linking the A44 and the LP1 PR: Growth Fund
A4260 (Subject to Infrastructure bids, Developer

consultation with
OCC).This will be the
central spine of a network
of footpaths/cycle ways

Delivery (PR11)
LP1PR:

Infrastructure
A44 & A4260

contributions.
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
through Land east of the Corridor Study,
A44 (PR8) and it will be OCC April
cycle/pedestrian/ 20170xIS Stage 2,
wheelchair accessible. Sept. 2017
Improving Green Lane
linking Sandy
Lane/Yarnton Road and
the A44 to become a cycle
track.
12 Public Realm Integration of land | Desirable | Medium c.£0.50m |¥BC ocCC LTP4: OTS AllLP1 |OCC Outline scheme
1 improvements on the use and transport |Necessar |Short term Potential private LP1: Improved PR sites |TA (ITP) |identified
A4260 between Benmead |in response to y sources of |developers Transport and through the
Road and Yarnton Road provide safe and funding Connections A44/A4260
attractive include: (SLE4) LP1 PR: corridor study
environments Local Sustainable
particularly in and Growth Transport (PR4a)
around settlement Fund bids LP1 PR:
centres DFT Infrastructure
competitive Delivery (PR11)
fund LP1 PR:
Developer Infrastructure
contributio LP1 PR: Kidlington
ns Local centre (PR4b)
authority Kidlington
budget Masterplan
42a |20mph zone in centre of | Integration of land | Desirable |Mediumterm |TBC FBC OoCcC A44 & A4260 AllLP1 |OCC Outline scheme
11a |Kidlington on A4260 use and transport Potential private Corridor Study, PR sites | TA (ITP) |identified
between Lyne Road and | in response to sources of |developers OCC April 2017 through the
Sterling Approach provide safe and funding A44/A4260
attractive include: corridor study
environments Local
particularly in and Growth
around settlement Fund bids
centres DFT
competitive
fund
Developer
contributio
ns Local
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
authority
budget
45g | Walking/cycling/ Improving Critical Short to FBC TBC oCcC LTP4: OTS PR7b CDC To be delivered
12 wheelchair accessibility sustainable mMedium On-site Developme | private LP1: Improved by development
from land at Stratfield transport term transport |nt proposal | developers Transport and proposal
Farm (PR7b) to key accessibility and mitigation Connections
facilities on the A4165 active travel [ design (SLE4) LP1 PR:
including proposed considera Sustainable
sporting facilities at Land tions. Transport (PR4a)
South East Kidlington Pending LP1 PR:
(PR7a) and Oxford developm Infrastructure
Parkway ent Delivery (PR11)
LP1 PR:
45m | New public bridleways Improving Desirable |Short to TBE TBC occC LTP4: OTS PR8 CDC Potential
13 suitable for pedestrians, accessibility and mMedium Site/desig | Developme | private LP1: Improved PR9 sources of
all-weather cycling, active travel term n nt developers Transport and funding include:
wheelchair use and horse considera | proposals Connections Local Growth
riding, and connecting with tions. (SLE4) LP1 PR: Fund bids DFT
existing public right of way Pending Sustainable competitive fund
network ineluding developm Transport (PR4a) Developer
existing bridleway-at ent LP1 PR: contributions
DeoltonLane Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
EP1PR:
Infrastructure
45f | Walking/cycling/ Improving Critical Short to TBC TBC OocCC LTP4: OTS PR7b TA (ITP)  |*Includes bridge
14 wheelchair accessibility sustainable mMedium c.£503k* |Developme |private LP1: Improved PR8 CDhC cost.
from land at Stratfield transport term nt developers Transport and Apportionment
Farm (PR7b) to Land east |accessibility and proposals |Canal and Connections to both sites
of the A44 (PR8) active travel River Trust |(SLE4)LP1 PR: To be delivered
(including suitable Sustainable by development
crossing over the Oxford Transport (PR4a) proposal
Canal) LP1 PR:
15 New public Improving Necessar Infrastructure
bridleway/green link accessibility and |y Delivery (PR11)

connecting Land at
Stratfield Farm (PR7b)

with Land East of the
A44 (PR8) across the

active travel

LP1PR:
Infrastructure
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
Oxford Canal, and
exploration of links with
the wider PRoW east of
the A4165.
43¢ |Wheelchair accessible Improving Critical Short to TBC **subject to
16 Pedestrian/Cycle bridge sustainable mMedium c.£250k** feasibility and
over the Oxford Canal transport term design
linking Stratfield Farm accessibility and
(PR7b) to Land East of the | active travel To be delivered
A44 (PR8) by development
proposals
10 Sandy Lane — pedestrian | Improve Critical Short to FBC Pending OoccC LP1: Improved PR8 OoCcC Potential
17 and cycle new link over sustainable cross mMedium c. £2m- developme |Network Rail | Transport and TA (ITP) |sources of
railway corridor term 5m nt proposal | Private sector | Connections funding include:
connections FBC developers (SLE4) LP1 PR: All OXON
43b |Sandy Lane Level between the A44 Critical Short to FBC TBC occC Sustainable PR8 occC authorities sign
17a |Crossing pedestrian/cycle |and the A4260 mMedium c.£0.52m | Pending private Transport (PR4a) TA (ITP) |off February
bridge (Delivered with term developm | developer LP1 PR: 2018
scheme 40 17 above) ent ) Infrastructure Network Rail
proposal Delivery (PR11) Local Growth
A44 & A4260 Fund bids
Corridor Study, Developer
OCC April 2017 contributions
OxIS Stage 2, Delivered within
Sept. 2017 site PR8 but
relevant to
improving
sustainable
connections
between the Ad4
and A4260
13e | Kidlington roundabout: Improving Critical Short to FBC FBC oCcC LTP4: OTS PR6a OocCC Optioneering
18 provision of sustainable mMedium c.£5.8m |Potential Private LP1: Improved PR6b and feasibility
pedestrian/cycle crossing | transport term sources of |developers Transport and PR7a design is being
at the roundabout and accessibility and funding Connections PR7b undertaken
exploring-the-potential | active travel include: (SLE4) LP1 PR: through Growth
for-a pedestrian/eyele Emerging Sustainable Deal Funding.
bridge over Frieze Way Oxfordshir Transport (PR4a)
and-bus-priority e Growth LP1 PR:
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
Deal — Infrastructure
North Delivery (PR11)
Oxford All Ad44 & A4260
Modes Corridor Study,
Corridor OCC April 2017
Improveme OxIS Stage 2,
nts Sept. 2017
All OXON
authorities
sign off
February
2018
Local
Growth
Funds bids
Developer
contributio
ns
45n | Public vehicular, cycle, Ensure safe access | Critical Short to TBG TBC occC LTP4: OTS PR9 OocCcC To be
19 pedestrian and wheelchair | and integration with mMedium Transpo |Developme |private LP1: Improved delivered
connectivity within the existing road term rt nt proposal |developers Transport and by
Land West of Yarnton site | network mitigati Connections developme
to services and facilities in on/ (SLE4) LP1 PR: nt
Yarnton including William design Sustainable proposal
Fletcher Primary School, conside Transport (PR4a)
to the allocated site to the rations. LP1 PR:
east of the A44 (Policy Pending Infrastructure
PR8) and to existing or developm Delivery (PR11)
new points of connection ent
off-site and to existing or
potential public transport
services.
204 | New walking and cycling | Improving Critical Short to FBC TBC oCccC PR9 TA (ITP) |To be delivered
5f routes from Land West of | sustainable mMedium Transport | Developme | private by development
Yarnton (PR9) through transport term mitigation | nt proposal | developers proposal
Yarnton accessibility and [ design
active travel considera
tions.
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
Pending
developm
ent
overall-number-of developers | Transportand PRS8
carjourneys-and Connections
help-deliver-the {SLE4)
transpert changes LP1PR:
provided-forby Sustainable
the Oxford Transport(PR4a)
Transport LP1PR:
Strategy- Infrastructure
Delivery(PR11H
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
Ha |Cycle and pedestrian Reduce the Critical Short to TBE IBC OcCcC LTP4: OTS PR10 OCC Optioneering
21 improvements along the proportion and mMedium Apporti |Potential private LP1: Improved PR9 TA (ITP) |and feasibility
A44 (between Bladon overall number of term oned sources of |developers Transport and PR8 design work is
Roundabout and Peartree | car journeys and cost of funding Connections nearing
Roundabout) enabling: help deliver the A44 and |include: (SLE4) LP1 PR: completion
a) improved cycling transport changes Woodst |Emerging Sustainable through Growth
facilities to link onto | provided for by the ock Oxfordshir Transport (PR4a) Deal Funding.
planned Oxford Transport Road e Growth LP1 PR:
improvements to Strategy. scheme |Deal — Infrastructure
Pear Tree c. North Delivery (PR11)
Roundabout and £8.23m Oxford All A44 & A4260
cycle route-along Modes Corridor Study,
Woodstock Road Corridor OCC April 2017
(south-of the-A34) Improveme OxIS Stage 2,
into-Oxford nts Sept. 2017
b) high-quality All OXON
pedestrian / cycle authorities
crossing for shared sign off
use-path through February
Langford Lane 2018
junction and across Local
the A44 (Shared Use Growth
Path improvements Funds bids
and new provision) Developer
contributio
ns
141b | Cycle and pedestrian Critical FBC
22 improvements along c.
Langford Lane including £0.772m
enhancement to formalise
crossing, Shared Use
Path (SUP) on the
western end of Langford
Lane and hybrid cycle
lanes for the eastern end.
14 Reduction of speed limit Improving Critical Short to Transport | Developme |OCC LTP4:0TS PR8 OCC
23 and pedestrian/cycling sustainable mMedium mitigation | nt proposal | private LP1: Improved PR9 TA (ITP)
crossing at key locations | transport term [ design |FBC developers Transport and
along the A44 (from considera
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
Sandy Lane to Cassington | accessibility and tions. Connections
Road) active travel Pending (SLE4)
developm LP1 PR:
ent Sustainable
TBCE Transport (PR4a)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
Ad4 & A4260
Corridor Study,
OCC April 2017
OxIS Stage 2,
Sept. 2017
15 Footpaths/cycleways Improving Critical Short to Scheme |[Scheme ocCC LTP4:0TS AllLP1 |PRoW To be delivered
24 within proposed sustainable mMedium specific specific private LP1: Improved PR Managem |by development
development sites that link | transport term below below developers Transport and sites ent Plan proposals
new development to accessibility and BE BC Connections 2014
existing and proposed active travel (SLE4)
networks LP1 PR:
45a | Pedestrian/cycling/wheelc Critical Short to Site Developme |OCC Sustainable PR6a TA (ITP) |Delivery likely to
25 hair accessibility from land mMedium transport |nt proposal |private Transport (PR4a) be linked to
east of Oxford Road term mitigation | FBC developers LP1 PR: Green
(PR6a) to Water Eaton [ design Infrastructure Infrastructure
Park and Ride and Oxford considera Delivery (PR11) schemes below.
Parkway Station tion OxIS Stage 2, Sept
TBG 2017 To be delivered
by development
proposal.
45b | Pedestrian/cycling/wheelc | Improving Critical Short to Site Developme |OCC PR6b TA (ITP) |Delivery likely to
26 hair accessibility from land | sustainable mMedium transport | nt proposal | private be linked to
west of Oxford Road transport term mitigation | FBC developers Green
(PR6b) to the employment | accessibility and [ design Infrastructure
opportunities at Oxford's | active travel considera schemes below.
Northern Gateway tion
FBC To be delivered

by development
proposal.
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Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
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143d | Upgrade existing Improving Critical Short to Site Developme [OCC LTP4: OTS PR6b OoCC To be delivered
27 footbridge over the railway | sustainable mMedium transport |nt proposal | private LP1: Improved TA (ITP) |by development
linking to Northern transport term mitigation | FBC developers Transport and proposal.
Gateway to accessibility and [ design Connections
pedestrian/cycle/Wheelch | active travel considera (SLE4)
air accessible providing tion LP1 PR:
links to Northern Gateway FBE Sustainable
Transport (PR4a)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
OxIS Stage 2, Sept
2017
45e¢ | Pedestrian/cycling/wheelc | Improving Critical Short to Site Developme [OCC LTP4: OTS PR6b TA (ITP) |To be delivered
28 hair accessibility across sustainable mMedium transport | nt proposal | private LP1: Improved by development
A4165 from Land west of |transport term mitigation | FBC developers Transport and proposal.
Oxford Road (PR6b) to accessibility and [ design Connections
services and facilities at active travel considera (SLE4)
Land East of Oxford Road tion LP1 PR:
(PR6a) and Oxford TBE Sustainable
Parkway Transport (PR4a)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
OxIS Stage 2, Sept
2017
45d | Footway along Improving Critical Medium Site Developme |OCC LTP4:0TS PR7a TA (ITP) |To be delivered
29 southbound carriage way | sustainable Long term transport | nt proposal | private LP1: Improved by development
of Bicester Road transport mitigation | FBC developers Transport and proposal.
accessibility and [ design Connections
active travel considera (SLE4)
tion LP1 PR:
TBC Sustainable
Transport (PR4a)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure

Delivery (PR11)
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Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
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456e |Pedestrian/cycling/wheelc | Improving Critical Medium Site Developme [OCC LTP4:0TS PR7a CcDC To be delivered
30 hair accessibility to Oxford | sustainable Long term transport |nt proposal | private LP1: Improved by development
Parkway, Water Eaton transport mitigation | FBC developers Transport and proposal.
P&R, across to Bicester accessibility and [ design Connections
Road and to formal sports | active travel considera (SLE4)
pitches on site tion LP1 PR:
FBC Sustainable
Transport (PR4a)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
Land Seuth-Eastof active-travel {(SLE4)
and-proposed-networks Sustainable
including Oxford-Road Fransport{PR4a)
Infrastructure
Delivery(PR11)
EP1PR:
Infrastructure
betweentand-South transport developers |Transportand
improvement-along-the Sustainable
Ad4 Fransport{PR4a)
EP1PR:
Infrastructure
Belivery(PR1H
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
EP1PR:
Infrastructure
network-and-Add-eyele LEP1PR:
points-over-the-Ad44-and Fransport(PR4a)
Infrastructure
Delivery(PR11)
EP1PR:
Infrastructure
ensure-alayout-that exiting developers |Transportand
affords-good-accessto |developmentand Connections
Woodstoek transport {(SLE4)
networks; LP1PR:
. . s inabl
tRpFe I'II“'gI' y T £ (PR4a)
Infrastructure
Delivery(PR11)
LP1PR:
Infrastructure
16 Vehicular spine route Reduce the Critical Short to FBC TBC OoCC LTP4: OTS PR8 TA (ITP) |To be delivered
31 through Land East of the | proportion and mMedium On-site Developme | private LP1 PR: by development
A44 (suitable for use by overall number of term transport |nt proposal | developers Sustainable proposal.
buses) car journeys and mitigation Transport (PR4a)
help deliver the | design LP1 PR:
transport changes considera Infrastructure
provided for by the tions Delivery (PR11)

Oxford Transport
Strategy.

OxIS Stage 2, Sept
2017
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17 Highways Works to Ensure safe access | Critical Medium term | FBG BE OocC LP1 PR: PR7b OCC To be delivered
32 Kidlington and integration with Site Developme | private Infrastructure by development
Roundabout/Oxford Road | existing road transport |nt proposal | developers Delivery (PR11) proposal
to enable site access for | network mitigation
Land at Stratfield Farm [ design
considera
tion
3 Pedestrian/Cycle bridges | Improving Critical Medium term |TBC TBC OocCcC LTP4: OTS N/A N/A 13
33 (wheelchair accessible) sustainable private LP1: Improved 33
transport developers Transport and
accessibility and Connections
active travel (SLE4)
LP1 PR:
Sustainable
Transport (PR4a)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
13a |Pedestrian/Cycle bridge Critical Medium term | TBC TBC oCcC PR8 TA(ITP) |43a
33a |over the Oxford Canal and private 33a
Railway developers
Education
18 Primary School 2FE at Expand the schools | Critical Medium term | FBC FBC OcCC LP1: Meeting PR6a OCC Early
34 Land East of Oxford Road |and colleges c.£11m Developer |Private sector |education needs PR6b engagement
provision to match contributio |developers (BSC7) PR7a with LEA
the needs of ns LP1 PR: PR7b needed to
residents and Infrastructure inform a site
businesses. Delivery (PR11) development
brief and
development
proposals
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Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
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35 Additional permanent Expand the Critical Medium term | Specific |Pending occC LP1: Meeting PR7a occ
accommodation at schools and project developme education needs |PR7b
Edward Feild Primary colleges provision costs nt proposal |Private (BSC7)
School to match the TBC sector LP1 PR:
needs of (standard |Developer |developers Infrastructure
residents and expansio |contributio Delivery (PR11
businesses n rates ns
are £
15,256
(2Q17)
per pupil).
19 Primary School 3FE at Expand the Critical Medium term |F¥BC TBC OoCcC LP1: Meeting PR8 OCC Early
36 Land East of the A44 schools and c.£15m Developer |Private sector |education needs engagement
colleges provision contributio |developers (BSC7) with LEA
to match the ns LP1 PR: needed to
needs of Infrastructure inform a site
residents and Delivery (PR11) development
businesses brief and
Primary School 2FE at Expand the Critical Long term c.£11m development
Land East of the Ad44 if |schools and proposals and
required- in consultation | colleges provision allow
with the LEA and unless |to match the consideration of
otherwise agreed with needs of wider needs and
CDC residents and provision.
businesses.
20 Additional permanent Expand the schools | Critical Medium term |F¥BC TBC OocCC LP1: Meeting PR9 OoCC Early
37 accommodation at and colleges Specific |Developer |Private sector |education needs engagement
William Fletcher Primary | provision to match project contributio |developers (BSC7) with LEA
School the needs of costs ns LP1 PR: needed to
residents and TBC Infrastructure inform a site
Additional playing field businesses. (standard Delivery (PR11) development
land and new access expansio brief and
road to Yarnton n rates development
Residential and Nursing are proposals
Home (c.1.85ha) to-be £15.256
provided-at William (2Q17)
i per pupil).

Land West of Yarnton to
facilitate a-0-5-FE the
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Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
expansion of William Cost of
Fletcher Primary school playing
by a 0.5 FE on the pitches
school site (to a 2 FE). provision
onc.1.8
ha land at
PRI c.
326.4k
Land-South-East of schools-and Private education-needs
Woodstock colleges provision sector {BSC7)
to-mateh-the-needs developers |LPHPR:
of residents-and Infrastructure
22 Secondary school Expand existing Critical Medium term |FBC TBC oCcC LP1: Meeting AllLP1 |OCC Early
38 (9001100-place) at Land | and provide new c.£34m Developer |Education education needs PR sites engagement
East of the A44 with schools to match contributio |and Skills (BSC7) with LEA
playingpitches-located |the needs of n and Funding LP1 PR: needed to
to-help-maintain-a-gap residents and Education |Agency Infrastructure inform a site
between-the businesses. and Skills | Private sector |Delivery (PR11) development
developmentand Funding developers brief and
Begbroke-village Agency development
funding proposals
streams for
capital
investment
in school
provision
23 SEN and early years Critical Medium term | TBC TBC oCcC LP1: Meeting AllLP1 |OCC
39 school provision to meet Developer |Private sector |education needs PR sites
projected needs either on contributio |developers (BSC7)
site (including land) or ns LP1 PR:
adequate contributions to Infrastructure
enable existing facilities to Delivery (PR11)
expand.
Utilities
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
24 Water supply links Ensure utilities Critical Short to Costs to To be Thames LP1: Public Service | AllLP1 | Thames |TW eurrently
40 and network infrastructure medium term | be funded by | Water Private | and Utilities (BSC9) | PR sites | Water on | preparing AMP7
upgrades grows at the same determine | TW and sector LP1: Water LP1IDP |(2020-2025)
rate as das private developers Resources (ESD8) update which will provide
communities individual | developers LP1 PR: specification of
developm Infrastructure upgrades.
25 Sewerage links and ent DeIiVery (PR1 1) To be funded and
41 |treatment works upgrade comes provided as
forward development
comes forward.
41a |Wastewater Ensure utilities Critical Medium Costs to | To be Thames LP1: Public PR6a wces Early
Infrastructure upgrades |infrastructure term be funded by | Water Service and Nov.2017 |engagement
required to serve Site grows at the same determin | TW and Private Utilities (BSC9) with TW and
Policy PR6a rate as ed as private sector LP1: Water with the
communities individua | developers | developers Resources Environment
1 (ESD8) LP1 PR: Agency (EA) and
develop Infrastructure Natural England
ment Delivery (PR11 (NE) when
comes necessary
41b |Wastewater Critical Medium forward | To be Thames PR8 wWCs Early
Infrastructure upgrades term funded by | Water Nov.2017 |engagement
maybe required to serve TW and Private with TW and
Site Policy PR8 private sector with the
developers | developers Environment
Agency (EA) and
Natural England
(NE) when
necessary
26 Oxford WwTW upgrade Ensure utilities Critical Short to Costs to To be Thames LP1: Public Service | PR6a, WCS Early
42 will be required potential | infrastructure grows medium term | be funded by | Water and Utilities (BSC9) | PR6b Draft engagement
-TBC at the same rate as determine | TW and Private LP1: Water PRé6ec April-Nov |with TW and
communities d as private sector Resources (ESD8) |PR7a 2017 with the
individual | developers | developers |LP1PR: PR7b Environment
developm Infrastructure PR8 Agency (EA) and
ent Delivery (PR11) PR9 Natural England
comes (NE) when
forward necessary.
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i EP1PR: specification-of
develop Infrastructure upgrades-
ment Delivery(PR11 Fo-be funded
comes and-provided-as
forward development
comes-forward:
43 Cassington WwTW Ensure utilities Critical Costs to | To be Thames LP1: Public PR7a wWCs Early
upgrade will be required |infrastructure be funded by | Water Service and PR7b Nov.2017 |engagement
grows at the same determin | TW and Private Utilities (BSC9) PR8 with TW and
rate as ed as private sector LP1: Water with the
communities individua | developers | developers | Resources Environment
1 (ESD8) LP1 PR: Agency (EA) and
develop Infrastructure Natural England
ment Delivery (PR11 (NE) when
comes necessary
forward
28 Water conservation Promote Critical Short to Costs to To be Thames LP1: Water AllLP1 Developers to
44 measures sustainable use of medium term | be funded by | Water Private | Resources (ESD8) |PR sites engage with TW
water: Maintaining determine | TW and sector LP1: Protection of to draw up water
quality and das private developers Oxford Meadows and drainage
adequate individual | developers SAC (ESD9) strategies
resources developm LP1 PR: outlining the
ent Infrastructure developments
comes Delivery (PR11) water and waste
forward water
infrastructure.
29 Agreement in principle Ensure utilities Critical Short to Costs to To be SEPD Private | LP1: Public Service |PR6a SEPD
45 needed with DNO infrastructure grows medium term | be funded by sector and Utilities (BSC9) | PR6b Consultati
(Southern Electric Power |at the same rate as determine | SEPD and | developers LP1 PR: PR6c on
Distribution) for any communities d as private Infrastructure PR7a Nov.16-
modification to overhead individual | developers Delivery (PR11) PR8 Jan17
lines or development developm PR9 Consultati
beneath overhead ent on
lines/undergrounding of comes
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Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
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overhead lines in relation forward
to any development site.
Flood risk
30 Agreement in principle Reducing potential | Critical Short to Costs to TW TW LP1: Sustainable AlLLP1 |SFRA To be delivered
46 from TW that foul drainage | flooding and medium term |be Private Private sector |Flood Risk PR sites |L2May by development
from the site will be pollution risks from determine |sector developers Management 2017 proposal
accepted into their surface water. das developers (ESD6)
network as part of any individual LP1: Sustainable
planning application developm Drainage Systems
ent comes (SuDs) (ESD7)
forward LP1: Water
34 Site specific FRA with Critical Short to Costs to Private EA Resources (ESD8) |AllLP1 |SFRA To be delivered
47 detailed analysis and medium term |be sector TW LP1: Protection of |PR sites |L2May by development
ground investigation to determine |developers |Private sector | Oxford Meadows 2017 proposal
inform SuDS techniques das developers SAC (ESD9)
and demonstrating individual LP1 PR:
suitable dry site access developm Infrastructure
and egress for each ent comes Delivery (PR11)
development site. forward
32 Provision of blue corridors Critical Short to Private EA PR6a SFRA To be delivered
48 for public open space/ medium term sector Private sector PR7a L2May by development
recreation within those developers |developers PR8 2017 proposal
areas of the site in FZ 3
Emergency and rescue services
- No-known-schemes N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
49 Provision of To ensure the Necessar | Medium term | Not To be cD LP1 - BSC9: AllLP1 |TVP Linked to
Neighbourhood delivery of safe y known funded Cc Public Services PR sites progress of
Policing facilities to and secure at this via Vv and Utilities delivery of
serve the additional communities stage Develope P LP1 PR: new
growth identified in where crime and r Private Infrastructur housing
the area. This could be | the fear of crime contributi |Developers e Delivery schemes
through the provision is minimised. ons (PR11) LP1
of new touchdown PR:
offices as part of Infrastructure

planned community
Facilities/Centres on

the identified new
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housing sites or
through the
adaptation/alteration
and/or extension of
existing TVP facilities
in the local area.
Health
33 Provision of GP health Ensure health Critical Medium to TBC OCCG oCC LP1: Securing PR6a OCCG Funding
50 facilities: either through infrastructure grows Long term Private Private health and PR6b CDC sources include:
redevelopment of Exeter | at the same rate as developers |developers wellbeing (BSC8) PR7a NHS England
Hall to accommodate communities LP1 PR: PR7b Estates and
existing practices in larger Infrastructure PR8 Technology
premises as a preferred Delivery (PR11) PR9 Tran
approach or through Local sfor
Centre space allocated as mati
part of PR6a and PR8. on
Fund
Developer
contributions
nearWoodstockeither | grows-atthe same developers |developers | wellbeing{(BSC8)
as-part of WODC rate-as LP1PR:
licati Deli (PR14)
16/01364/0UTor
through-WODbGC
Community infrastructure
35 Sports hall at PR8 Ensure social Necessary | Medium Term |FBC Private oCC LP1: Indoor Sport |AlLLP1 |CDC To be delivered
5 Secondary School for infrastructure grows c.£2.34m |developers |[CDC Recreation and PR sites |OCC with scheme38
shared community use — | at the same rate as Private Community above
one additional 4 court communities and developers Facilities (BSC12)

sports hall to Sport
England specification 34.5
x 20 x 7.5 (690 sgm)

there are
opportunities for
culture and leisure

LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
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36 Additional swimming pool Necessary | Long Term FBC Private CDC LP1: Indoor Sport |AllILP1 |[CDC

52 space by replacement c.£5.71m |developers |Private Recreation and PR sites
pool of 25m x 6 lane pool developers Community
plus teaching pool at Facilities (BSC12)

Kidlington and Gosford LP1 PR:
Leisure Centre Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)

37 Community building as Creation of a Necessary | Long FBC Private CDC LP1: Indoor Sport | PR6a CcDC To be delivered
53 part of onsite local centre | sustainable, mixed Medium Term | c. £1.25m |developers |Private Recreation and PR6b by development
at Land East of Oxford use development developers Community proposal
Road which provides Facilities (BSC12)

(community facility opportunities for LP1 PR:
space of no less than community Infrastructure
522m2) cohesion Delivery (PR11)

38 Community building as Necessary | Long FBC Private CDC LP1: Indoor Sport | PR8 CcDC To be delivered
54 part of onsite local centre Medium Term | c. £1.8m |developers |Private Recreation and by development
at Land East of A44 developers Community proposal

(community facility Facilities (BSC12)

space of no less than LP1 PR:

862m2) Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)

39 Extension to Kidlington Ensure social Necessar | Medium FBC FBC Kidlington PC |LP1: Indoor Sport | PR7a CcDC

55 Cemetery infrastructure y to Long c. £142.8k | Private CDC Recreation and

grows at the terms sector Private Community

same rate as developers |developer Facilities (BSC12)

communities LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)

56 Expansion of Ensure social Necessar | Medium TBC Private CcbDC LP1: Indoor Sport |PR7a CcDC To be delivered
community facilities infrastructure y to long throu developers |Private Recreation and PR7b by development
located at St John’s grows at the term gh Developers | Community proposal
Baptist Church same rate as work Facilities (BSC12)

communities on LP1 PR:
site’s Infrastructure
developm Delivery (PR11
ent brief

57 Expansion of Ensure social Necessar | Medium TBC Private CcDC LP1: Indoor Sport |PR9 CcDC To be delivered

community facility in the | infrastructure y term throu developers |Private Recreation and by development
vicinity qrows at the gh Developers proposal
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same rate as work Community
communities on Facilities (BSC12)
site’s LP1 PR:
developm Infrastructure
ent brief Delivery (PR11)

Open space, recreation and biodiversity

40 Oxford Canal — Ensure social Necessary | Medium to TBC Private CDC LP1: Open Space, |All sites | Canal & The canal with

58 Improvement to towpath infrastructure grows Long term developers | Private Outdoor Sport subject |River its towpath
infrastructure at the same rate as developers Recreation to Trust provides a direct

communities Provision (BSC10) |consult |Nov.16- route into
LP1: The Oxford ation Jan17 central Oxford
Canal (ESD16) with Consultati |from the
Local Standards of |Canal on Kidlington/Begb
Provision - Outdoor |and roke area.
Recreation Rivers
(BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)

59 Measures for the Ensure social Necessar | Medium to c.£112.2 k | Private CcDC LP1: Open Space, |PR7b CDC To be delivered
protection and infrastructure y Long term developers |Private Outdoor Sport PR8 by development
enhancement of the grows at the same developers Recreation proposals
Oxford Canal corridor rate as Provision (BSC10)
and towpath including communities LP1: The Oxford Costs to be
the creation and Canal (ESD16) apportioned

restoration of water vole
habitat in the Lower
Cherwell Conservation
Target Area and the of a
dark

canal corridor through
the minimisation of light

pollution

Local Standards
of Provision -
Outdoor
Recreation
(BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)

LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
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41 Compensatory land for Compensatory Critical Short to FBC Private CDC LP1: Open Space, |PR6a CDC To be delivered
60 open space, countryside | improvements to Medium term |Scheme |developers |Private Qutdoor Sport PR7a by development
access and improvements | Green Belt land specific |Scheme developers Recreation PR7b proposals
c.19.6 ha at Land environmental below specific Provision (BSC10) |PR8
east of the Oxford quality and below Local Standards of |PR9
Road (PR6a) accessibility d Provision - Outdoor
c.30h at Land at Recreation
Frieze Farm if need (BSC11) Green
for replacement Golf Infrastructure
Course is (ESD17)
demonstrated (PR6b LP: Oxford Green
and PR6¢) Belt (ESD14)
c. 11ha at Land South LP1 PR: The
East of Kidlington for Oxford Green Belt
sports provision/new (PR3)
open green LP1 PR:
space/park Infrastructure
€. 6.80 ha at Land at Delivery (PR11)
Stratfield Farm
c.79 ha at Land East
of the A44 (PR8)
C. 24.8ha at Land West
of Yarnton
the Oxford-Road Medium-term developers | Private
developers
E £ Kigli Medi Jevel Pri
developers
4e 6.80-ha atl | at Critieal Shortto TBC Private cbec PR7b cbec
S. : fieldE Medium-term developers |Private
developers
the-Ad4 Medium-term developers |Private
developers
Yarnton Medium-term developers |Private
developers
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land-to-ensure-the improvementsfor Medium-term developers |OCC Characterof-the
Registered Park-and developers |Oxford-GreenBelt
Gardens {PR3)
LEP1PR:
Infrastructure
Belivery-(PR1H
43 Provision of formal sports, | Ensure open space |Necessary | Short to Long |FBC Private CDC LP1: Open Space, |AllLP1 |[CDC To be delivered
61 play areas and allotments |and amenity term Scheme |developers |Private Outdoor Sport PR sites by development
to adopted standards infrastructure grows specific developers Recreation proposals
at the same rate as below Parish Provision (BSC10)
communities and Councils
current deficiencies Local Standards of
in provision are Provision - Outdoor
addressed Recreation
(BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)
EP1-improved
Fransportand
Connections
{SLE4)LP1PR:
Sustainable
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
62 Formal sports provision |Ensure open Necessar |Medium term |c.£ Private CcDC LP1: Open PR6a CDC To be delivered
at Land East of Oxford space and y 147.8K Developers |Parish Space, Outdoor by development
Road amenity Council Sport proposals
infrastructure Private Recreation
grows at the same developers Provision
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63 Formal sports provision |rate as Necessar |Medium term |c.£ 79.8K |Private CcDC (BSC10) PR8 CcDC To be delivered
at Land East of the A44 |communities and |y Developers |Parish by development
current Council Local Standards proposals
deficiencies in Private of Provision -
provision are developers Outdoor
addressed Recreation
64 Formal sports provision |Ensure open Necessar |Medium term |c.£ Private CcDC (BSC11) Green PR9 CcDC To be delivered
at Land West of Yarnton |space and y 222.2K Developers | Parish Infrastructure by development
amenity Council (ESD17) proposals
infrastructure Private LP1 PR:
grows at the same developers |Infrastructure
rate as Delivery (PR11
communities and
current
deficiencies in
provision are
addressed
43b | Converting existing Ensure open space | Necessary | Medium term |¥B€ Private CDC LP1: Open AllLP1 |CDC
65 Hockey AGP at Kidlington |and amenity c. £400k |developers |Parish Space, Outdoor PR sites
and Gosford Leisure infrastructure grows Council Sport Recreation
Centre to 3G and at the same rate as Private Provision
increasing its size. communities and developers (BSC10) Local
current deficiencies Standards of
in provision are Provision -
addressed Outdoor
Recreation
(BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
43a |Formal sport pitches Necessary | Medium ¥BC Private CbC LP1: Open Space, |PR7a CcDC Provision of
66 provision at Land South Long term c.£3.17m |developers |Private Outdoor Sport All LP1 land at PR7a.
East Kidlington (PR7a) developers Recreation PR sites To be delivered

including: 2 3G football
pitches and 1 cricket
ground

Provision (BSC10)

Local Standards of
Provision - Outdoor
Recreation

by development
proposals
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
(BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)
LP1-improved
Fransportand
Connections
{SLE4)LP1PR:
Sustainable
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
67 Play areas provision at |Ensure open Necessar | Medium term |c.£1.05m |Private CcDC LP1: Open PR6a CcDC To be delivered
Land East of Oxford space and y Developers | Parish Space, Outdoor by development
Road including: 3 LAPs, |amenity Council Sport Recreation proposals
2 LEAPs, 1 NEAP and 1 |infrastructure Private Provision
MUGA grows at the same developers (BSC10) Local
rate as Standards of
communities and Provision -
current Outdoor
deficiencies in Recreation
provision are (BSC11) Green
addressed Infrastructure
68 Play areas provision at Necessar | Medium term |c.£756.4k |Private CcDC (ESD17) PR6b CcDC To be delivered
Land West of Oxford y Developers |Parish LP1 PR: by development
Road including: 2 Council Infrastructure proposals
LAPs,1LEAP, 1 NEAP Private Delivery (PR11
developers
69 Play areas provision at |Ensure open Necessar |Long term c.£217.8k |Private CcDC PR7a CDC To be delivered
Land South East space and y Developers |Parish by development
Kidlington including: 1 amenity Council proposals
LAP and 1 LEAP infrastructure Private
grows at the same developers
rate as

communities and
current
deficiencies in

provision are
addressed
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)

70 Play areas provision at Necessar |Medium term |c.£217.8k |Private CcDC LP1: Open PR7b CDC To be delivered
Land at Stratfield Farm y Developers |Parish Space, Outdoor by development
including: 1 LAP and 1 Council Sport proposals
LEAP Private Recreation

developers Provision

71 | Play areas provision at |Ensure open Necessar |Medium term |c.£1.8m |Private cDbc (BSC10) Local PR8 CcDC To be delivered
Land East of the A44 space and y Developers |Parish Standards of by development
including: 5 LAPs, 3 amenity Council Provision — proposals
LEAPs, 2 NEAPs and 1 infrastructure Private Outdoor
MUGA grows at the same developers | Recreation

rate as (BSC11) Green
communities and Infrastructure
current (ESD17)
deficiencies in LP1 PR:
provision are Infrastructure
addressed Delivery (PR11)

72 Play areas provision at Necessar | Medium term | c.£840k Private CcDC PR9 CcDC To be delivered
Land West of Yarnton y Developers |Parish by development
including: 2 LAPs, 1 Council proposals
LEAP, 1 NEAP and 1 Private
MUGA developers
accordance to LP1 infrastructure to sector Outdoor Sport PR9 requirement for

meet-growth developers | Reereation PRS8 all-sites
attitudes towards Outdoor

{BSC11)Green

Infrastructure

(ESB17)

LP1-PR:

Infrastructure

Delivery(PR11H
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)

73 Allotments to be Provision of open |Necessar |Medium term | c.£140k Private cbC LP1: PR6a CDC To be delivered
provided at Land East of | space and green |y developers | Parish Open Space, by development
Oxford Road (0.47ha) infrastructure to Council Outdoor Sport proposals

meet growth Private Recreation
needs and developers Provision
addressing (BSC10)
changing Local Standards
attitudes towards of Provision -
food growing. Outdoor

74 Allotments to be Necessar |Medium term | c.£113.2k | Private CDC Recreation PR6b CDC To be delivered
provided at Land West y developers | Parish (BSC11) Green by development
of Oxford Road (0.38ha) Council Infrastructure proposals

Private (ESD17)
developers |LP1PR:

75 Allotments to be Provision of open |Necessar |Long term c.£59.5k | Private CcDC Infrastructure PR7a CDC To be delivered
provided at Land South |space and green |y developers | Parish Delivery (PR11 by development
East of Kidlington infrastructure to Council proposals

meet growth Private
needs and developers
addressing

changing

attitudes towards

food growing.

76 Allotments to be Provision of open |Necessar |Medium term | ¢.£59.5k | Private CDC LP1: PR7b CcDC To be delivered
provided at Land at space and green |y developers | Parish Open Space, by development
Stratfield Farm infrastructure to Council Outdoor Sport proposals

meet growth Private Recreation
needs and developers Provision
addressing (BSC10)
changing Local Standards
attitudes towards of Provision -
food growing. Outdoor

77 Retention or Provision of open |Necessar |Medium term | c.£536k* | Private CDC Recreation PR8 CcDC To be
replacement (to an space and green |y developers | Parish (BSC11) Green delivered
equivalent quantity and |infrastructure to Council Infrastructure by
quality) of the existing meet growth Private (ESD17) developme
allotments at Land East |needs and developers |LP1PR: nt
of the A44 and addressing Infrastructure proposals
extending allotment changing Delivery (PR11)
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
space in accordance attitudes towards *Cost of new
with adopted standards |food growing. provision (1.8
(1.8 ha) ha)

78 Allotments to be Provision of open |Necessar |Medium term | c.£113.2k | Private CcDC LP1: PR9 CcDC To be delivered
provided at Land West |space and green |y developers | Parish Open Space, by development
of Yarnton infrastructure to Council Outdoor Sport proposals

meet growth Private Recreation
needs and developers Provision
addressing (BSC10)
changing Local Standards
attitudes towards of Provision -
food growing. Outdoor

43¢ | Exploring mMarked Ensure open space | Necessary | Medium term | ¥BGC Private CDC Recreation AllLP1 |CDC To be delivered

79 running routes associated |and amenity Thro developers | Private (BSC11) Green PR sites by development
with both existing green infrastructure grows ugh developers Infrastructure proposals
space and new open at the same rate as work (ESD17)
space on strategic sites as | communities and on LP1 PR:
part of development current deficiencies site’s Infrastructure
briefs in provision are develop Delivery (PR11

addressed ment
brief

43d | A replacement of Golf Ensure open TBC TBC TBC Private CDC LP1: PR6b CDC *should the

80 facility at Land at Frieze |space and Critical* |Short to c.£4m developers |Private Open Space, PR6c need for
Way Farm PR6c should |amenity medium term developers Outdoor Sport replacement be
the need for infrastructure Recreation demonstrated
replacement be grows at the same Provision
demonstrated eourse rate as (BSC10)

relocation—ifrelocation
needed to be delivered
atLand-at Frieze Way
Farm-PR6¢c

communities and
current
deficiencies in

provision are
addressed

Local Standards

of Provision -
Outdoor
Recreation

(BSC11) Green

Infrastructure
(ESD17)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
44 Amenity open space, Ensure open space| Necessar | Short to TBC Private CDC LP1: All LP1 CDC To be delivered
81 natural and semi natural and amenity y Long term Scheme | developers | Private Open Space, PR Sites through:
green space and Parks infrastructure grows specific | CDC sector Outdoor Sport + Development
and Gardens to be at the same rate as below developers Recreation sites through the
provided as part of communities and Provision (BSC10) planning
development in current deficiencies Local Standards of application
accordance to standards in provision are Provision - Outdoor process in
addressed Recreation accordance to
(BSC11) Green adopted Local
Infrastructure Plan requirements
(ESD17) and-Fables-8-and
LP1 PR: 9
Infrastructure +New-provision
Delivery (PR11) by public bodies
and
»Public-acecess
agreements-to
privately owned
sites:_and the
preparation of
site development
briefs.
44¢ |Retention of c. 3 ha of Provision of open |Desirable |Mediumterm | FBC FBC CbC PR6a CbC
82 land in agricultural as part | space and green N/A N/A Private sector
of Land East of the Oxford | infrastructure to developers
Road (PR6a) meet growth
needs and
addressing
changing
attitudes towards
food growing.
44d | Retention of c. 12 ha of Provision of open | Desirable |Mediumterm | ¥BC TBC CDC LP1: PR8 CDC
83 land in agricultural as part |space and green N/A N/A Private sector | Open Space,
of Land East of the A44 infrastructure to developers Outdoor Sport
(PR8) meet growth needs Recreation
and addressing Provision (BSC10)
changing attitudes Local Standards of
Provision - Outdoor
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No. |[Projects Main aim Priority Phasing Costs Funding Main Policy links LP1 PR |Source Delivery status
Critical St 2018-2021 | (where (where Delivery (LP1,LTP & site
Necessary | Mt 2021-2026 | known) known) Partners Emerging LP1 PR | policy
Desirable | Lt 2026-2031 Policies)
towards food Recreation
growing. (BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
84 Retention of c. 39 ha of |Provision of open |Desirable |Medium term | ¥BC FBC CcDC LP1: PR9 CcDC
land in agricultural as space and green N/A N/A Private Open Space,
part of Land West of infrastructure to sector Outdoor Sport
Yarnton (PR9) meet growth developers Recreation
needs and Provision (BSC10)
addressing Local Standards
changing of Provision -
attitudes towards Outdoor
food growing. Recreation
(BSC11) Green
Infrastructure
(ESD17)
LP1 PR:
Infrastructure
Delivery (PR11)
44a |Extension to Cutteslowe Provision of open | Desirable | Shertto ¥BC TBC CbC LP1: PR6a CDC Fo-be-delivered
85 Park (c.11ha) including space and green Long c.£2.2m |Private Private sector | Open Space, through:
land set aside for the infrastructure to Medium term sector developers Qutdoor Sport + Development
creation of wiIdIifg hz_:lbitats meet growth developers Recrggtion sﬂ