CHERWELL LOCAL PLAN REVIEW
Community InvolvementPaper 2:
Developing our Option&onsultation

CONSULTATION STATEMENT

September2023

Cherwell
~
DISTRICT COUNCIL
NORTH OXFORDSHIRE




Contents

1.
2.
3.

1 iqo o (U1t o] o B P PP T PP PUPPP PP 5
¢ KS W5 IS NUI20.3.@ oo 6
Community Involvement Paper 2: Developing our Options Consultation................ccc....... 8
I A = F T (o | (011 o o FR OO PPPPPPRPPP 8
I Ofe ] g T WL =Y ] W AN g = Lo =T .0 1=T ) OO 8
B3 DISHIDULION ...t e e e 9
3.4 Website and Onling CONSUILALION. ............uviiiieiiiieiie e e e 10
R (R N G0V - Lo =TT PPTTPTR 12
N IS To Tl F= U 1Y =T [ = TP PPPP PP 13
3.7 Internal CoOMMDICALIONS. ......o.utvieiiiiiee ettt e e s e s e e e s anree e 14
3.8 Engagement with Town and Parish Council/Meetings and Stakeholders...................... 14
CONSUILAtION RESPONSES......ciiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e s e e e e e e e e e e s aannn e eeee s 19
4.1 Who Responded to the CONSUIALION?...........cooiiiiiiiiiei e 20
4.2 Number of COmMMENtS RECEIVEM. .......cocuuiiiiiiiiie it 20
4.3 How Representations Were SUDMItEd..........coooviiiiiiiii e 22
4.4 WhatStakeholders TOId US.........coooiiiiiiiiiee e 22
OPTION 1: VISION. ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e bbb e e e e e e e aeeeanrenes 22
OPTION 2: KEY OBJECTIVES . ... oot e et e e e eeeeneens 29
OPTION 3: LOCATION OF EMPLOYMENT.LAND......cottttiiiiiaeeeeeeieeeeiie e 53
OPTION 4: EMPLOYMENT LAND ... 56
QUESTION: SUPPORTING EMPLOYMENT.....cuttiiiiiie e 60
OPTION 5: TOWN CENTRES & RETAIL....cooiii e 64
QUESTION: TOWN CENTRE USES (BANBURY, BICESTER & KIDLINGTON)........... 68
QUESTION: SUPPORTING OUR TOWN CENTRES........ccooi e 71
OPTION 6: RATES OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING.......cooiiiiiiiii e 74
OPTION 7: AFFORDABLE HOUSING TENURE..........coii ittt 76
OPTION 8: HOUSING INTERNAL SPACE STANDARDS.........cciiiiiiiiiiiieeiiiien e 80
QUESTION: SEPARATION DISTANCES......co ittt 81
OPTION 9: HOUSING ACCESSIBILITY ettt eeaeeeeeee 84
QUESTION: TRAVELLING COMMUNITIES.......cco i 86
QUESTION: HOUSING POLICIES. ..ottt a e e eeaaeneas 88
OPTION 10: SUSTAINABLE CONSTRUCTION .....uiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiiieien e 92
QUESTION: RETROFITTING OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS........uuiiiiiieiiiieiiiiiiie e 97



OPTION 11: RENEWABLE ENERGY ..ottt 99

QUESTION: POLICIES FOR CLIMATE CHANGE, SUSTAINABLE CONSTRUCTION & RENEWABLE
ENERGY. ... oottt e ee e e e ee e ee e e s s 102
QUESTION: GREEN BELT .....coveieeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeseeeeee e ee e see e es e ee e 106
OPTION 12: BIODIVERSITY. ..oeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e seeeeee e eeeeeeeseees e s ss s se e 108
OPTION 13: NATURAL CAPITAL ...t eeeeeee e se e s 112
QUESTION: BIODIVERSITY & THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT.......c..vviieieerernieans 115
ht ¢Lhb MAY / LLL5 WD Qf oo 116
OPTION 15: OUTDOOR SPORTS PROVISION........veevemeeeeeeeeeeseseeeseesseeeessesneened 119
QUESTION: LOCAL GREEN SPACES........ovieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeseeesee e 122
QUESTION: PROTECTING THE HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT.......co.cveiveeverereeeesrenennd 125
v!9{¢LhbY !/ 1L9+LbD Dhhb5..594.LDb..9..¥..91127¢  Q
QUESTION: 2BIINUTE NEIGHBOURHOODS..........veeeeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeseeseeseese e 130
QUESTION: TRANSPORT & CONNECTIVITY....oerveeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeseeseeeseeseeees s 133
OPTION 16: DIGITAL INFRASTRUCTURE. .......c.otveveieeeteseeeeeeseeseeseessesreseesseseesnee! 139
QUESTION: TRANSPORT POLICIES........eiveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeee s ee e 141
OPTION 17: INFRASTRUCTURE DELIVERY........oveiveeeeseeeeeeeseeeeeeeeseeseeeseesseseeeneo. 145
QUESTION: DELIVERING INFRASTRUCTURE ......oveveeveeeeeeeseeeseseeeseesseeseessesrsened 147
OPTION 18: HOUSING & EMPLOYMENT GROWTH AT BANBURY......c..vveeverreeeane. 149
OPTION 19: BANBURYDIRECTIONS OF DEVELOPMENT..........vveeeeieereesrereeeeseeneeane. 151
QUESTION: IMPORTANT VIEWS OF BANBURY........ccoveeveeeeeeseereeeeeresseeseseeeseseeeeeed 153
OPTION 20: BANBURY TOWN CENPREICLE 4 DIRECTIQNS.........vveveeeeeeeereeeenane. 154
OPTION 21: BANBURY CANALSIDE. .........oveiveeteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeseeeeeseeseeeeeseesseeeeees . 156
vI9{¢LhbY . !b. ! w,.Qf . .ht.9b.ftdilQ . 159
QUESTION: ADDRESSING INEQUALITY IN BANBURY........ovciveeerirerseesresseeeseeseeeened 160
QUESTION: REDUCING CAR DEPENDENCY IN BANBURY........ovovveeeerrererrsrnennd 162
OPTION 22: HOUSING & EMPLOYMENT GROWTH AT BICESTER.......co.cvvveveeeeann 164
OPTION 23: BICESTERRECTIONS OF GROWTH.......ovveeeeeeieeeeseessesssseesseeseeeenes 168
OPTION 24: BICESTER TOWN CENARECLE 4 DIRECTIQNS.......eveeeeeeeeveseeeereenes 171
OPTION 25: BICESTEBOMMUNITY & CULTURAL FACILITIES.......oveeoeeeereeserereennd 172
vi9{¢LhbY .L/9{¢owQ{ I 9wLg¢.l.DO. . 9. .L.L{¢hwir4 N
vi9{¢LhbY . L/O9{¢oawQf .ht.9h. {09l 175
QUESTION: LOCAL GREEN SPACES IN BICESTER......ovevereveeeeeeeeeeeseseeeseessseree 176
QUESTION: REDUCING CAR DEPENDENCY IN BICESTER......co.vvmiereeereeeeserseeeeen. 178
QUESTION: KIDLINGTON INFILL HOUSING. ......c.oveeeeeeeeeeeseee e 180
OPTION 26: KIDLINGTON EMPLOYMENT. ........veeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeee s eeseeseenea. 182



OPTION 27: KIDLINGTON CENTRE.......utttiiiiieiiiiieeieeee e 184
QUESTION: REDUCING CAR DEPENDENCY IN KIDLINGTON & THE SURROUNDIRS VILLAGES

OPTION 28: KIDLINGTON GREEN SPACE........ottiiiiiiiiiiiie e 187
QUESTION: KIDLINGTON SPORTS, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY..NEEDS......189
OPTION 29: HEYFORD PARK ...ttt 190
OPTON 30: HOUSING IN THE RURAL AREAS. ...t 193
OPTION 31: MEETING RURAL HOUSING DEVELOPMENT.NEEDS.................e....... 196
OPTION 32: DEVELOPING A RURAL SETTLEMENT HIERARCHY.........cvvviiiiiinnnn. 199
QUESTION: SETTLEMENT BOUNDARIES.......ootiiiiiiii 203
OPTION 33: THE RURAL ECONQMY......uuiiiiiiiiiiii ittt e e eeaneaeaanns 24
OPTION 34: HISTORIC & NATURAL ENVIRONMENT........ccooiiiiiiiiriiiiiie e, 206
QUESTION: NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING.......ccooiiiiiiii e 208
QUESTIONDEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT POLICIES........co o 211
4.5 Submissions to the Call fOr SItES..........ccuiiiiiiiie s 214
T N\ S (=T o= TP PRI 352
APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Call for Sites Site Submission Form

Appendix 2: Application to Propose a Local Green Space for Designation
Appendix 3: Public Notice

Appendix 4: ConsultatioPoster

Appendix 5: Consultation Flyer

Appendix 6: Representation Form

Appendix 7: Proof of Press Adverts September 2021

Appendix 8: Press Releases

Appendix 9: Media Coverage

Appendix 10: Cherwell Link

Appendix 11: Record of Posts on Social Media

Appendix12: Cherwell News Email Bulletin 9 September 2021
Appendix 13: Cherwell News Email Bulletin 30 September 2021
Appendix 14: Article Published on the Staff Intranet 8 September 2021
Appendix 15: Article Published on the Staff Intranet 29 September 2021

Apperdix 16: Update from Yvonne email 10 September 2021



Appendix 17: Update from Yvonne email 1 October 2021
Appendix 18: Update from Yvonne email 4 November 2021
Appendix 19: Cherwell Parish Bulletin email 22 February 2021
Appendix 20: Cherwell Parish Bulletemail 23 August 2021
Appendix 21: Representations Proposing Sites

Appendix 22: Extended Summary of Representations to the Community Involvement Paper 2
Consultation



1. Introduction

This Consultation Statement describes #ezondstage of public consultationndertakenon
the Cherwell Local Plan Reviemhich took place for six weeks fro@® Septembeto 10
November 2021Ths consultation statement sets out:

1 The stakeholders invited to take part in the consultation;

The consultation and publicity methods used;

The material that was subject to consultation;

A summary of the responses receiyeahd

How the Council has taken account of the responses received to the consultation in
the preparation of the Draft Local Plan

= =4 =4 =2

There is a legal process for the preparation of a Local Plan. The Council is required to consult
with stakeholders at a number of stages, the first of whiaimder Regulation 18 of the Town
and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulatib@s=ulation 18 requires the
council to notify stakeholders it is preparing a plan and to invite them to make comments
with their views on what the plan should contain. There is flexibility in how the initial stages
of consultation and plan preparatioran take place.

The timetable for preparation of the Cherwell Local Plan Review is presentbd iatest
Local Development Scheme which IS available online at
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planningpolicy/382/localdevelopmentscheme

This consultation statement complies with the Cherwell Statement of Community
Involvement (SCiyhich was adopted by the Council on 18 July 2&i@the subsequentSCI
Addendum prepared iduly 2020 following government advice irspense tathe COVIEL9
pandemic In addition, this consultation statement complies with the SCI 2021, which was
adopted by the Council, part way through this consultation, on 18 October Z0Z1SCiets

out who the Council will engage with in prepay key planning policy documentand
determining planning applicationand how and when they will be engaged. Its aim is to
encourage community and stakeholder involvement and sets out clear &tgets of the
council. The2021 SCI iavailable online ahttps://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planning
policy/383/statementof-communityinvolvemert.

The responses received through the consultation process will be used to shape and inform
the development of the Cherwell Local Plan Review.


https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planning-policy/382/local-development-scheme
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planning-policy/383/statement-of-community-involvement
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planning-policy/383/statement-of-community-involvement

2. The'\Buty to CeoperateQ

Sectionl10 ofthe[ 2 OF € AaY ! OG0 Hnanmm Ay { NP R guéréshilehgal W5 dzi &
duty on local authorities to consider strategic planning beyond their boundaries and provides

a mechanism to address larger issues than can be dealt with by the local planning authority
G2NJAy3 Ift2ySd ¢ KNRdJzZAK {ekBentBipeets that Cancils i LIS NI (
work collaboratively with other prescribed bodige ensure that strategic issues are properly
coordinated and clearly reflected in individual Local Plans. Cherwell District is committed to
fulfilling this Duty and, as matter of practice, works closely with neighbouring authorities

and other partner organisations and stakeholders.

The Oxfordshire Councils are assisted in meeting the Duty top€amte bythe Future
Oxfordshire Partnership, formerly known as ti@xfordi KA N3 D NR # isdbint2 I NRQ
GCommittee comprising Cherwell District Council, Oxford City Council, South Oxfordshire
District Council, Vale of White Horse District Council, West Oxfordshire District Council and
Oxfordshire County Council. It also ud®s ceopted nonvoting named members from the
following organisations:

1 Oxfordshire Clinical Commissioning Group
Environment Agency

Homes England

Oxford Universities

Oxfordshire Skills Board

9 Oxfordshire Local Enterprise Partnership

= =4 4 4

When consideringnatters that sit under the purview of the Local Transport Boaletwork
Rail and Highways England have the right to attend®enershipas nonvoting investment
partners.

The duty to ceoperate is an ongoing area of activihat is recorded in the Amual Monitoring
Report.

The Council notified all Duty to @perate authorities and other relevant bodiby letter or
emailthat it was publishingts seconccommunity involvement paper for a sixeek period of
consultationin September 2021

The Councihasprepared a Duty to CebperateBackground Papevhich seeks to identify the
issues which the Cherwell Local Plan Review will need to address that are likely to be strategic
matters and which therefore fall under the duty to-operate.It also seeks tadentify those

bodies with which cabperation may be necessary.

1 The prescribed bodies are defined in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations
2012

2 Buckinghamshire Council, Oxford City Council, Oxfordshire County Council, South Oxfordshire District Council,
Stratford-on-Avon District Courik; Vale of White Horse District Council, Warwickshire County Council, West
Northamptonshire Council, West Oxfordshire District Council
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The Duty to CeperateBackground Papevasthe first step towards undertaking the duty in

NBfFGAZ2Y G2 / KSNBSttQa [20F+f tfly LINROS&asSa

progressesand as discussions advance and evidence is produced. It will form part of the
evidence base for the Local Plan.

The documentwas subject to a sikweek period of consultation with Duty to @perate
partnersalongside theCommunity Involvement Paper 2: 3doping our Options consultation
in September 2021Four responses were received from the following:

1 Buckinghamshire Council;

1 Natural England;

1 Oxfordshire Clinical Commissioning Group; and

1 South Oxfordshire and Vale of White Horse District Councils.

Thesecomments will be used to ensure the correct approach to meetirggduty to co
operateis respectedhroughout the preparation of the Cherwell Local Plan Revigve. Duty

to Cooperate Background Paper is available online at
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/10553/dutyo-co-operate-
backagroundpapersept2021.pdf



https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/10553/duty-to-co-operate-background-paper-sept-2021.pdf
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/download/downloads/id/10553/duty-to-co-operate-background-paper-sept-2021.pdf

3. Communityinvolvement Pape2: Developing our Options
Consultation

3.1 Background

The Cherwell Local Plan Review was launched in March 2020 with the publication of the Local
Development Scheme (LDS) which sets out the timetabléhéopreparation of the Plan.

On 31 July 2020 the Council publishigsl first community involvement paper for a sixeek
period of consultation to Monday 14 September 2020.

Further to the first stage of Local Plan consultatiorder Regulation 1& summer 2020, a
draft Community Involvement Paper 2: Developing our Options/as prepared andat a
meeting on6 September 2021i K S/ 2 dzy O A dndbesedeEPap@dandis@pPorting
documents for consultationThe agenda, decisions and minutes for the meeting are available
at

https://modgov.cherwell.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld=115&MI1d=3530& Yeps4/
modgov.cherwell.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?Cld=115&MId=3366&Ver=4

3.2 nsultation Arrangements

On 29 September 202the Council published @mmunity InvolvementPaper 2 for a six

week period ofconsultationto 10 November 202hsthe second stage ofonsultation to

inform a new district wide Local Plamhe community involvement paper 2 constituted a
Districtkts A RS WhLIIA2yaQ O2yadzZ dFradAz2zy Ay | O02NRI yC
Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations dBE2.onsultation paper
proposed a place and peoplased vision for the district with a focus on developing a
sustainable local economy, meeting the climate change challenge and healthy place shaping.
The paper included a plad®msed discussion of Banbury, Bita, Kidlington, Upper Heyford

and the rural areas The community involvement papeR is available online at:
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/localplans/729/planningfor-cherwelt-localplan

review/3.

The consultation paper set out whatdhahanged sincéhe first consultatiorin summer2020
andset out policy topic areas and provided options for the dii@tiof emerging draft policy
beingconsideredn preparing theCherwellLocal Plan Reviewhe papemwas divided intasix
sections

9 the national context

1 Oxfordshire and beyond
1 Cherwell context

1 key choices for Cherwell


https://modgov.cherwell.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=115&MId=3530&Ver=4
https://modgov.cherwell.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=115&MId=3530&Ver=4
https://modgov.cherwell.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=115&MId=3366&Ver=4
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/local-plans/729/planning-for-cherwell---local-plan-review/3
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/83/local-plans/729/planning-for-cherwell---local-plan-review/3

T / KSNBSt fadh LI I OSa

1 development management policies
Feedback from stakeholders was soughtioa issues identifiegand preferences or support
towards optionswere presented through30 questions and 34 options in the paper

GComments were also invitedon an emerging evidence base, including dnterim
Sustainability Apprais&eport

C2t t 2 gcallyiad siteQundlertaken alongside thefirst community involvement paper
consultation afull schedule othose sites submitted was published alongsideettsecond
consultationpaper. These were split by Parish (and town). Maps of the sites were included
within Parish Profiles whictasalongside the consultatiopaper andcould be downloaded
online. The sites were published with no technical assessment ensuringtbatone had

the chance to see and comment on the sites

Thesecondconsultation was also accompanied bjugther ‘Pall for site§and an invitation

for applicationsfor LocalGreen Space designatiomhe call for sitesite submission form is
includedat Appendixl. The application to propose a Local Green Space for designation is
included at Appendix2. A list of sites promoted through igconsultation isincluded at
Appendix25.

3.3 Distribution

On8 September 2021emails were sent to all Cherwell and Oxfordshire County Councillors
giving advance notice of the start date for the public consultation on Genmunity
InvolvementPaper2 for the Cherwell Local Plan Review.

On 28 September 2021,naemail enclosing a e-copy of the public notice about the
consultationwas sent to all Cherwell and Oxfordshire County Councilioikgsingthat
consultation would commence on 29 September dhdt paper copies of th&Gommunity
InvolvementPaper 2, the parish profileand the interim sustainabilityappraisalreport had
been left in their pigeon holes at Bodicote House

The emaitonfirmedthat electroniccopies of the consultation documents could be obtained
TNRY 0KS | 2dzy OAf Qa ySé O2yadzZ GFGAz2y
https://letstalk.cherwell.gov.uk/  Letters were also sent to all Town and Parish
Councils/Meetings in the district enclosing a copy of the public naticensultation poster,

the CommunitylnvolvementPaper2 andthe interim sustainability appraisaéport. We asked

all Town and Parish Council/Meetings to help us in publicising the consultation by placing the
consultation poser on their notice board and other suitable public places in their area.
Contact details for the Plawng Policy team were provided in case of any queries or difficulties
in accessing the consultation documents onjiaed to request an additional poster

We aimed to increase awareness and address groups identified as potentially
underrepresented in planning consultation and engagement by publishing a consultation


https://letstalk.cherwell.gov.uk/

poster and flyer. These documents summarised the purpose of the consultation, provided
information on how to access the consultation documents axgblainedhow to submit
commentsand the deadline for submitting representationsicluded on the consultation

poster and flyer was @R codeavhich, when scannedpok the user directly to théocal Plan
WSOASG O2yadzZ GFGA2y 2y (GKS [/ 2dzy OAY REQ &0 2 ¢/1afdif
CherwelDThe QR codprovided access to the consultation and supporting documents more

quickly than by manually entering@RL. thereby helping tachiewe a more conveient user

friendly, digital planning systerithe public noticeconsultation posteandflyer are included

in Appendix3, 4 and5.

Email or letter notifications were sent to tlionsulteedisted in the Statement of Community
Involvementandanyone whowasNB 3 A & § SNE R PlghnitigeSlicdat@bdsd@ @y f Q &
September 2021 This databaséncluded those who had provided comments at the first
Cherwell Local Plan Review consultation stage in summer. ZD20database includes parish
councils, adjacent dhborities and parishes, planning agents, statutory consultees, local
pressure groups and organisatiorsdindividuals The email was accompanied by anay

of the public notice about the consultation whilst a printed public notice was enclosed with
the letters.

The three consultation bodies under the SEA Regulatiddatural England, Historic England
and the Environment Agen@ywere sent aseparateemail inviting comments on thimterim
Sustainability Apprais&teport

In addition, Duty to Goperateauthorities and other relevant bodies were identified and sent
an email inviting comments on the Duty to-Gperate Background Paper.

Feedback was sought on the issues identjfegtt the questions and options presented in the
consultation paperCommenswere also invited othe emerging evidence base, including an

Interim Sustainability AppraisaReport A representation form wasnade available for
comments.The representation form is attached at Appen@ixn additionrespondents were
encouraged tsubmit commentsonlinevia KS / 2dzy OAf Qa RAIAGIE O2y a
LI FGF2NXYZ [ SGQa ¢ httbs)/letstdkShNdyeSidof.uk | GF At ot S | {

Hard copies of the consultation documents were made labée to view atBodicote House
and at libraries throughout the district during their advertised opening hofissa result of
the COVIEL9 pandemicwe were unable to place hard copy documents in Bicester and
Banbury Town Councils due to restricted public access or tesmpalosure Public notices
were posted at thee two deposilocations explaining where the relevant documents could
be accessed online andth contact details for those who may have difficulty in doing so.

Where access to documents online could not be achieved, the Planning Policy team could be
contactedin order to request a hard copy tfe relevant document by post.

3.4 Website and Oni¢ Consultation

10


https://letstalkcherwellgov.uk/

¢ KS / 2QghvielLbcdl ®lan Review webpages contained all the details relevant to the
consultation, including theCommunity Involvement Paper 2, related documents and
representation form.A designated email addres®lénningPolicyConsultation@cherwell
dc.gov.ulk was suppliedor the submision ofrepresentationsA link tod KS / 2 dzy OAf Q&
consultation andengagement [atform https:/letstalkcherwellgov.uk/where interested
partiescould view the consultation documents armbmment on the questionand options

set out in the document online wazrovided The platform is integratesvith G KS / 2 dzy OA £
website and provides a range of digital engagement tools including ideas boards, discussion
forums, mapping tools and surveys.

During the consultationthere were approximately 3,600 visitstotal to the Cherwell Local

ttry wS@ASg O2yadzZ Gl aGAz2y 2y [SGQa ¢l 1 / KSNX
a day was 312305 individuals participated in surveys whilst 978 downloaded a document,

36 visited the key dates page, 2,556 visited at least one page, and 1,117 visited multiple
projectpagesAi A YSE Ay S aK2gAy3d (GKS ydzyoSNI 2 Fsix@A & A G 2
weekconsultationis presented in Figure. 1

CA3IdzNBE mY [SGQa ¢l f1 /KSNBStt AaAiAd2NRER {dzvyvYl

Pageviews Visitors

h@dSNIfttsx GKS O2yadzZf GFridA2y R20dzyYSyida oSNBE R2;¢
Talk CherwellThethree documents that were downloaded theost were the consultation

paper (886 downloads), Appendix Z; schedule of sites (139 downloads) and Appendix 1

maps of Bicester and Banbury (124 downloads).

11


mailto:PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk
mailto:PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk
http://letstalkcherwellgov.uk.engagementhq.com/

CKS YIAY OGNIFFAO &a2dz2NOS G2 (GKS Oz2yadzZ dFGAazy
visits), followedd @ (G KS / 2dzy OAf Qa 6S0aAliS oHTOwesBAAA(AD
mostlyvia search engines, neighbourhood forum websites and parish council websites.

3.5 Press Coverage

A statutory notice was placed in the Oxfdvthil, Bicester Advertiser and Banbury Guardian
to advertise the commencement of the consultation (see Appefiix

¢CKNBES LINKaa NBfSIFIaSa ¢6SNB Lzt AaKSR 2y
interested stakeholders prior {and during the condtation period The press releases and
media outlets covering each story are summarised in Table 1.

G§KS /

Table 1: Media releases and resulting coverage

Press release Media outlets covering the

story

Date of press release

8 September 2021

Call for views to help shap
RA & (G NA O (afhauncéd
the forthcoming launch of
the Cherwell Local Pla
Review consultation.

Banbury Guardiar® and 29
September

Bicester Advertiser
Banbury FM

UK Property Forums

29 September 2021

Call for views on choices f{
a Kk LIS /| KSND {
summairised the purpose 0|
the consultation, providec
information on how to acces
the consultation document:
and explained how to subm
comments and the deadlin|
for submitting
representations

Banbury Guardia@7 October
Banbury FM26 October

5 November 2021

Final few days to take part i

current Local Plai
consultation reminded
people to take the

opportunity to have their say
on the consltation before
the deadline. It summarise;
the matters that views werg
sought on, set out the nex
steps and explained how t

submit comments online

Bicester Advertiser

The press releasareincluded in Appendi8 and the resulting media coveragengiuded in

Appendix 9
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https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/899/call-for-views-to-help-shape-district-s-future
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/899/call-for-views-to-help-shape-district-s-future
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/904/call-for-views-on-choices-to-shape-cherwell-s-future
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/904/call-for-views-on-choices-to-shape-cherwell-s-future
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/918/final-few-days-to-take-part-in-current-local-plan-consultation
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/918/final-few-days-to-take-part-in-current-local-plan-consultation
https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/news/article/918/final-few-days-to-take-part-in-current-local-plan-consultation

The Cherwell Local Plan Review consultation featured irS#member edition of Cherwell
Link an online source of news, information and evefasall Cherwell residentéaccessed
online at https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/203/cherweHink). The article is included in
Appendix10.

On 27 October 2021Councillor Colin Clarkéhe Lead Member forPlanning at Cherwell
District Council undertook a local radio interview on Banbury FM to explain and promote the
Cherwell Local Plan Review consultation. A recording of the interview is available at
https://banburyfm.com/news/restassuredany-future-developmentit-will-affect-all-of-us/

3.6 Social Media

¢KS / 2dzy OAf Q& Cplathofis fére useld gxiensivedy pripiBdNdiring the
consultation A post made on 8 September 2021 announced the forthcoming launch of the
consultation and there was approximately one post a week during the consultation period
which aimed to increase awareness of the consultation and how to participdtie posts

had a link to the Local Plan webpam®d thedigital consultation andengagement fatform.

Table2: Summary of social media reach

8 September 2021 | 6,319 people reached

23 likes, comments & shares.

191 post clicks.

29 September 2021 | 5,918 people reached.

25 reactions, comments & shares.
184 post clicks.

11 October 2021 1,799 people reached.

2 likes, comments & shares.

28 post clicks.

21 October 2021 3,386 people reached.

12 likes, comments & shares.

61 post clicks.

25 October 2021 3,821 people reached.

14 reactions, comments & shares.
107 post clicks.

1 November 2021 2,545 people reached.

13 reactions, comments & shares.
73 post clicks.

6 November 2021 2,240 people reached.

13 likes, comments & shares.

66 postclicks.

9 November 2021 2,161 people reached.

9 likes, comments & shares.

41 post clicks.
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https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/203/cherwell-link
https://banburyfm.com/news/rest-assured-any-future-development-it-will-affect-all-of-us/

8 September 2021

1,049 impressions.

29 engagements.

29 September 2021

885 impressions.
24 engagements.

11 October 2021

464 impressions.
14 engagements.

21 October 2021

398 impressions.

5 engagements.

25 October 2021

502 impressions.
12 engagements.

1 November 2021

623 impressions.
23 engagements.

6 November 2021

815 impressions.
24 engagements.

9 November 2021

506 impressions.

7 engagements.

A record of theposts on social media includedn Appendixl1.

3.7 Internal Communications

On 9 September 2024nd 30 September 2021he Cherwell Local Plan Review was publicised
in the weekly internal email bulletig Cherwell Newsg, which is sent to altolleaguesA link

was provided in the emails to an article published on the Staff Intranet. The two Cherwell
News emaibulletinsare included in Appendik2 and 13, andthe two articles published on

the Staff Intranet(dated 8 Sefember and 28 September 202aje included in Appendik4

and15.

The Cherwell Local Plan Review consultation featured in the wetffyiemail from the Chief
Executive¢ Latest Update from Yvonne on 10 September 20211 October 202land 4
November 2021The first email announced the forthcoming launch of the Cherwell Local Plan
Review consultation, provided an overview of the paper and included a link to the press

NEf SHa&as

Ldzof AAKSR 2y

iKS

| 2dzy OAf Qa4
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had opened, provided an overview of the purpose of the consultadiat explained how to
submit comments onlineThe third email reminded stakeholders to take the opportunity to
have their say on the consultation before the deadline. A link to the daatgan on the
consultation and engagement platform was includétie three Latest Update from Yvonne
emails to alcolleaguesare included in Appendik6, 17 and 18.

Direct email notifications were also sent to the Chief Executive, Directors and otiecico
services (particularly those in the working groups) to adefghe forthcomingconsultation

launch

3.8 Engagement witifown and Parish Council/Meetsand Stakeholdes
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Village services questionnaires wesentto each parish in February 2021 to help ensure that
the Parish Profiles being preparéa support the Cherwell Local Plan Review were based on
up to date information. The questionnaires were a fanting exercise about the facilities,
opportunities andconstraints in each village. A reminder to respond to the village services
guestionnaire was included within the Cherwell Parish Bulletin which was sent by email to all
parish councils and meetings on 22 February 2021. The Cherwell Parish Bartetlns
included at Appendig9.

Advance notice of the second stage of consultation on the Cherwell Local Plan Review was
provided in the August edition of the Cherwell Parish Bulletin, distributed on 23 August 2021.
The email confirmed that th&ommunity Involvament Paper 2 was scheduled to go to
Executive for approval on 6 September, with the agenda being made public a week before
the meeting. i was also confirmed that the Planning Policy Team would be in touch regarding
arrangements for consultation, includitgiefings for town and parish councils. The Cherwell
Parish Bulletiremailis included at Appendi20.

Town and Parish Councils/Meetings were invited to a-gmesultation briefingon 15
September 2021. The aims of the session werelisguss the purposef the Community
Involvement Paper, timescales for the Plan preparation and its relationship to ttien
current consultation on the Oxfordshire Plan 20%6th time forquestiors and answes. The
parishes in attendanceere:

Barford St John and Barford i8ichael Parish Council
Bletchingdon Parish Council

Bloxham Parish Council

Cropredy Parish Council

Drayton Parish Council

Kidlington Parish Council

Shutford Parish Council

Sibford Ferris Parish Council

Sibford Gower Parish Council

Weston On The Green Pdri€ouncil

= =4 4 4 4 8 5 2 2

=

In October 2021Town and Parish Councils/Meetingad stakeholderswere invited to a
webinar on the Community InvolvementPaper 2 The vebinarswere conducted remotely
through Microsoft Teams and took the form of a short introduction and prestgom by the
Planning Policy tearandthose attending were givethe opportunity to discuss the content
of the consultation documentTheattendees and key areas of discussame summarised
below.

3.8.1 Webinar 19 Octobe021
Attendees

The Bourtons Parish Council
Epwell Parish Council
Horton-cum-Strudley Parish Council
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Deddington Parish Council
Sibford Ferris Parish Council
Kirtlington Parish Council
Bletchingdon Parish Council
Wendlebury Parish Council

Notes:
Sibford Ferris ParisBouncil

1 Would like to be involved in the reategorisation of villagesSibford Ferris and Sibford
Gower have separate parish couneitgl would like to be relassified as two separate
villages.

1 25 new homes have been permitted on Hook Norton Road, Silierris.

The road conditions are bad and in parts roads are narrow without pavements.

1 A guery in relation to the number of active applications on the housing register with
preference to living in Sibford Ferris was raised.

1 The Parish asked for a list thie Local Plan consultation questions to be emailed to
them and a link provided to the parish profile maps.

1 Queried the figures in Table &f the consultation paper Homes Planned and
Delivered.

=

Epwell Parish Council

1 The Parish Council has a very smafthber of staff and would like advance notice of
planning policy consultations.

Wendlebury Parish Council

1 The proposed Siemensmployment development at M40 J9 was mentioned. A
guestion regarding speculative employment development was asked.

Kirtlington Paish Council

1 Consider the Oxford to Cambridge Arc government project is driving excessive growth
in the South East. Asked for CDC position.

General comments

1 Welcome how theconsultationpaper was put together.
1 A bit difficult to find the sites on the websit

3.8.2 Webinar 20 Octobe021
Attendees:

Cropredy Parish Council
Middleton Stoney Parish Council
Adderbury Parish Council
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Bloxham Parish Council
Fritwell Parish Council
Tadmarton Parish Council
Wendlebury Parish Council
Bletchingdon Parish Council

Notes:
Middleton Stoney

1 Interested in the sites from the call for sites that are shown on the parish profile and
hoped that the parish profiles were sent to parishes to view and comment.

1 Middleton Stoney is a Category C village and asked about villaggocesation.

1 Concern was raised over traffic impact in areas and would like the Plan to consider
traffic mitigation.

1 The Plan makes no reference to design. Beautiful buildings are needed.

1 Footpaths are not mentioned. This is important in rural areas #sprovides
connectivity between places.

Wendlebury

f wSIjdzSaGSR Of I NAFTAOI A2y 2y GKS YSIyAy3a 2
context of the Eonomic Needs Assessment

1 Raisedconcernover M40 junction 9 capacity and the A41.

1 Mentioned the plaming application at junction 9. 1,000 jobs will be created which will
have significant impact on the network capacity.

T ¢KS tfly akKz2dzZ RyQid F20dza 2y (GKS YIFAyYy (NI
people will drive through villages and it will be thi#lages that will sufferVillages
cannotabsorb additional traffic.

Cropredy

1 Requested a copy of all the consultation questions in a list format. Officers agreed to
send the parish a link to the online representation form.

1 Asked whether the Local Platrategyis being reviewe@nd whether we will depart
from it and focus on villages.

1 The parish agreed that the village categorisation should be reviewed, especially
Cropredy due to downgraded public transport. Queried the methodology for
identifying howsing numbers for villages.

9 Cropredy is thinking of undertaking a local housing needs survey and asked if this
would help the PlanThe parish are ot considering a Neighbourhood Plan at present
a4 GKSNB Aa y2 GAYS 2N NBvlldisadobtdideafshg G A 2 v S
webinar.

Fritwell
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1 Disappointed that the amount of development needed will need to wait for the
Oxfordshire Plar2050 to identify.There is dot of uncertainty as the housing numbers
and employment need are unknown

1 Thedeliverability of Local Plan allocations that have not progressesiquestioned

1 New homes are for commuters need and not for local need.

1 There are warehouses built ansbme arevacant The demand and need were
guestioned.

1 Agree that the village categsation should be reviewed.

1 Fritwell has seen a 16% increase housingwhich is enough now. There is no
sustainable transport in the village. Villages will receive more trafficalroutes.

1 Proposed development &aynards Green will have a bigaatt and will add pressure
in the area. From the west, villages will suffer and will only be made worse.

3.8.3 Webinar 21 Octobef021
Attendees:

Conserving Wildlife in South East Bicester
Save Gavray Meadows Campaign
Bloxhanresident

The Woodland Trust

CPRE Cherwell District
Westonon-the-Green Parish Council

Notes:
The Woodland Trust

9 Tree cover is low in Cherwell.

1 Tree cover must be ilcporatedinto new housing developments.

T ¢KS 222Rfl YR ¢NHzZGQa WOYSNHSyOe ¢NBS tfl)
canopy cover The percentage of tree cover should be specified in policy.

1 Agroforestry is an increasingly popular way of incorporating trees and small areas of
woodland onto farms.

Weston on the Green Parish Council

1 Requested clarification on the conteat other plans such as the Oxfe@ambridge

Arc. How can the Cherwell Local Plan take this into account?

The A34 corridor is dominated by road transport.

There may be scope for rail for local travel in the region.

Other transport options other than roaddwel should be considered.

Investment in public transport and active travel to bring maximum benefits to the

rural areas.

1 Need to consider the age structure in rural areas. Some older people may be unable
to walk far, or cycle so good public transport eeded.

= = 4 =4
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1 Reducing the number of cars expected from new housing development would mean
less space needed for parking.

Save Gavray Meadows Campaign

1 The number of ecology hours available to CDC is of concern. Ecology needs greater
resource.

1 Would like to see @% biodiversity net gain policy requirement.

1 Local Green Space designation is welcomed. Queried whether there is a limit on the
number the Council can designate.

1 Raised the proposed Strategic Rail Freight Interchange near Heyford Park.

1 There is a need torptect Conservation Target Areas. Bicester 12 and Bicester 13 have
compromised the CTA.

91 Consider bicycle rickshaws.

Bloxhanmresident

1 Reiterated the importance of ecology and officer resource.

1 Inrelation to planning approvals, there is a need to check Wwhatbeen requested of
developers has been installed.

1 There is only one nature reserve in Bloxham.

1 Information needs reviewing to ensure it is accurate and up to date.

1 Tree planting to enhance the environment and inclusion of a buffer zone.

CPRE Cherwelldirict

1 There are problems over ownership and management ofABédand M40 which are

the responsibility of Mtional Highways Junction 9 improvements are needed
especially given pressures for development near the junction.

The Arc Expressway has not bealed out.

The railway should be used to transport containers from Southampton rather than
using road.

EastWest rail should be electric

The importance ofdrmingto the economy was mentioned.

alye 2F (KS WwWOIff F2N) arailisSaQ adzoyYriaarizya
The Oxfordshire Growth Needs Assessmeninethodology was criticised. Too many
homes.OGNA is out of date.

= =4
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Conserving Wildlife in South East Bicester

1 According to a 1974 OS map, five or six faneer Bicester have been lost since 1974.
1 Try and preserve sontemnants of farmland around Bicester.

4. Qonsultation Responses
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4.1 Who Responded to the Consultation?

Consultation materials were made available for comment to a wide range of organisations
and individuals and representations were received from the folhowi

Adjoininglocalauthorities and othelocalauthorities;

Other organisations and companies (e.g. agents and developers);
Town and Parish Councils / Meetings;

Local councillors

w S & A RaSsyciatinis, communityroups and other organisations;
Statutory bodies, utility companies, NHS, emergency services; and
1 Residents and other individuals.

= =4 8 4 -8 -4

4.2 Number of Comments Received

A total of 962 representations were received from residents, individuals and organisations
The comments received melation to each question and option presented ingtltonsultation
paper, Interim Sustainability Appraisal Report and the emerging evidence basetaoat in
Table3.

Table3: Number ofComments Received

Option or Topic Area Number of
Question CommentsReceived
Option 1 Vision 173
Option 2 Key objective 169
Option 3 Location of employment land 200
Option4 Employment land 155
Question | Supporting employment 53
Option 5 Town centres and retail 127
Question | Town centre uses (Banbury, Bicester and 49
Kidlington)
Question | Supporting our town centres 41
Option 6 Rates of affordable housing 172
Option 7 Affordable housing tenure 155
Option 8 Housing internal space standards 155
Question | Separation distances 85
Option 9 Housing accessibility 144
Question | Travelling communities 32
Question | Housing policies 80
Option 10 | Sustainable construction 154
Question | Retrofitting of historic buildings 56
Option 11 | Renewable energy 114
Question | Policies for climate change, sustainable 68
construction andenewable energy
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Option or Topic Area Number of
Question CommentsReceived
Question | Green Belt 126
Option 12 | Biodiversity 155
Option 13 | Natural capital 146
Question | Biodiversity and the natural environment 45
Option14 |/ KAt RNBy Qa LX) I & 129
Option 15 | Outdoor sports provision 124
Question | Local Greerspaces 68
Question | Protecting the historic environment 55
Question |! OKAS@AyYy3 322R ljdza t A G878
Question | 20-minute neighbourhoods 96
Question | Transport and connectivity 142
Option 16 | Digital infrastructure 110
Question | Transportpolicies 53
Option 17 | Infrastructure delivery 100
Question | Delivering infrastructure 36
Option 18 | Housing and employment growth at Banbury 137
Option 19 | Banburyg directions of development 133
Question | Important views of Banbury 59
Option 20 | Banburytown centrec Article 4 Directions 90
Option 21 | Banbury Canalside 94
Question |. F yodzNE Q& 2LJSy aLl OS&a |33
Question | Addressing inequality in Banbury 17
Question | Reducing car dependency in Banbury 55
Option 22 | Housing and employment growth at Bicester 48
Option 23 | Bicesterg directions of growth 41
Option 24 | Bicester town centre Article 4 Directions 27
Option 25 | Bicesterg community and cultural facilities 27
Question |. AOSadGSNDa KSNAGIFIAS y]9
Question |. AOSaiSNRa 2LISy aL)l OSali6
Question | Local green spaces in Bicester 10
Question | Reducing car dependency in Bicester 21
Question | Kidlington infill housing 26
Option 26 | Kidlington employment 57
Option 27 | Kidlington centre 47
Question | Reducing car dependency in Kidlington and the | 31
surrounding villages

Option 28 | Kidlington green space 47
Question | Kidlington sports, recreation and community nee¢ 18
Option 29 | Heyford Park 30
Option 30 | Housing in the rural areas 233
Option 31 | Meeting rural housing development needs 200
Option32 | Developing a rural settlement hierarchy 182
Question | Settlement boundaries 121
Option 33 | The rural economy 128
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Option or Topic Area Number of

Question CommentsReceived
Option 34 | Historic and natural environment 159
Question | Neighbourhood planning 87
Question | Development management policies 39
Generalcomments 40
Interim Sustainability Apprais&eport 13
Health Impact Assessment 1
Parish Profiles To insert
Total Comments To total

4.3 HowRepresentatioaWere Submitted

The majority of representations were submitted by envetilile somewere received by post

and 327 were submittedc either fully or in partg i K NB dz3 K (i &nfine dodsdlrgtionk £ Q a
and engagement platfornLet® Talk CherwellSome representations were submitted in
duplicate by methods including email and post or emaid d.et@ Talk Cherwell55
NBLINSASYGlrGA2ya &adzooYAGGSR @Al [SdiQa ¢t /K
giving consent for their details to be stored and used by the Council in connection with the
preparation of the Local Plaand several otherepresentatiors were invalid for other

reasons.

4 4 \What Stakeholders Told Us

This sectionlists the questions and options included in the consultatioilowed by a
summary of the responses and any Council respan&esiore detailed summary of the
responses is set out iippendix22. Full copies of each representation can be viewed online
at https://www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planningpolicy.

OPTION.: VISION
] Do you have any observations on the suggested Vision?

Approximately 173esponses were receivad response to this option

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said:
1 The plan should support the requirement foontributions for | Support welcome. Comments nateThe
new primary care infrastructure. Visionhas beerupdatedwhere necessary
f Vision should include more emphasis on walking and cycling to reflect the consultation responses
including better linkages between rural communities and url
centres, and between neighbourhoods. Consideration shoul
be given to the delivergf a safe and suitable cycle route fron
Oxford to Banbury.
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Vision 2 should look for all new development to be built to
standards equal to Passivhaus Standard/mandatory inclusic
renewables.

Vision 4 needs to be tough on energy efficient standards.
Visim 6: reality is gridlocked roads, inadequate footpaths an
cycle ways and over capacity motorway. This vision should
focus on better services to and from the surrounding village
Vision 10 should be split in to two distinct points (natural an
built envionment and market towns). The aim will not be
achieved with the level of development proposed around theg
villages.

Vision 11 will be difficult to prove biodiversity; how will it be
measured?

Vision 12; inappropriate developments have been forced
upon Bicster and Kidlington.

Vision 13 is incorrect; Heyford Park needs a community
cemetery.

Vision 14 should be more specific and allow light industry ar
business in existing villages as well as new developments.
Vision generally supported; more detail required

Must control development in rural areas and provide more
nature areas and parks.

Should be split into two areas; south with Bicester and
Kidlington and north with Banbury and extend to chipping
Norton.

Cherwell needs to be considered along with Oxforg ici
relation to flooding and waste issues.

The vision is not good, full of good intentions and deliberate
vague with no housing numbers identified. Too encompassi
It is not clear whether one priority will be allowed to override
another; the vision Isould identify prioritisation.

Unlikely to achieve climate action targets with more
development and reductions in biodiversity.

Should place a greater emphasis on green spaces and
pedestrian areas (no car areas).

Villages should remain separate frdanbury; coalescence
should be avoided.

Villages do not have the facilities, services, or infrastructure
cope with more development.

None of the proposals seek to rectify issues with transport a
social infrastructure associated with the demands of new
developments. Focus needs to be given to an infrastructure
first approach. Current infrastructure cannot cope with
proposed levels of development.

Focus on brownfield and vacant buildings on land within the|
boundaries of the main towns and protection ofigting
countryside. Green Belt land should not be up for discussior
and the natural and built environment should be protected.
Affordable houses are needed in the right places in villages
market price houses are forcing younger generations out of
villages.

The need for better transport and economic centres is
guestioned given the impacts of Brexit and Covid.
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Vision is divorced from the national and Oxfordshire context
Protection and enhancement of the rural identity of the distr
to combat the globallenate emergency should be key in this
vision.

The challenge of climate change should be the main priority
0KS @Ararz2y akKz2dAZR 06S WINBS)
environmentally sustainable.

Need to clearly differentiate what development is suitable fo
towns and what is suitable for rural villages/open countrysid
Vision overexposes villages to greater development.

The plan on the whole is reasonable for maintaining the staf
quo, however, it lacks ambition and foresight.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

T

Bloxham Parish Council welcomes the general direction of t
key themes and the approach taken to secure sustainability
Vision cold be strengthened with the inclusion of inter
relationships, including the relationships between settlemen
and their diverse and distinctive contributions.

Swalcliffe Parish Council considers that the focus should be
opportunities at largesettlements and planned growth
locations.

Sibford Gower Parish Council note that the success of the L
Plan Review will be measured on delivery of the right housir
to the right people, in the right places, at the right time.
Launton Parish Council fite the vision to be at odds with th
approval of the gas fired power station in Launton in 2019.
Hanwell Parish Council considers the vision to be strong an
lends support to the protection of villages. Vision 10 should
ranked higher to indicate itsriportance.

Cropredy Parish Council supports the vision in general and
suggests that Vision 14 should include a statement about
maintaining villages rural identity by preventing coalescence
and protecting the rural character and quality of village by
preverting inappropriate and disproportionate development.
Bletchingdon Parish Council supports the three themes and
draft vision.

Middleton Stoney Parish Council welcomes the 3 key themg
but suggest more consideration should be given to healthy
place shapingiirural areas, more emphasis on good design
new developments, more focus on existing land banks/infill
before greenfield sites and support for greater digital
connectivity. Disappointed that there is no provision for the
improving of bridleways and fopaths. Vision should explicitly
recognize and agree to tackle the unsustainable burden of
existing traffic flows through villages before new developme
is authorised.

Fritwell Parish Council strongly supports Vision 14. Notes th
with Vision 10 rural erivtonments are increasingly degraded [
building on greenfield sites and increased traffic on unsuitak
roads. Notes that with Vision 4 housing prices are pushed
beyond the means of local families and with Vision 1, planni

should act now to ensure all mebuildings are energy efficient

Support welcome. Comments noted. The
Vision has been updated where necessar
to reflect the consultation responses.
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Weston on the Green Parish Council note that the vision va
the environment, economy and the rural feel of the district
whilst taking account of the need for and type of housing
alongside the importance of environmettitafriendly
construction. The vision should align with population trends
with emphasis on protecting the environment. Stronger visig
needed regarding the building back of woodland.
Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council notes that decisior
must be deliered through robust evidence bases.

Bodicote Parish Council note that the vision is wide ranging
noble, however aspirations do not necessarily relate to reali
There is limited reassurance about protecting the needs of
villages on the edges of townthese villages should be
considered as a separate section in the plan.

Banbury Town Council agree with the vision but note that it
too long.

Heyford Park Parish Council note that there needs to be an
obligation for all new development to include renakble
energy sources.

ZKI
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Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman K
support Vision 5 an¥fision 9.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

1
1

)l
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Agree with/support/broadly support the suggested vision.
Vision is conservative, lacks ambition and should be bolder
its delivery and consider sustainable technologies.

Vision appears to be clogematched to the overarching visior
of the Oxfordshire Plan 2050 and NPPF.
Cherwell should continue to be ambitious in its vision and tg
advantage of the significant opportunities it is presented wit
both from its existing assets and from governméatked
growth in the wider region.

Vision should provide clear commitments and ambitions wh
align with the OxfordCambridge Arc Spatial Framework
(OCASF). Some support the reference to the OCASF. Somq
that until there is certainty regarding the OGA$hat the
Council should plan for its own housing and economic need
based on its own development strategy.

Suggest that the strategic element is left to the Oxfordshire
Plan 2050; having a separate Cherwell vision could be
confusing and duplicate.

Seekfurther clarity on Vision 12.

Agree plan needs to reflect NPPF regarding 30 year time
horizon for strategic sites.

Suggested alternative wording to the second paragraph of t
GraA2Yy (G2 NBIFRY GXLINRBOIARS 14
prosperous, resiiint and sustainable future for all our
O2YYdzy AlGASaE e

The climate emergency and lifestyle approaches will have &

greater impact than the pandemic in the coming years.

Support welcome. Comments noted. The
Vision has been updated where necessar
to reflect the consultation responses.
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Seek further detail on the studies being undertaken in relatiq
to the transport network apacity, landscape sensitivity and
town centre retail study.

Some are encouraged to see Vision 14 as part of the vision
others note that Vision 14 does not mention housing growth
rural areas and should reflect how rural communities are
anticipated to @commodate housing growth.

The vision needs to support a level of sustainable rural grow
strengthening rural communities is important to the vision.
Vision 13 should acknowledge the role of Heyford Park in th
settlement hierarchy; it provides a role equivalent to Banbur,
Bicester, and Kidlington, and should specifically refer to the
sites set out in the local plan review on the edge of Oxford i
theQ2y GSEG 2F GKS 420 KSNJ I NB
Welcome the ambition to develop energy efficient, well
designed homes, in the right place and in the right quantity.
Support the targeting of areas which benefit from sustainabl
transport links and other fnastructure.

The vision should be deliverable and supported by a robust
evidence base, including a whole plan viability assessment.
Fails to address how the spatial aspect of growth in the Dist
will be delivered and fails to reference the housing need
required through the plan period.

Vision 4 should ber¢ 2 NRSRY aG¢2 YSSi 2
choice of market and affordable housing is provided. These
K2YSa aK2dzZ R 0S SySNHe& ST7T]
The vision should support proportionate housing andibess
growth. Vision 3 is too vague and should have specific
reference to housing provision and delivery.

The role of rural villages should not be underestimated; they
complement larger settlements.

The vision should support the creation of a rangeobkjand
recognise the existing strengths of the connectivity to the
strategic highway network.

The Plan must ensure sufficient employment land, particulal
for logistics. Greater emphasis should be put on maintaining
and developing a sustainable local aomy.

Vision should acknowledge the important relationship with
Oxford and deliver growth in areas with truly sustainable link
to the city.

More detail required on the aspirations of the vision and
explicitly state the end of the plan period. Others sugighe
future image for the district should be aligned with the
Oxfordshire Strategic Vision to 2050.

The continued sustainable growth and development of the
economy and the role that retail and tourism sectors play in
this should be emphasised.

Support br the emphasis placed on addressing climate char|
The vision should recognise the opportunity for new settlem
propositions.

Strong focus on environmental improvements and
sustainability are commended; crucial to enable the
environment to recover antlourish.

26




= =

Vision has overlooked the housing and economic potential ¢
Kidlington; evidence bases support growth as did the Partial
review. Kidlington should be taken forward for new growth.
Support the references to Kidlington in the vision.

Vision has owdooked the need for a Green Belt review.
Tables 1 and 2 do not account for growth planned through t
Partial Review.

Strong disagreement to the presentation of the Key Themeg
with emphasis lacking and terminology used contrary to the
NPPF and the Arc &ml Framework.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

Stagecoach highlights that local plan strategies need to hav|
regard to wider transport policies and initiatives as the
WodzaAySaa & dzadz- £ | LILINEBI Of
OGN yaLR2 NI YSFadz2NBaQ FNB NBI
site selectim will only achieve the same edependant results
which are oblivious to public transport. The Local Transport
Connectivity Plan for Oxfordshire should play a key role in tf
transport evidence base. Concerns raised that the vision meé
no referenceto the change needed in how people move
around the District.

The Department for Education welcomes references in the
LX FyQa @Ararzy (G2 Ay@Sal Ay
inequality and social exclusion, increase education, training
skills; andporomote net zero carbon developments.

Sport England notes that the vision will require outside
partners to deliver it.

The Woodland Trust welcomes the vision for an
environmentally resilient district where the biodiversity
resource is enhanced. OxfordshiP&an 2050, OxCam Arc
Leaders' Environment Principles as well as Cherwell's
Community Nature Plan should continue to inform the visior]

Support welcome. Comments noted. The
Vision has been updated where necessar
to reflect the consultation responses.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshire County Council:

0 Supports the emphasis on climate action and
acknowledgement of opportunities for post COMI®
recovery, with climate change at the heart of the
vision.

0 Welcome further reérence to innovation and
connectivity and specifically the Local Transport
| 2yySOGAGAGE tfl yd WCdzi
G§SOKy2t23ASaQ O2dxZ R 0685

o Page 18: should be more specific; growth will be
focused on strong transport corridots enable active
and sustainable travel.

0 Page 21: picture should be something more ambitio
and recognisable (e.g. cycling).

0 Page 21 Theme 2: expand on modal shift needed to
reduce carbon emissions. Growth to be concentrate

in areas with established traport connections and

Supportwelcome. Comments noted. The
Vision has been updated where necessar
to reflect the consultation responses.
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investment in infrastructure focused on active and
sustainable travel.

o0 Page 22: connectivity should be more specific; activ
and sustainable travel will be prioritised.

0 Page 23: no mention of transport, as a minimum it
should refer tatransport in the context of growth in
urban areas.

0 Vision 5 needs to explicitly reference the importance
of creating healthy enabling environments. Design a
delivery of new developments and their connectivity
to existing communities need to reflelbkalthy place
shaping principles.

0 Vision 3: reference to ageing communities is
important.

0 Archaeological resource of the district needs to be
protected and enhanced.

0 Welcome policies which strengthen or support net
zero carbon homes.

o Pathways to a Zero Gar Oxfordshire (PAZCO) shoul
be referred to.

o LyOfdzRS I LJ NJ INI LK &dz0
are the waste collection authority, whilst waste
management, disposal and planning are the
responsibility of Oxfordshire County Council. We wil
continueto work with the County to ensure that
sustainable management of waste and resource
efficiency is achieved. We will also consider the
Minerals and Waste Local Plan, as part of the
Development Plan for Oxfordshire, in the preparatio
2T GKS [20Ff tflyéo

Wed Oxfordshire Council supports all three overarching
themes, and the visions relate well to national and local
context and feedback received so far. Suggest that the secq
LI N} INF LK 2F (GKS @GAarzy oS
healthier,fairer, more posperous, resilient and sustainable
FdzidzNB F2NJ [ £ 2dzNJ O2YYdzy A {
extend to more than just new homes. Vision 10 and Vision ]
should give recognition to landscape and biodiversity being
part of a wider network.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

)l

CPRE Oxfordshire broadly supports the vision and suggest
additional objective should be t@tain and support active locd
democracy. Vision 5 should refer to accessible green space
2dzad 2Ly &aLI OS IyR zA&Az2Y
O2yiNRG6dziA2Yy (2 hETFT2NRAKANJ
Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan Forum sugpdhe broad
vision, but more emphasis is needed on the importance of
finding a balance between development necessary to achie
the vision and the conservation and enhancement of the
natural environment.

Bicester Sports Association supports the committrterwork
with partners to ensure investments in social and physical

infrastructure.

Support welcome. Comments noted. The
Vision has been updated where necessar
to reflect the consultation responses.
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1 Oxfordshire Badger Group note the plan has good intention
but current emphasis is on economic and population growth
need to fully commit to tackling climate change ghd
ecological emergency. An opportunity exists to ensure that
nature and wildlife is no longer undervalued, ignored or side
lined.

1 Suggest that all green spaces should remain and not be

proposed for development.

The vision may be difficult to provide ieality.

The vision should recognise the tools needed to achieve the

goals of economic growth that are compatible with climate

change, health and wellbeing goals including a focus on pric
for walking and cycling using safe routes.

1 Town centres should beedestrianised and better use of road
and car parking spaces for public open space, cycle parking
cafes, etc.

1 The Canal & River Trust note that they can work collaborati
to support the vision.

1 The importance and the permanence of the Green Belt khol
be continued to be supported. Protection of the Green Belt ¢
the wider green landscape should be given the highest prior

= =

OPTION: KEY OBJECTIVES
Do you have any observations to make on the draft objectives? Which do you consider are th
important?

Approximately 169esponses were receivad response to this option

Key Comments Officer Responses
Objective
KO1 Membersof the public Noted.
1 Focus development in town The Key Objectives have been updhte
centres to reduce levels of having regard to the consultation
travel. responses.

1 Affordable housing need has
not been met.

1 Should identify areas where
housing and employment can
be enhanced.

There will never be "sufficient"
homes.

9 Essential to provide suppoftr
living standards.

1 Development should not be on
Green Belt land.

1 Should conserve, sustain and
enhance.
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1

1

Urban sprawl will be in direct
contradiction to the climate
mitigation objectives.

Space requirements can be
significantly reduced by better
addressing the needs of parkin
and roads.
LYLRNIFyYyQG o dz
allocate.

Needs to reference brownfield
sites.

The definition of need is highly
controversial.

Housing and employment
should meet local needs.

Town and Parish Councils

f

Pleased that the strategy place
such emphasis on climate
change.

KO should read: Allocate
sufficientsuitableland to
YSSixXxed ! yR aK?2
account of working with local
commurities and paying due
regard to the fairness and
appropriateness of allocating
land.

Support the concept that
housing and employment
should be to meet local needs.

Support welcomed.
Noted as above.

Development Industry

1

Support KO and believe that
there is sufficient land in rural
areas to help meet the
objective.

KO1 is one of the most
important.

Should be expanded to clarify
that this includes the needs of
existing businesses.

Land should be allocated to
meet housing eeds infull,
including an appropriate
guantum of any unmet need
arising from neighbouring
authorities.

The KO is not consistent with
the evidence base or the
existing or emerging policy
framework for Oxfordshire.
KO should seek to meet housir|
and employnent opportunities

rather than need as per the

Support welcomed.

Noted as above.
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aspirational scenario of the
Oxfordshire Plan.

Should commit to making
generous rather than
GadzZFFAOASY (¢ L
Allocating appropriate amounts
of suitable greenfield sites will
be necessary to meet housing
need. New allocations required
to meet the need.

Essential to provide support for
the living standards within the
County and relates well to the
vision for the District.

A clear desire not only to
allocate sufficient land but to
use that land effectivgland
efficiently should be
incorporated.

Translating this into policy
means allowing for a flexible
approach with regards to
development proposals,
recognising that previously
unforeseen opportunities
should not be stifled by
constricting policy
requirements.

Smaliscale review of the Green
Belt around Kidlington is
suggested.

The capacity of sites already
allocated should be tested.
Allocating the correct parcels o
land for housing and
employment will be crucial for
future of the district, affecting
the ability to achieve the other,
more specific, Objectives.

Neighbouring and other local
authorities

f

f

f

Buckinghamshire Council
supports the KO.

There should be an emphasis ¢
brownfield sites.

Urban sprawl should be
resisted.

KO should reference that theseg
locations should be suitably
well-connected in terms of
sustainable travel.

The lack of truly affordable
homes means that people who

Support welcomed.

Noted as above.
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work in the health and care
sector must commute
significant distances.

1 It may be appopriate to
provide flexibility to
accommodate any potential
unmet housing needs arising
elsewhere.

Local organisations/ interest groups
1 Should not come at the expens
of releasing Green Belt.
9 Allocating land should take a
sequential approach.

Noted as above.

KO2 Members of the public Noted.
1 Agree with the KO. Support welcomed.
1 Needs to be reflected in the
spatial strategy. The Key Objectivdsavebeen updated
1 Need to ensure that Local having regard tehe consultation
YSIya WwWt2O0Ft (] responses
village where development
Gr1sSa LXIFOSQo
1 KO is not compatible with
climate change mitigation
objectives.
Development Industry Noted as above.
1 Support the KO; considered on
of the most importantKOs.
1 anaim to attract investment by
a diversity of employment
providers into Cherwell to
preclude the need for residents
to travel out of the area for
work.
KO3 Members of the public Noted.
1 Commuting distances has not | The Key Objectives have been updated
historically beerconsidered. having regard to the consultation
9 Detail required on the planto | responses.
extend education and training
within the area.
1 Agree with KO but should be
kept very local.
Ward Councillors Support welcomed.
1 Support KO
Neighbouring and other local Noted as above
authorities
1 KO is vital to achieving the
wider climate emergency
targets and improving mental
and physical wellbeing.
KO4 Members of the public Noted.

1 Agree but small towns and
villages need to be considered

as part of the district too.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the comdtation
responses.
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1 KO is considered to be
irrelevant.

1 Mobile networks servicing
villages must urgently be
improved.

Town and Parish Councils
1 KO supports home working.

Noted as above.

Ward Councillors
1 Support KO and note it is one ¢
the most important.

Support welcomed.

Noted as above.

Development Industry

1 KO would support the growth o
development within rural areas
by becoming digitally connecte
with the wider area, creating a
sense of community, and
reducing their reliability on
services that would otherwise
be found outside the bounds of]
rural settlemerts.

1 Reduces the rate of
unsustainable travel and the
output of carbon emissions.

9 There is no adopted policy that
aims to achieve coverage of
superfast broadband. A policy
should be proposed within the
emerging strategy that helps
increase the connectiwtof the
district and in particular the
WwdzNF f ! NBIF Qo

Noted as above.

KO5

Members of the public

1 Importance noted and strongly
supported and questions raised
regarding how it will be
achieved.

1 Some of the planning
development earmarked in rurg
areas would not support this
objective.

Noted.
Support welcomed.
The Key Objectives have been updated

having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and Parish Councils

1 KO is essential.

1 Farming should be encouraged
and supported above housing
growth and warehousing in
rural areas.

1 Smallscale community zero
carbon energy systems should
be considered for rural villages

1 KO is important to Launton.

Noted as above.

Ward Councillors

Noted as above.
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f Consider KO to be one of the
most important.

Development Industry

1 Support.

1 Delivery of sustainable rural
developments can help achieve
this and this objective
acknowledges the support for
local food production.

1 Important to sustainingjuality
of life in largely rural area, and
thereby its attractiveness.
Balance in infrastructure and
housing development is
essential to avoid interfering
with mentioned key goals.

Noted as above.

Neighbouring and other local
authorities
f {dzZ33SaGSR I RRA
ensuring effective and sensitive
management of the natural
SYGANRYYSY(i®dQ

Noted as above.

Local organisations/ Interest groups
1 KO is welcomed and considere
one of the most important.

Noted as above.

KO6 Members of the public Noted
1 Agree with the KO.
1 Considered less important and| Support welcomed.
destroyed by the plan.
1 clean up the town centres and | The Key Objectives have been updated
make them attractive. having regard to the consultation
responses.
Ward Councillors Support welcomed.
T  Support KO.
Development Industry Noted as above
1 Important to sustaining quality
of life in largely rural area, and
thereby its attractiveness.
Balance in infrastructure and
housing development is
essential to avoid interfering
with mentioned key goals.
9 Tourism is an evancreasing
contributor to the economy of
Cherwell- preservation of
environment and landscapes
should be at the heart of all
planning decisions.
Local Organisations/ interest groups | Support welcomed
1 Support for KO.
KO7 Members of the public Supportwelcomed.

34




1 Agree with the KO.

1 Banbury town centre needs
support. Town centres are
fundamentally changing, but
they should still remain as hubg
for our community and Banbury
should move with the changing
times.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Development Industry

9 Itunclear whether, KO7 applieg
G2 GKS W@Atft I 3
GKS NBFSNByOS
OSyiNBa¢ Aa @I
generally, there ism
locational/settlement
references in the objectives.

1 Add after last sentence
G! O1y2¢ft SR3IS
of residential led mixedise
developments in town centre
developments as a regeneratio|
22t ¢

 aK2dz R &dzLJLJ2 NI
urban and rural cemes.

1 Wihilst it is important to support
existing urban centres, new
sustainable economic growth
opportunities should be
capitalised on and can be doneg
so outside the realms of existin|
urban centres.

Noted as above

KO8 Members of the public The Key Objectives have been updated
1 Do notsupport national projects having regard to the consultation
such as the Oxford Cambridge| responses.
Arc and the rail freight depot fo
Ardley.
1 Reopen up the old branch
railway lines for passenger
services where demand exists.
T Infrastructure needs major
investment to handle current
volume and shoulénsure that
active travel and public
transport are convenient.
Town and Parish Councils Noted as above
1 KO is important to Launton.
KO9 Members of the public Support welcomed.

M One of themost important KOs.
1 Local beauty has been impacteg
by building works for housing

and HS2; the objective has

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation response
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already failed, and will continug
to do so.

1 Ignored by the plan and positio
at the end of the list is incorrec

1 / 2yaARSNI LJ I OA
a20AFt & | FGSNJ
before benefits in the wording
of the objective.

1 Protect the Green Belt and Site
of Special Environmental
Interest.

Town ard Parish Councils
9 Particularly important KO.

Noted as above

Ward Councillors
I Consider KO to be one of the
most important.

Noted as above

Development Industry

1 Important to sustaining quality
of life in largely rural area, and
thereby itsattractiveness.
Balance in infrastructure and
housing development is
essential to avoid interfering
with mentioned key goals.

Noted as above

Neighbouring and other local
authorities
1 Could include futureproofing fo
current innovation becoming
mainstreamto ensure
attractiveness for businesses.

Noted as above

Local organisations/ Interest groups
1 KO is considered one of the
most important.

Noted as above

KO10

Members of the public

9 Strongly supported.

1 Should specifically include
maximising the use of
renewable energy.

1 Would involve a very
considerable change in
development control policies.

I The carbon emissions of
housing developments
(including associated transport
emissions) should be included
the definition of net zero.

1 More achievable through
affordable housing; moving the
ratio in favour of affordable
housing should be seen as a
priority.

Support welcomed.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and Parish Councils

i Strongly supported.

Noted as above
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f

Net zerocarbon new
developments are key to energ
efficiency but must be within
reach for all householders.
Roof areas of the largscale
distribution buildings should us
solar energy generation or livin
roof covers as a matter of
policy.

Consideration to bgiven to
reviewing current planning
applications to include
increased insulation standards,
EV charge points, heat pumps
solar panels.

Very laudable however, lacks
specific detail on how KO will b
achieved.

Ward Councillors

il

Support theKO.

Noted as above

Development Industry

f

f

Considered one of the most
important KOs.

Encourage CDC to be ambitioy
and seek to ensure that all new
developments demonstrate a
net negative carbon footprint.
All transport interventions
should show steps to mimise
private car mileage.

Reference to decentralised
energy is considered unhelpful
The Obijective should remain
non-specific as to the
mechanism by which low
carbon energy should be
supplied, rather just securing
that it is low carbon.

Supports andvelcomes the
opportunity for new
developments in rural areas to
meet sustainable construction
standards to support carbon
neutrality.

9YR2NES /5/ Qa
delivering highly sustainable
development that can help
YSSi G4KS ! vYQa
targets.

{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2
prioritising active travel and

increasing the attraction of and

Noted as above
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opportunities for public
transport.

1 Greater emphasis could be
given to the role that
settlement patterns and the
location and type of
development can have on
fostering sustainable transport
networks.

Neighbouring and other local authoritie|
1 Welcomed and support the KO
1 New development should be
better than net zero, and shoul
reference EV charging.

Noted as above

Local organisationshterest groups
1 KO is very laudable however
lacks specific detail on how it
will be achieved.

Noted as above

KO11

Members of the public

1 KO is important.

1 Should specifically include
maximising the use of
renewable energy.

1 Not ambitious enough, given
the timeframe of the local plan,
the ending of reliance on fossil
fuels should be the aim rather
than a reduction.

Support welcomed.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and Parish Councils

1 Consideration tde given to
reviewing current planning
applications to include
increased insulation standards,
EV charge points, heat pumps
solar panels.

1 Very laudable however, lacks
specific detail on how KO will b
achieved.

Noted as above

Ward Councillors
1 Supportthe KO.

Noted as above

Development Industry

1 Support the KO and considere
one of the most important KOs

91 Delivery of rural development
would support KO by allowing
settlements to become more
selfsufficient, therefore
reducing the rate of commuting
andthe output of carbon
emissions.

Noted as above
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1 9YR2NES /5/ Q&
delivering highly sustainable
development that can help
YSSit GKS 'yYQa
targets.

 {dzLL2 NI GKS /2
prioritising active travel and
increasing the attraction of and
opportunities for public
transport.

1 Greater emphasis could be
given to the role that
settlement patterns and the
location and type of
development can have on
fostering sustainable transport
networks.

Neighbouring and other local authoritie|
Smart Energy Systems.

Noted as above

Local organisations/ interest groups
KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

Noted as above

KO12

Members of the public

KO is important.

Should specifically include maximising
the use of renewable energy.

Should include measures to help the
adaption of existing housing and
infrastructure to maximize resilience of
climate change.

All development should result in no
impact.

|l RRAY 3 az2F1lél&Qa
SuDS to all developmenand a water
storage provision to supply grey water
for irrigation of nonagricultural land.

Support welcomed.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and Parish Councils
Consideration to be given to riewing
current planning applications to include
increased insulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.

Noted as above

Development Industry
9YR2NES /5/ Qa | Yo
highly sustainable development that ca
KSft LI YSSG GKS !'YQ
targets.

{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2dzy O
active travel and increasing the
attraction of and opportunities for

public transport.

Noted as above
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Greater emphasis could be given to the
role that settlement patterns and the

location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

National/ statutory organisations
One of the most important KOs.

Noted as hove

Neighbouring and other local
authorities
Important KO.

Noted as above

Local organisations/ interest groups
KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

Noted as above

KO13

Members of the public

KO is one of thenost important.

Should specifically include maximising
the use of renewable energy.

CDC need to make targeted decisions
the type and range of biodiversity
required.

Question how this KO can be achieved
with large areas of green belt being
developed.

Suggested ravording of objective to
NBFR at N2GSOG SEA
maximise opportunities for biodiversity
net gain and the enhancement of

/| KSNBStfQa ylI (dzNY
minimising pollution across the whole ¢
| KSNB St

Support welcomed.

TheKey Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Ward Councillors
Support the KO.

Noted as above

Town and Parish Councils

Support, however unsure how the plan
will achieve it.

There should be provision for local
communities to designate and preservg
green spaces, and new industrial
building should be focused on existing
urban conurbations.

Natural mitigation measures should be
prioritised.

Consideration to be given to reviewing
current planning applications to ihae
increased insulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.

Noted as above

Development Industry

Support the KO and considered one of
the most important KOs.

En@NES / 5/ Qa | YOAU

highly sustainable development that ca

Noted as above
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KSf LI YSSG GKS !'YQ
targets.

{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2dzy O
active travel and increasing the
attraction of and opportunities for
public transport.

Greater emphasis could be given to th¢
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

Limited evidence of this KO aspiration
through recent planning decisions.

Neighbouring and other local
authorities

includes reference to pollution; it would
0SS dzaSFdzx (2 | RR
YR ¢l GSNJ ljdzl £ AG@

Noted as above

National/ statutory organisations
One of the most important KOs.

Noted as above

Localorganisations/ interest groups
KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

Noted as above

KO14

Members of the public

KO is one of the most important.
Queries regarding the definition of gree
and blue infrastructure.

Identifies a typo in the first word of the
KO.

Support welcomed.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and Parish Councils

Support, however unsure how the plan
will achieve it.

There should be provisidior local
communities to designate and preserve
green spaces, and new industrial
building should be focused on existing
urban conurbations.

Consideration to be given to reviewing
current planning applications to include
increased insulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panels
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.

Noted as above

Development Industry

The protection of existing green and
blue infrastructure is of paramount
importance.

9YR2NES /5/ Qa | Yo
highly sustainable development that ca
KSf LI YSSG GKS !'YQ
targets.

{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2dzy O

active travel and increasing the

Noted as above
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attraction of and opportunities for
public transport.

Greater emphasis could be given to the
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

Limited evidence of this KO aspiration
through recent planning decisions.

National/ statutory organisations
One of the most important KOs.

Noted as above

Neighbouring and other local
authorities

Typo-Securey Sg INBSYy X o
missed opportunity in KO to consider
WySig2N]1aQ y2a4 YS
mitigation of Blue and Green
Infrastructure. Such networks may be
wider than a single Council area so col
be a matter for Duty to Goperate and
involve Local Nature Partnerships.

Noted as above

Local
organisations/
interest groups

Support the KO.

Should be widened to protect esting
green and blue infrastructure.

KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

Noted as above

KO15

Members of KO is one of the most important. Support welcomed.
the public Need to change the way we think abou
development and creat&/oodlands, The Key Objectivésave been updated
grasslands and meadows with some | having regard to the consultation
houses in them. Careful planting and | responses.
reduced housing density should be
promoted.
More required to protect wildlife,
including the reduction of speed limits
through villages.
Town and Support, however unsure how the plan| Noted as above

Parish Councils

will achieve it.

Consideration to be given to reviewing
current planning applications to include
increased insulation standardsy
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.

Development
Industry

9YR2NES /5/ Qa | Yo
highly sustainable development that ca
KSf LI YSSG GKS !'YQ
targets.

{ dzZLJLI2 NI GKS [/ 2dzy O
active travel and increasing the
attraction of and opportunities for

public transport.

Noted as above
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Greater emphasis could be given to the
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

Limited evidence of this KO aspiration
through recent planning decisions.
The aim should ingtle not only the
capture and storage of carbon but also
to protect local ecology.

It is unclear what the new policy
O2y OSNYAyYy3a Wyl (dzNJ
achieve, bearing in mind there are
already a suite of policies which cover
areas such as trees, biodrsgity,
habitats, landscape impact etc.

National/
statutory
organisations

One of the most important KOs.

Noted as above

Local
organisations/
interest groups

Support the KO.
KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how ivill be achieved.

Noted as above

KO16

Members of
the public

Strongly support the KO.

Buses, walking and cycling must be
prioritised, particularly.

The language should be strengthened
reflect that it will not be business as
usual.

The integration into dvelopments and
transport planning is not visible from th
objectives.

KO needs to be backed up with funding
No action is currently been taken to
reduce the number of private airplanes
flying from LondorOxford airport.

Support welcomed.

The KeyObjectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and
Parish Councils

Consideration to be given to reviewing
current planning applications to include
increased insulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.
Pleased that the prioritisation of active
travel and public transport is
highlighted, and the reduced use of the
private car; KO should be taken more
seriously in the future.

Notedas above

Ward Support the KO. Noted as above
Councillors

Development | Support the KO and considered one of| Noted asabove
Industry the most important KOs.

9YR2NERS /5/ Qa | Yo

highly sustainable development that ca
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KSf LI YSSG GKS !'YQ
targets.
{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2dzy O

active travel and increasing the
attraction of and opportunities for
public transport.

Greater emphasis could be given to the
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

agree with the aspirations of the KO
however there are no concrete
suggestions of how to achie less
dependency on the car.

Support, would reduce the dependency
on the private car as a mode of travel,
facilitating the creation of a zercarbon
transport network.

Delivery of rural growth would help
meet this objective. The growth of rura
developnent is essential during the pla
period.

Support the aim of reducing commuter
travel in rural areas.

Little if any evidence that the previous
and current planning strategies for the
District have made much progress in
achieving this outcome.

Neighbouring | KO is welcomed and supported. Noted as above
and other local | Prioritising active travel ignores the
authorities complexity of rural travel which has not
been given much thought. Need to
ensure that active travel is not
promoted above all else. It imiportant
to reduce transport emissions.
Local Promote the use of the canal towpath

organisations/
interest groups

One of the most important objectives
for addressing the climate emergency.
Policies should discourage developme
in locatons where residents will be
largely dependent on the private car.
KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

KO17

Members of Agree with the KO. Support welcomed.
the public Make all new developments utilise
brown water and water collection The Key Objectives have been updated
systems. having regard to the consultation
responses.
Town and Strongly support KO. Noted as above

Parish Councils

Consideration to be given t@viewing

current planning applications to include
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increased insulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.

Development
Industry

9YR2NERS /5/ Qa | Yo
highly sustainable development that cq
KSf LI YSSG GKS !'YQ
targets.

{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2dzy O
active travel and increasing the
attraction of and opportunities for
public transport.

Greater emphasis could be given to the
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transport
networks.

Noted as above

Neighbouring
and other local
authorities

KO is welcomed and supported.

Noted as above

Local
organisations/
interest groups

KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

Noted as above

KO18

Members of
the public

Supported and considered one of the
most important KOs.

Some of the historiarchitecture is
appalling; no point saving if it gets in th
way of sympathetically built new
housing.

Misleading, altering the historic
environment instead of protecting.
Should be the priority of new build.
This should be explored for
development opportnities.

Support welcomed.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and
Parish Councils

Strongly support KO.

Consideration to be given to reviewing
current planning applications to include
increasednsulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.

Noted as above

Development
Industry

Most historic buildings are highly
inefficient; fail to see the relevance of
these objectives. It would be better to
refer to improving the energy efficiency
of historic building.

9YR2NES /5/ Qa | Yo
highly sustainable development that ca

KSt LI YSSi GKS | YQ
targets.
{ dzLILI2 NI (0 K S prigityigd

active travel and increasing the

Noted as above
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attraction of and opportunities for
public transport.

Greater emphasis could be given to th¢
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

Neighbouring | KO is welcomed and supported. Noted as above
and other local

authorities

Local KO is very laudable however lacks Noted as above

organisations/
interest groups

specific detail on how it will be achieve

KO19

Members of Support the KO. Support welcomed.

the public It is important to mitigate the danger.
The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and Consideration to be given to reviewing| Noted as above.

Parish Councils

currentplanning applications to include
increased insulation standards, EV
charge points, heat pumps solar panel
Very laudable however, lacks specific
detail on how KO will be achieved.
Support the pragmatic application of
measures to upgrade energy efficiency
without destroying the key historic
elements of the dwellings or their
context.

Development
Industry

Most historic buildings are highly
inefficient; fail to see the relevance of
these objectives. It would be better to
refer to improvingthe energy efficiency
of historic building.

9YR2NERS /5/ Q& | Yo
highly sustainable development that cg
KSf LI YSSG GKS 'YQ
targets.

{ dzLILI2 NI G KS / 2dzy O
active travel and increasing the
attraction ofand opportunities for
public transport.

Greater emphasis could be given to thg¢
role that settlement patterns and the
location and type of development can
have on fostering sustainable transpori
networks.

Noted as above

Neighbouring
and other local
authorities

KO is welcomed and supported.

Noted as above

Local
organisations/
interest groups

KO is very laudable however lacks
specific detail on how it will be achieve

Noted as above
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KO20

Members of
the public

{dz33SaGa GKSNB A&
housing; this is only the case if the plar,
is to add more people to the already
overcrowded south east.
¢KSNBE A& |
housing.

Agree but focus needs to be placed up
the aging population.

Sewices should be inclusive and
available to all.

Gy SSR¢

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Ward
Councillors

Support the KO.

Noted as above

Development
Industry

Support the KO.

Necessary to allow appropriate levels ¢
development in rural settlements, to
deliver the market and affordable
homes necessary to allow families to
remain in their local area and to meet
the needs of ageing populations.
Suggestion of a flexible, permigsi
policy approach for the lower tier
settlements.

Allowing growth to the rural areas will
help meet rural housing needs, whilst
securing their future vitality and
sustainability.

CDC should consider the wider benefit
older people accommodation in
contributing towards sustainable
development; freeing up of family
housing for younger generations helpir
deal with the issue of affordability and
housing need and reducing pressure o
health infrastructure.

Noted as above

Neighbouring
and other local
authorities

welcome recognition of the need to
I RRNB&aa |ttt asSoiz
(Typog ageing)

Noted as above

KO21

Members of
the public

Support the KO.
Make some of the most basic disability
access requirements

Support welcomed

The Key Objectives habeen updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and
Parish Councils

Affordable housing has been a key issl
0dzi RS@St2LISNBE R?2
building them.

Affordable housing does not abrogate
the responsibility to build to high
standards, including design standards.

Noted as above

Ward Support the KO. Noted as above
Councillors

Development | positive to see affordable housing is Notedas above
Industry identified as a key objective. There is g

specific affordable housing need within
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rural areas thaheeds to be addressed.
the delivery of housing, and in particulz
affordable housing, as part of the
emerging spatial strategy within
Cherwell is key to preserve and enhan
the sustainability of rural areas. This
particular need has been conveyed.

KO22

Members of
the public

Mix of support and objection to this KO
Do not let management companies
control all aspects of life for
communities. These should be
community managed and led.
Pyt A]lSte G2 0S8
with its incluson.

a dz

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Development
Industry

Support the KO and considered one of
the most important.

Noted as above

Local
organisations/
interest groups

Support the KO.

Noted as above

KO23

Members of
the public

Support the KO and considered one of
the most important.

Towns and villages need affordable
housing.

Brownfield sites must be identified and
be developed in preference to
greenfield.

The proposed development sites do ng
suppot this objective; most new sites ir
the plan are in greenfield, while large
numbers of properties in the town
centre are empty, with potential for
apartments above them.

Should include reference to sustainablg
urban extensions and planned expansi
on theedge of Banbury.

Support welcomed.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and
Parish Councils

Support the KO and consider it one of
the most important.

Development north of Banbury would
result incoalescence.

Noted as above

Ward Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above
Councillors the most important.

Development | Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above
Industry the most important however also

considered that the objective does not
go far enough.

Should include reference to sustainablg
urban extensions and planned expansi
on the edge of Oxford City.
Sustainable levels oedelopment are
required within rural areas to ensure
they can become sustainable in their
own right.
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Suggestion of a spatial strategy
hierarchy.

KO should be amended as follows in
relation to paragraph 83 of the NPPF:
GC20dza RSOSt 2LIYSY
sustinable and most accessible
locations, recognising the specific
locational requirements of certain uses
and making efficient and effective use
land, conserving and enhancing the
countryside and landscape and the
aStidAay3a 2F AGa G2
Suficient provision should be made for
new homes via the Local Plan Review.
If the Council were to deprive rural
communities of growth, then a number
of settlements across the district will
become increasingly more stagnate by
restrictive policy, conflictingvith Para
80 of the NPPF.

Sites that are situated within or adjace
to smaller villages and may have acces
to fewer services and facilities or less
frequent public transport services,
should still be considered suitable
locations for development whicis
proportionate to the settlement size an
its function, allowing for incremental
growth which will help sustain and
enhance rural villages.

Does not seek to define, or explain, ho
that 'sustainability’ is being assessed o
determined. The KO should Inde
some clearer direction against which
compliance with this objective could be
assessed.

Local
organisations/
interest groups

Only one reference to brownfield land.
Development in the Rural Areas shoulg
meet local needs and be sustainable.
Sustainability factors to be considered,
would include transport sustainability
credentials, infrastructure capability,
impact on the environment and digital
connectivity.

To makemore efficient and effective us
of land, development in urban areas, i
particular within walking distance of
transport interchanges, should be high
density.

Noted as above

KO24

Members of
the public

Support the KO.

No reference to villages.

Support wécomed.
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The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Development

Support the KO and consider it one of

Noted as above

Industry the most important.
The growth of rural areas would provid
opportunities for those areas to be
better designed to enable walking and
cycling along with public/shared
transport options.
Neighbouring | There should be an aspiration to reduc| Noted as above
and other local | the need to travel at all.
authorities
Local Support the KO. Noted as above
organisations/
interestgroups
KO25 Members of Support the KO and consider it one of | Support welcomed.
the public the most important.
Villages must be protected. The Key Objectives have been updated
Planned development does not suppor| having regard to the consultation
this objective of protecting and responses.
enhancing the historic and natural
environment.
Town and Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above.
Parish Councilg the most important.
Without this as an objective, the distric
runs the riskof becoming a suburban,
bland, urban landscape. Bespoke
solutions should be possible where the
cheaper and more familiar and standar,
WdzNbFyQ St SYSyia
historic setting or where these might
endanger protected trees or landscape
Development | Limited evidence of this KO aspiration | Noted as above
Industry through recent planning decisions.
Local Support the KO. Noted as above
organisations/ | Particularly important in rural areas if
interest groups | the environment and landscapes in
north Oxfordshire, and the setting and
character of our villages, are to be
conserved rather than spoiled by
overdevelopment.
The Oxford Canal is a great example ¢
multifunctional asset.
KO26 Members of Support the KO. Supportwelcomed.
the public
The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.
Town and Support access to green and blue Noted as above

Parish Councils

infrastructure.
Unsure how the plan will achieve it.
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Development

Supportthe KO and consider it one of

Noted as above

Industry the most important.
National/ Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above
statutory the most important.
organisations
Neighbouring | Missed opportunity in KO to consider | Noted as above
andotherlocal | W SG g2NJ] aQ y2iG YSN
authorities mitigation of Blue and Green
Infrastructure. Such networks may be
wider than a single Council area so col
be a matter for Duty to Goperate and
involve Local Nature Partnerships.
Local Support improving access to blue Noted as above

organisations/
interest groups

infrastructure in relation to the Oxford
Canal, which should include
improvements to the accessibility of the
canal towpath and access to the water
space.

KO27

Members of
the public

Support he KO.
Expansion of rural villages should not [
permitted until the supporting
infrastructure is in place.

Further over development is destroying
the rural villages.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Townand
Parish Councils

The risk of losing regional distinctivene
is high and should be addressed.

Noted as above

Development
industry

Support the KO and consider it one of
the most important.

Noted as above

KO28

Members of
the public

Support in thecontext of meeting the
needs of a rural population.

Ignores the fact that Cherwell has a
limited and finite land supply

Key amenities and facilities should be
within a 15minute active travel or
public transport distance.

concept of the 15 minute
neighbouhood should be considered a
the definition with which to make this
objective a reality.

The Key Objectives have been updated
having regard to the consultation
responses.

Town and
Parish Councils

S106 contributions are very important,
and those concerning developer
contributions towards Primary Care are
of particular concern.

Questions whether OCC and CDC can
support OCCG to develop a plan suitat
to deliver new primary care
infrastructure.

Notedas above

Development
Industry

Support the KO and consider it one of
the most important.

Little if any evidence that the previous
and current planning strategies for the

Noted as above
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District have made much progress in
achieving this outcome.

National/
statutory
organisations

Support the KO and consider it one of
the most important.

Noted as above

Local
organisations/
interest groups

Support the KO.

Consistent with the NPPF paragraph 3
S106 contributions are very important,
and those concearing developer
contributions towards Primary Care are
of particular concern.

Questions whether OCC and CDC can
support OCCG to develop a plan suital
to deliver new primary care
infrastructure.

KO29 Members of Support the KO. Support welcomed.
the public This is inherent in most of the other
objectives so needs high priority when| The Key Objectives have been updated
considering smaller villages or rural having regard to the consultation
communities. responses.
Town and More must be done to address Noted as above
Parish Councils water/sewage management, domestic
connectivity, better local transport
options.
Ward Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above
Councillors the most important.
Development | Support the KOrad consider it one of | Noted as above
Industry the most important.
Little if any evidence that the previous
and current planning strategies for the
District have made much progress in
achieving this outcome.
KO30 Members of Support the KO. The KeyObjectives have been updated
the public having regard to the consultation
responses.
Town and more emphasis on establishing local | Noted as above
Parish Councils green space site allocations in Biceste
Development | Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above
Industry the most important.
Neighbouring | Facilities such as pubs reduce the nee( Noted as above
and other local | to travel further afield for leisure
authorities purposes and encourage community
cohesion.
Local Supprt the KO. Noted as above
organisations/
interest groups
K031 Members of If developers commit to a number of | The Key Objectives hateen updated
the public sustainable houses on a development | having regard to the consultation
and then try remove the requirement, | responses.
the planning permission should
automatically be withdrawn/revoked.
Town and Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above

Parish Councils

the most important.
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Development | Support the KO and consider it one of | Noted as above
Industry the most important.

Sustainable levels of rural developmen
are required in order for rural
communities to have access to a range
of services, facilities and affordable
housing to meet local needs, allowing
those communities to become more
socially inclusive.

The current sptial strategy has failed in
this ambition. The current strategy has
inflicted a general decline in services a
facilities. The proportion of growth
afforded to rural areas did not allow for|
flexibility and resilience within the rural
areas.

Greater emphais should be placed on
the growth of rural communities.
Should reference a mix of housing type
and tenures that may be required acroy
the varied rural communities.

Needs to be expanded to recognise thg
planned growth of rural communities
including maket housing, is key to
sustaining local services and facilities,
and not just affordable housing.

The emerging spatial strategy should
provide greater flexibility to ensure rurg
areas do not become unsustainable.

OPTION 3: LOCATIONEMPLOYMENT LAND

Where do you think employment land should be focused to deliver the jobs needed in Cherwell?
1) At our main urban centres of Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington
2) At significant transport interchanges
3) Mostly on previously developed land, includingdess sustainable locations
4) At the larger villages
5) A combination of all of the above options

Approximately 200esponses were receivad response to this option

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said:
1 The majorityof the public responses favoured Options 1| Noted.
and 3, with a preference for employment to be focused

the main urban centres and on previously developed laf ¢ KS / 2 dzy OAf Q& | LILINER |

with Green Belt development being avoided. employmentis set out in theRegulation 18
1 Options 2 and 5 were also supported, with limited sugp¢ draft plan This approach has been informed
for Option 4. by updated evidence, the wider plan making

process andonsultation responses
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The district cannot accommodate more employment.
Startup industries promoted in Policy Bicester 1 have n
materialised.

Should be located where it can be easily accessed by
walking, cycling or existing public transport. Located aw
from town centres to ease congestion.

Warehouse developments should be limited.

Noted that there is a difference between the text includg
for Option 3 between the consultation form and onlige
2yS KFa (GKS GSNXY WAyOf gzRA
there isquite a difference in these options.

Employment land should be distributed throughout
Cherwell and the Knowledge Spine.

Options 14 should be the order of preference.
Development at the larger villages will result in a loss of]
character and countryside.

The comments regarding the discrepaiicy
text has been noted.

2K|

E |

= —a A

= =

G ¢26y YR tI NR&AK / 2dzy OAf
Bloxham Parish Council suggest Option 5; optie#s 1
should form the hierarchy for employment land
development (in that order).

Deddington Parish Council favours Option 2.

Sibford GoweParish Council, Banbury Town Council,
Kidlington Parish Council, iington Parish Council,
Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council, Bodicote Pari
Council and Middleton Stoney Parish Council favour
Option 5.

Launton Parish Council prefers Option 1 andbbocated,
undeveloped sites.

Caversfield Parish Council prefers Options 1,2 and 3 b
primarily Option 2.

Cropredy Parish Council suggests Options 1 and 3 and
some employment in rural areas of an appropriate type
and size not to damage the character an/ironment.
Drayton Parish Council support Options 1, 3 and 4.
Fritwell Parish Council prefers Options 1 and 2.
Weston on the Green Parish Council, Heyford Park Par
Council and Islip Parish Council support Options 1 and
With previously developed el as a priority. Significant
GNJ} yaLR2 NI AyG§SNOKFy3aSa RZ
accessibility for employees.

There should be limits on building new warehouses.
Transport infrastructure leading to principal towns shoul
be considered as many existing roadsnd out of urban
centres are already overburdened.

Noted. As above.

ZKl

f

0 GKS 2| NR /2dzyOAff 2NRa a
Options 1 and 3.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

f

Generally, the development industry was supportive of
Options 1 and 5 with limitedupport for Option 2 and

minimal support for Options 3 and 4.

Notedas above
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Future growth would be better served by the expansion
Bicester and the larger villages.

Option 5 in line with NPPF, Oxfordshire Plan 2050 and
OxfordCambridge Arc Spatial Framework.

Focis for employment land is likely to be best aimed at {
main urban centres, some rural and village locations,
especially those adjoining existing employment sites, wi
continue to provide opportunities for jobs in the more
rural areas.

Need to see the Enipyment Land and Needs Assessme
to comment further.

Smaller settlements offer the opportunity for small scale
office hubs/flexible spaces in rural locations.
Employment should be well connected to centres of
population.

Focus on Option 1 only would plaitgther pressure on
those settlements, encouraging unsustainable patterns
commuting.

Bicester should be the focus for employment land;
Kidlington is constrained by the Green Belt.

Key employment sites and the Knowledge Spine should
considered as aaption; Kidlington is located on the
knowledge spine and holds the highest vahdted
employment potential.

Employment land policies need to contain flexibility to
allow for changes in the markets and the ability to respg
quickly to such changes.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

)l
f

Stagecoach suggests Option 5 and notes that Option 3
unlikely to ever be appropriate.

Sport England supports Option 5.

The Woodland Trust supports Option 3, where
opportunities to enhance biodiversity and contribute to
green infrastructure.

Noted as above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshire County Council note that Option 5 offers thg
best solution, and that Option 3 is not appropriate.
Sustainable travel options should be a key consideratio
the location of employment land, providing access to
residential and other uses.

Buckinghamshire Council notes that employment land
allocatiors falling within Use Class B8 Storage or
Distribution on a large scale would in principle be better
located closer to the M40 motorway junctions and that
impacts on A41 should be avoided.

West Oxfordshire Council would be interested to view t
EmploymentLand and Needs Assessment and the Towr
Centre Retail Study. Expected coverage of the Green
Economy in the employment section.

Noted as above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

Noted as above.
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Deddington Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group favour
Optionsl and 2.
Deddington Development Watch supports Option 1 whe
transport routes are focused.

CPRE Oxfordshire suggest that Option 5, excluding Op
4 is most appropriate, subject to the definitions of
transport interchanges.

Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood RigMCNP) Forum suppor|
Options 1, 3 and 4. Does not support Option 2 due to ht
impact it can have on the countryside.
Banbury Civic Society favour Options 1 and 4. They are
supportive of option 3; preleveloped land can be in
unsustainable or visugllsensitive locations.

Save Gavray Meadows supports Options 2 and 3; with
view to staying away from the countryside and historic
places.

Employment land should be situated at locations that an
easy to access via walking or cycling from urban centre
using safe routes.

Development should be directed to previously develope
land, abutting land for similar uses, not adjacent to
residential uses.

OPTION 4: EMPLOYMENT LAND

When identifying sites for employment land, what should be puority to balance protecting
communities and meeting the needs of our business?
1) Provide sites only for general industry(B2) and distribution (B8)
2) Provide mixed use sites to include general industry, distribution (B2 and B8 uses), light ir

and other potentially compatible uses such as retail and leisure (E use classes)

3) Provide a mixture of the above

Approximately 155 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

f

E |

E |

What members of the public said:

Themajority of respondents favour Option 3, followed close
by Option 2 with Option 1 being the least favoured.
Employment should support all general and light industries
and distribution.

No need for heavy industry.

Support for B2 uses but distribution 883 KSRaA Q ¢ S
objected to.

E use classes are preferable to B2 and B8

It is time for most HGV freight lorries to move to rail with a
railway line running parallel to the A34. This will be extende|
to the east coast when East West Rail is operatidfial rail
freight interchange is required, then use the rail freight
interchange at Graven Hill when the military leave. Do not

Noted.

¢KS [/ 2dzy OAf Qa | LI
employment is set out in thRegulation
18 draft plan. This approach has been
informed by updated evidence, the
wider plan making process and
consultation responses.

Thishasincluded reference to an
Economic land availability assessment
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destroy the rail infrastructure across that site to make Grave
Hill development bigger.
Separating out the retail and leisuto keep adding B8 meang
that this should be in town centres, urban areas and in
appropriate locations in the rural areas.

Private health and educational establishments should be
considered.

Consider environmental impact of the industries.

There should be little visual impact.

Close to transport hubs to minimise travel and along M40
corridor.

Two large warehouses have been built at J11 and A361. Th
are an eyesore and the additional planning application for g
hotel and food outlets willncrease traffic.
Not on agricultural land; Brownfield sites only for employme
Steps need to be put forward to secure the viability of the
existing town centre.

It seems unlikely that shopping will be primary function of
towns in future. This is recogi@d but much more should be
made of it in evaluating choices for Cherwell.

Villages should be left as they are, but provision of local she
could be encouraged.

There should be more emphasis on a skilled labour force a
less retail and warehousing.

Infrastructure sustainability is key.

Local employment to support local communities.

Large industrial estates or distribution hubs are desolate
places. In the evenings these estates are largely vacant of
people and a waste of land.

A healthy mix of businessésat complement each other.
Distribution is likely to be reducing as the effects of
consumerism, supply chain overconfidence and materialisn
society are reduced.

Cherwell has an opportunity to consider how teloeal
employment in this plan that isat yet sufficiently granular.
Focus on affordable small business and stgrispaces.
Ensure all new builds have local energy generation.
Development outside existing settlement boundaries shoulg
be resisted.

Mixed use sites should specifically excllglsure and retail.
There is very little availability of light industrial units in
Banbury, with small businesses having to often travel outsig
of the district to access.

and identification of &unctional
Economidviarket Area

National Policy requires planning polici
to recognise and address the specific
locational requirements of different
sectors,which includes making provisio
for clusters or networks of certain
industries in suitable locations.

ThelLocal Industriabtrategyreferences
the Bicester Eco Zone & Corporate HQ
Hub, as part of the 'Proposed network
global hubs and international clusters'
as well as th@&egbroke Science Park ar
the Oxford Technology Centre

What Town and Parish Couilscsaid:

1

f

f

Launton Parish Council and Weston on the Green Parish
Council favour Option 3.

Caversfield Parish Council prefer Option 3, however note th
retail should be limited to urban locations and town centres
Cropedy Parish Council, Banbury Town Cadyhteyford Park
Parish Council, Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council ar
Fritwell Parish Council support Option 2.

As noted above.
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support Option 2.

Bloxham Parish Council consider that development outside
existing settlement boundaries should be resisted; mixed us
sites should be addpd where possible, however this should
exclude leisure and retail; and there should be a push towa
their renewal and out of town retail and leisure should be
resisted.

Bodicote Parish Council note that consideration must be giy
to the transport infastructure providing access to that land,
regardless of its type.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council also note that it is
essential that the provision is made where the local need is
identified rather than as an afterthought in the provision of
development sites.

Fritwell Parish Council further notes that increasing B2 and
does not generally benefit local communities or provide
significant employment opportunities. Many warehouses bu
around Bicester are not yet occupied and the workforce for
logidics is being reduced by increased automation.

Heyford Park Parish Council further note that there should
more emphasis on a skilled labour force and less retail and
warehousing.

Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman

What the development industry said:

T

T

The majority of respondents chose Option 3, with limited
support for Option 2 and no support for Option 1.
Introduction d ClassE was a clear signal from Government
that greater flexibility is required in the uses of buildings
without the need for planning permission. Unacceptable if
Local Planning Authorities attempt to subvert the new CEsg
without reasonable justificadn.

The Council should increase flexibility on its employment si
by adopting a wider definition of suitable uses which could |
brought forward.

The definition of suitable uses on employment sites be
extended to employment generating uses rather thasing
the use class order. This could be caveated with requireme
for uses to deliver an appropriate employment density and
there could be requirements that such proposals would nee
to demonstrate that they do not have undue impacts on the
town centre.

The policy should apply some flexibility and caveats as to W
other uses would be acceptable. Classes B and E should b
facilitated, but not to the preclusion of Sui Generis activities
Expectation that CDC will produce a robust evidence base
suppot decisions.

Largely dependent on the level of need for each use class,
which is a matter for the Oxfordshire Plan 2050.
Employment generating uses should be located as close to
existing or proposed residential areas as possible to reduce
commuting or assciated with existing or proposed key

transport links.

As noted above.

The NPPF (paragraph 82) requires pol
relating to employment development to
set out a clear economic vision and
strategy to encourage sustainable
economic growh, as welksset criteria
or identify strategic sites for investment
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The plan will need to ensure that there are a mix of job
opportunities across the District to ensure that all skill levelg
are catered for.
A mix of employment sites is vital to achieving a sustainabl
and balanced economy and providing a diverse range of jol
The unprecedented demand for logistics floorspace, and
supply shortage, is well documented and exacerbated by th
Covid19 pandemic.

The Local Plan Review must contain suitable and sufficient
allocations, as well as criterlzased policies to ensure that
anticipated needs are addressed and that the plan is capah
of rapidly responding to changes in economic circumstance
Providing positive, supportive planning policies in the local
plan that strike an appropriate balance between certainty af
flexibility is key to attracting investment in new employment
development (to allow existing businesses to expand and tq
attract new busineses to the district).
A diverse economy is a strong economy; encourage Cherw
to seek to maximise opportunities for growth in innovative &
technologyled sectors.

The OxCam Arc represents an opportunity to be part of the
modern economic engine thatill drive economic recovery.
There needs to be a mirskt shift away from a focus on
traditional Buses such that the value of employment from
education uses, community uses and srsatile even micro
scale businesses are acknowledged.

The NPPF is cle@raras 82 and 83) that Local Plans should
identify and meet employment needs of different sectors an
proactively encourage economic growth.

Avoid an over provision of B8 uses.

This must respond to demand following detailed assessmel
Taking account dhe Oxfordshire Industrial Strategy and the)
associated Delivery Plan, prepared by the LEP, thereisa s
ambition to drive up provision of R&D space and to increas
employment skills to better respond to local demand.
Oxfordshire lacks flexible labomy and innovation space as
well as Grade A office space, which are critical to attracting
foreign direct investment and secure international business
Support development in locations where hew homes can bg
located close to jobs to support economic deyeteent and
reduce the need to travel.

The Local Plan Review should provide the policy frameworl}
ensure Heyford Park is supported as an employment locatig
and extended in order to continue to attract inward
investment and to provide new training and pfayment
opportunities.

The approach to identifying employment land should recogt
the need for a mixture of business spaces as well as the
importance of improved physical, training and digital
infrastructure that is needed to support this.

Consideratin should be given to the results of the Economi
Needs Assessment.
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1 Cherwell is a very attractive location for industrial and
warehouse development with the most attractive locations
being determined by proximity to the M40 and the local
workforce. Thered strong demand at these locations. The
Council should ensure that a range of sites are provided at
these locations to support this range of demand.

9 The future location of employment land should be focused :
the main centres, including Banbury, which bénhfrom good
connectivity to public transport, the strategic highway netwg
and to the local labour force. Logistics and warehousing wa
be best positioned close to the strategic road network,
particularly the M40 corridor.

1 The strategy for Cherwelleeds to align with the aspirations @
the strategic plan for Oxfordshire.

1 Oxfordshire County Council supp@ption 2.

What national / statutory organisations said: Noted.
1 Sport England support Option 3.
What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: Noted.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 The respondents favoured Option 3.

1 Concerns raised about the proliferation of largeale B8
developments in open countryside. Impact of huge logistics
centres will negate much of thesion set out by the 2040
Local Plan. There should be no strategic rail freight or road
transport hubs in Cherwell.

1 Favour mixeelse, but needs to provide for low&ost
small/incubator units, particularly for higtech and
manufacturing and largevolumeunits. Recent employment
sites have almost invariably been developed with big sheds
often for lowremployment B8 (warehousing) uses; having be
O2yaSyiSR gAGK fAGGES 2Ny
the relevant local plan policies regarding visimapact,

landscaping, green infrastructure or green/PV roofs.

As noted above.

QUESTION: SUPPORTING EMPLOYMENT

\ Are there any other employment policies we should include in the Plan?

Approximately 53 responses were received in response tajtiestion.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:

1 Developing apprenticeships.
1 Support for rural industries including farming.
1 All forms of employment should be considered.

Noted.

TheRegulation 1®raft Local Ran
focusses employmergrowth
primarily at Bicester, and Banbury,
with more limited growth at
Kidlington and the larger villages.
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Reduction in business rates.

Support for homeworking.

Minimise the scale of employment sites, increase the
distribution.

Support the growth of green industries.

Policy which supports the provision of laest options for
small businesses.

Developing innovative new industry with a renewable focus
shauld take priority.

Integrate transport plans to sites of employment.
Employment opportunities should receive high priority in
planning decisions.

If building new sites, incentives for public transport, cycle
scheme or car sharing.

Policies around increasy and maintaining biodiversity on
employment land to ensure meeting climate goals.

There are many vacant shops and larger stores in Banbury
town centre; repurpose for social enterprises, housing and
leisure facilities.

When allowing sites for larger conartial units, a certain
amount of light industrial use units should be provided to
support small business and starps.

Avoid supporting businesses dependent on Zeooirs
contracts, push for sustainable employment providing young
people with skills and career pathway.

Regarding the appearance and operation of employment
buildings policies could include the use of: green roofs and
walls; landscaping; low level lighting, appropriate building
height to limit overshadowing; rainwater capture; grey water
capture and reuse; solar energy capture; minimise external
energy pollution; minimise internal pollution; incorporate
business signage on building fronts rather than standalone
signs and flags; and, reduce unsightly fencing and use trees
form boundaries.

Above a certain size, companies should be encouraged to
provide open spaces for employee decompression.

M40 junction is getting too busy.

Stop building B8 storage and distribution giant sheds. Chan
the ESDS5 Policy to say that all employment structurstrhave
PV panels on whole usable roof areas.

Employment development,
particularlythrough the strategic
allocated development sitess
informed by an updated evidence
base, including reference to the
economic land availability
FdaSaavySyidz GKS
Needs Assessment, identification o
a Functional Economic Market Areg
andthe Local Industry Strategy.

Thisapproach is consistent with
national policy and guidance.

What Town and Parish Councils said:
1 Bloxham Parish Council note that attention should be given

developing diverse and sustainable employment opportuniti
G2 aSOdaNB F ¢gARS aLISOUNHzy 7
through to high quality jobs, with the aim of providing a clea
career future.

Heyford Park Parish Council highlight that more hegh
companies offering skilled apprenticeships leading to natlgn

recognised qualifications should be encouraged.

As noted above.
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Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council look to prioritise th
need rather than the mere application of an arbitrary formulg
Banbury Town Council note that it is important to ensure thg
provision for star-up companies and other small unit users a|
catered for in new commercial development and a policy
should be that new development should provide a percenta
of the new floor space in units under 100 sq. metres.
Launton Parish Council and CaversfielddhaCouncil request
improvements to internet connections to enable home
working.

Fritwell Parish Council support development that supports
higherwage employment and training rather than leisure,
retail, and hospitality.

Bodicote Parish Council considaat all forms of employment
should be considered.

Weston on the Green Parish Council note that it is importan
support local employment so that people can live and work
their community. A major problem for our village is the
creation of employment aahleisure sites that do not consider
or respect the traffic impact. Planning policy needs to move
toward a view that the cumulative effect of permissions mus
be considered when approving an application.

What the development industrgaid:

T

T

Other policies in the plan should be capable of delivering th¢
objectives.

A policy should be included to support the opportunity to
strengthen existing clusters.

Policy should support a containment strategy where housing
and employment growth cahe accommodated in close
proximity, this strategy should be prioritised as is supports
sustainable development and reflects the climate change
agenda.

London Oxford Airport should be recognised as a key econq
asset in the Local Plan and allocated fovelepment to
include aviation related development; high value employme
uses; and a new park and ride, and a review of the Green B
boundary at the site.

Flexibility in town centre uses to allow scope for
commercial/retail centres to evolve and respomare rapidly
to demand, both within town centres and in
strategic/sustainable employment sites on the edge of prima
urban settlements.

The Local Plan must set a clear vision and objectives which
positively and proactively support sustainable economic
growth. This must have regard to the wider strategic
employment policies set out in the Oxfordshire Plan 2050, tf
emerging content of the Oxfor@ambridge Arc Spatial
Framework and the requirements in the NPPF.

Policies should be flexible to respond to markbanges and
demands.

The contribution that tourism brings to job creation and the

local economy should not be downplayed and further

As noted above.

National legislation requirgglanning
policies to recognisand address the
specific locational requirements of
different sectors.
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consideration of how the Local Plan can maximise
opportunities for tourism in the villages should be made.
Consideratiorshould be given to paragraph 81 of the NPPF.
Encourage further support of employment and commercial
opportunities in order to make the best use of land and viab
re-use of heritage assets. Employment and commercial relaj
policies should encourage andaaV for sites to have flexibility
on the precise type of tenant/user wherever possible, to
maximise commercial opportunities and therefore maximise
the viable future of heritage assets.

Cherwell District Council may wish to consider how commer
andemployment policies can specifically support the provisi
2F NBASINOK YR RS@St 2LIYSy
Employment land should be provided at and in proximity to
main urban centres; significant transport interchanges; on
previously developethnd; and at or adjacent to the larger
villages. This approach will facilitate sustainable economic
growth across the district; reduce the need to travel; suppor
the rural economy; and ensure that employment developme
is highly accessible to residents.

The most sustainable sites for development must be identifi
and allocated through the Local Plan Review. The Local Plg
must be cognisant of the locational requirements of certain
sectors and address the substantial and growing need for
logistics floospace. Takeip of logistics floorspace is at an
unprecedented level, whilst availability is low. CDC needs tq
bring forward a policy which is sufficiently flexible to provide
positive but robust policy framework for the assessment of
planning applicatioa which come forward on neallocated
sites to meet demands which were not anticipated at the tim
2F GKS wSOASHEQa LINBLI NI GA2y
The evidence base should explore the implications of the tre
towards remote working in greater detail. Cherwell is well
placedto attract highly skilled workers who might have
traditionally worked in London. New housing development a
rural villages would serve to drain such people, whose high
levels of disposable income is likely to reinforce the viability
local services.

Using labour demand figures and past completions on at leg
Y. dzaAySaa Fa | adatQ GNI 2SO
significant amount of additional employment land is needed
up to 807 hectares. Greater assessment is needed to
understand whether aticated sites within the Economic Nee(
Assessment are still deliverable and/or whether they are no
better suited for other uses if development on them is still
preferred.

What national / statutory organizations said:
1 Sport England support the consideration of E use classes o

employment land. Sport has only recently been seen as an
economic generator.

As noted above. Policy will reflect
the Use Classes Order 187 (as
amended).

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

As noted above.
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Oxfordshire County Council note that consideration should
given to potential B8 requirements within residential aseéor
freight consolidation. The Council may consider policies aro
requirements for futureproofing for innovation/tech to becon
mainstream in areas where there is an objective to promote
science, tech, and innovation businesses.

The Local Plan shoutéek to encourage the implementation
Community Employment Plan (CEPs) which are focused on
strategic sites and this approach has been endorsed at Gro
Board, Local Enterprise Partnership Board and by the Skills
Board. CEPs are fundamental to the ssstul delivery of
AUNF 0S3IA0 202S00A0Sa ARSY()
and Report and Economic Recovery Plan and the emerging
Oxfordshire Inclusive Economy Partnership. CEPs could prg
opportunities for people to gain necessary skills,
apprenticeships, and work, to address the identified skills
shortage and lack of training opportunities locally and provic
enhanced social mobility and economic growth as a result.
CEPs seek to maximise the wider community benefits of
development through esuring that local people can better
access job opportunities arising from development. The
outcomes in CEPs should apply at the construction phase 4
at enduse phase of employment generating development.

What the Local organisationatierest groups said:

T

= =

Provision of bus services from major urban centres and raily
stations to new employment sites which will employ in exces
of 100 people is required.
Support more working at or near homes, encouraging ultrafd
broadband and bettephone signals.
The preference would be for development that supports higl
wage, highesskilled employment and training rather than

f SAadzNBEx NBGFAT YR K2ALRAGI
new technology should be supported.

More training for aitdoors employment.

NVQs will make a career progression and more pay possibl
Conditions and pay for staff working outdoors make it a very
unattractive career.
Need to provide for lowecost small/incubator units and units|
for hightech and manufacturing.

As noted above.

OPTION 5: TOWN CENTRES & RETAIL

To support our town centres, should we

1) Provide more flexibility within our town centres for different uses including reside
development but protect key shopping areas by restricting use to retstaurants and

cafes
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2) Maximise flexibility within the town centre for different uses including resider
development and other community and leisure uses.

Approximately 127 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1
1

What members of the public said:

Overall, there was more support for Option 2.

Many considered that limiting the spread of eofttown retail
developments where there is existing opportunity to provide
the service in a town centre was a kegpact to reviving town
centres.

There was support for town centres being easily accessible
a variety of transport modes, particularly walking and cyclin
and also including access for large goods vehicles.

There was also high levels of supportémsuring that town
centres were inviting and comfortable places that people w4
to visit; including providing indoor and outdoor modular
spaces that can be flexibly adapted to need/demand. Town
centres should be more attractive with more public spaces,
markets, landscaping, etc.

Many respondents thought that better and cheaper/free
parking options would bring people back to town centres.
Kidlington shopping area should be protected by restricting
uses. Banbury and Bicester can accommodate other
community and leisure uses.

Only one respondent felt that shops in town centres should
protected from housing.

Flexibility is required but consideration should be given to th
resultant use of cars and retail trends to provide smaller uni
for entrepreneurial endavours.

Unused buildings in town centres should be compulsory
purchased and turned into residential uses, whilst protecting
heritage and providing housing for young people and
invigorate town centres as communities.

Town centres are important to elderlgsidents as a social hu
and should benefit from a mix of uses.

Consideration should be given to the creation of environme
that make people feel comfortable with a mix of building typ
and scale of buildings.

Unused buildings should be used as commuaoéntres, not
changes to residential uses. Removing parking areas and
creating more community spaces, such as market areas, gr
space, play areas, etc.

Noted.

The Regulation 18 draft plan sets out
tkS / 2dzy OAf Qa | LJLJ
and retail

This includsidentification and
delivery of strategic and nestrategic
development sites for housing,
employment, open space and
recreation, and other land uses.

Thedraft planidentifiestown centre
boundaries, strategic siteand
includes policies fa determining
planning applicationsTrese policies
are informed by a range of evidence
including a Town Centre and Retalil
Study

1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Bloxham Parish Council questions whether there is scope t
consider each town/villageentre on its merits and have a
flexible plan for each, rather than try to anticipate what
development should be encouraged across the district.
Kidlington Parish Council, Banbury Town Council, Heyford
Parish Council and Gosford and Water Eaton P&isimncil

prefers Option 1.

As noted above.
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Launton Parish Council does not support either option and
notes that out of town retail should be halted.

Caversfield Parish Council support Option 2 and note that
other community and leisure uses should be considered be
residential uses.

Cropredy Parish Council supports Option 2.

Fritwell Parish Council supports the limiting of -@iittown
retail which promotes higher car usage and negatively imp4g
town centre traders.

Bodicote Parish Council believes that each town shbale
the capacity to guide development in its town centres with
maximum flexibility based on the users of the town centres.
Bloxham Parish Council questions whether there is scope t
consider each town/village centre on its merits and have a
flexible planfor each, rather than try to anticipate what
development should be encouraged across the district.
Kidlington Parish Council, Banbury Town Council, Heyford
Parish Council and Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Coung
prefers Option 1.

Launton Parish Cowil does not support either option and
notes that out of town retail should be halted.

Caversfield Parish Council support Option 2 and note that
other community and leisure uses should be considered be
residential uses.

Cropredy Parish Council suppo@ption 2.

Fritwell Parish Council supports the limiting of -@ftown
retail which promotes higher car usage and negatively imp4g
town centre traders.

Bodicote Parish Council believes that each town should ha
the capacity to guide development in tewvn centres with
maximum flexibility based on the users of the town centres.

What the development industry said:

)l
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Bloxham Parish Council questions whether there is scope t
consider each town/village centre on its merits and have a
flexible plan for each, rather than try to anticipate what
development should be encouraged across the district.
Kidlington Parish Council, Banbury Town Council, Heyford
Parish Council and Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Coung
prefers Option 1.

Launbn Parish Council does not support either option and
notes that out of town retail should be halted.

Caversfield Parish Council support Option 2 and note that
other community and leisure uses should be considered be
residential uses.

Cropredy Parish @acil supports Option 2.

Fritwell Parish Council supports the limiting of -@ftown
retail which promotes higher car usage and negatively imp3

town centre traders.

As noted above.
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Bodicote Parish Council believes that each town should ha
the capacity to guide devahment in its town centres with
maximum flexibility based on the users of the town centres.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

E |

Bloxham Parish Council questions whether there is scope t
consider each town/village centre orsiimerits and have a
flexible plan for each, rather than try to anticipate what
development should be encouraged across the district.
Kidlington Parish Council, Banbury Town Council, Heyford
Parish Council and Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Coung
prefers Option 1.

Launton Parish Council does not support either option and
notes that out of town retail should be halted.

Caversfield Parish Council support Option 2 and note that
other community and leisure uses should be considered be
residential uses

Cropredy Parish Council supports Option 2.

Fritwell Parish Council supports the limiting of -@f{town
retail which promotes higher car usage and negatively impa
town centre traders.

Bodicote Parish Council believes that each town should ha
the capacity to guide development in its town centres with
maximum flexibility based on the users of the town centres.

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

T

= =

Bloxham Parish Council questions whether there is scope tq
consider each town/village centre on its merits and have a
flexible plan for each, rather than try to anticipate what
development should be encouraged across the district.
Kidlington Parish CoundBanbury Town Council, Heyford Pa
Parish Council and Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Coung
prefers Option 1.

Launton Parish Council does not support either option and
notes that out of town retail should be halted.

Caversfield Parish Council support iOpt2 and note that
other community and leisure uses should be considered be
residential uses.

Cropredy Parish Council supports Option 2.

Fritwell Parish Council supports the limiting of -@ftown
retail which promotes higher car usage and negativalyacts
town centre traders.

Bodicote Parish Council believes that each town should ha
the capacity to guide development in its town centres with
maximum flexibility based on the users of the town centres.

As noted above.

What the Local organisatiorigterest groups said:

1

CPRE Oxfordshire supports Option 2. Town centre and
brownfield sites should be utilised before consideration of
green belt/space development. Continued support for small
chain/independent retailers will allow a greater variety withir
the town centres and encourage the use of markets.

MCNP Forum support the change for some residential useg

town centres with the aim to create a vibrant community

As noted above.

Policies will reflect the most up to dat
Use Classes Order.
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which harnesses small scale enterprises and specialist
providers.

Banbury Civic Society lves the question to be leading and
should have been reworded to consider flexibility for
residential uses at ground floor in town centres. They note {
. Fyodz2NEQa YIFAY NBGFAf | NBI
important protection to the primaryetail streets. Support a
NBERN} FGSR LI22ftA0e T2NJ . | yodz
conservation led assessment.

Save Gavray Meadows supports Option 1.

Town centres should provide a wide range of facilities in on
place which is easily accessible by walkingyaling.

{G al NEQa [/ KdzZNOK . | yodzNE LI

QUESTION: TOWN CENTRE USES (BANBURY, BICESTER & KIDLINGTON)

\ Are there other policies that should be consideredalation to retail to support our town centre#

Approximately 49 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

1
T
1

E R = = = = =

= =4 =

What members of the public said:

Attract more people to the town centre.

Better parking in tow centres and review parking charges.
Pedestrianised spaces in all the major towns.

Towns accessible by safe and direct footpaths and cycle pa
with the inclusion of secure cycle storage. Town centres
aK2dzZ R KI @S y2 WwWy2 O0eO0fAy3d
More variety ofretailers.

Pop up shops to support young local entrepreneurs.

Local rates rebates and Incentives for companies to return
the town centres.

Introduce a new 10% loyalty card discount card for money
spent in town centre.

Ban any new out of town shoppimgntres.

A local capital gains tax for nwate payers could then be
levied.

Reduce the statholder fees for Banbury market.

Provide a variety of markets.

Hold/host regular events that support retailers.

A plan which includes transport hubs is essential.
Banbury needs a good library.

Support retail and leisure services while providing
accommodation.

Very frequent public transport is required.

Street sweeping and maintenance of pedestrianised areas.
Ensuring change of use from commercial to residentialade
are easy.

Policies that promote environmentally positive changes.

Noted.

The Regulation 18 draft plan sets oy
GKS [/ 2dzy OAf Q& | L]
centres and retail.

This includes identifation and
delivery of strategic and nestrategic
development sites for housing,
employment, open space and
recreation, and other land uses.

The draft plaridentifiestown centre
boundaries, strategic siteand
includes policies for determining
planning applicationsThese policies
are informed by a range of evidenceg
including a Town Centre and Retail
Study.

This study provides ufp-date
objective assessment of retail and
leisure, evening economiemporary
activitiessuch as 'pop ups', in
addition to the nighitime economy
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Provide open spaces and enhance the local character of to

What Town and Parish Councils said:

f

Launton Parish Council suggest a National Business Rate
review to allow businesses to be able to afford to stay to
support town centres.

Cropedy Parish CouncBe/ 8 A RSNJ G KI G Whdz
development should be prevented.

Milton Parish Council note that more homes should replace
offices/shops as centres become more amenable places to
live.

Fritwell Parish Council encourage smaller, independent trag
by reducing business rates. Add more variety to Banbury
weekly market.

Weston on the Green Parish Council note that accessibility
local communities from surrounding areas and villages is a
concern. Local distinctiveness should recognise the value @
locallymade produce.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council consider that ther
should be positive awareness of climate change and the
creation of new heritage environments.

Bodicote Parish Council note that entrepreneurs who wish 1
set up viable small businesswithin the town centre should
be helped.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:

)l

Launton Parish Council suggest a National Business Rate
review to allow businesses to be able to afford to stay to
support town centres.

Cropedy Parish 2 dzy OAf O2y &aARSNJ (Kl
development should be prevented.

Milton Parish Council note that more homes should replace
offices/shops as centres become more amenable places to
live.

Fritwell Parish Council encourage smaller, independent nis(
by reducing business rates. Add more variety to Banbury
weekly market.

Weston on the Green Parish Council note that accessibility
local communities from surrounding areas and villages is a
concern. Local distinctiveness should recognise the vdlue @
locally made produce.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council consider that ther
should be positive awareness of climate change and the
creation of new heritage environments.

Bodicote Parish Council note that entrepreneurs who wish 1
set up viable smabusinesses within the town centre should
be helped.

As noted above.

What national / statutory organisations said:

f

Stagecoach note that a policies to consider how to deal wit
out of town proposals to ensure that such sites are accessi
by all modeslIf the developer cannot deliver, then
development should be refused. This will incentivise

As noted above.
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developers securing the control they need to secure
sustainable accessibility. Bus services running at least evel
minutes serving a variety of origins, shobllin place or
credibly sustainable at all significant developments. A
criterion-based policy is going to be effective in steering
outcomes and offering sufficient clarity for development
management decisions.

What national / statutory aganisations said:

)l

Stagecoach note that a policies to consider how to deal wit
out of town proposals to ensure that such sites are accessi
by all modes. If the developer cannot deliver, then
development should be refused. This will incentivise
developers securing the control they need to secure
sustainable accessibility. Bus services running at least evel
minutes serving a variety of origins, should be in place or
credibly sustainable at all significant developments. A
criterion-based policys going to be effective in steering
outcomes and offering sufficient clarity for development
management decisions.

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

)l

Oxfordshire County Council consider thatrathute
neighbourhoodsre not purely for encouraging the shift to
active travel. It should allow those from deprived communiti
to have equal access to shops and services which might be
inaccessible due to travel distance and lack of quality
infrastructure. More residentiahitown centres would result
in a loss of community facilities widening health inequalities
There is nothing to highlight the archaeological resource
within the town. Banbury has a wealth of archaeological
heritage assets which are often overlooked. Arablagical
excavations ahead of development in and around Banbury
have revealed a significant prehistoric landscape, a Bronze
funerary landscape and later prehistoric settlement. In line
with NPPF the local plan should aim to set out a robust
strategy fa the protection and enhancement of this
archaeological resource.

development in its town centres with maximum flexibility
based on the users of the town centres.

As noted above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

)l

{ G al N® oonsidérkhdzEIKcould make greater use
Repairs Notices to make sure that the owners of the many
listed buildings in Banbury town centre that are suffering frg
neglect keep them in good condition. It could actively seek
sources of granaid. Maintining the character and
appearance of the town centre by keeping its buildings in g
condition is critical to its attractiveness and its letegm
sustainability.

Banbury Civic Society support a redrafting of policy for

. yodz2NE QA (26 ydbdBaged biid ¢ KA

conservationled assessment of the existing built environme

As noted above.

Policy relating to town centres and
retail will reflect the most up to date
UCo.
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Save Gavray Meadows consider that more car parking is
required.

BicesterBUG consider that eaf-town centres should be
restricted. All town centres should be readily accesdiyle
safe, direct, and attractive footpaths and cycle paths.
Encourage more pedestrianised areas within town centres.
b2 OeOfAy3dé I NBlFa akz2dzZ R
convenient parking for bikes and electric bikes. Retailers
should be able to esly apply for bike parking to be installed,

QUESTION: SUPPORTING OUR TOWN CENTRES

\ Are there any local town centre and retail related policies that we should consider?

Approximately 41 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

1
1
1

What members of the public said:

Enable the utilisationf empty retail spaces for community
use, startups, art and entertainment etc.

Queries how people will get in and out of town centres.
Affordable rent some be introduced for small businesses.
Affordable accommodation should be introduced into the
town centres in vacant buildings.

Traffic congestion should be alleviated by making alternativ
provision for through traffic.

Parking charges should be reduced or eliminated in town
centres.

Do not support the designation of several town centre sites
travellers.

Suggested that a team dedicated to supporting the function
town centres is heeded.

Designs should be based on traditional styles.

Off-site areas should only be used to support the centre an
for distribution.

Reduced business rates should be @bl

Banbury Town Centre has potential to be successful but hg
been neglected.

Financial incentives should be provided to encourage and
support traders into centres.

Variety of types of use should be encouraged in the town
centre.

More visual and modernralike sculpture trails and official
street art should be incorporated.

Prevent development of inaccessible efttown retail
centres.

Limit the number of retail distribution centres on the edges

towns.

Noted.

The Regulation 18 draft plan sets ol
GKS [/ 2dzy OAf Qa | LI
centres and retail.

This includes identification and
delivery of strategic and nestrategic
development sites for housing,
employment, open space and
recreation, and other land uses.

The draft plaridentifiestown centre
boundaries, strategic siteand
includes policies br determining
planning applicationsThese policies
are informed by a range of evidence
including a Town Centre and Retall
Study.

This study provides ufp-date
objective assessment of retail and
leisure, evening economyemporary
activities such as 'goups’, in
addition to the nighttime economy
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The proposed rail freight interchange at Ardihould be
rejected as it would increase freight traffic on local roads ar
through villages.

Improved access to town centre and better parking.

Build a large carpark outside the town centre on a brownfie
site and run sustainable transport to this locatio

Local town centre and retail policies should be sympathetic
the community.

Renovation of historical buildings should be supported.
Empty units on Bridge Street, High Street, Cherwell Street
at Banbury Canalside should be addressed.

Allowing centes to further decline will have negative
consequences for local identity, revenue, health and social
cohesion. Centres need to be made attractive again by
conserving heritage buildings and a nucleus of retail and
recreational facilities in a pedestrian\aronment while
repurposing disused or declining assets into housing, greer|
space and public facilities such as schools, medical facilitie
libraries etc.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

T

)l

)l

Bloxham Parish Council state that village retail developmer
expansion needs to be carefully balanced against parking,
This is a problem in most villages.

Westonon the Green Parish Council support the provision (¢
outlets for local products and supporting local communities
Cropredy Parish Council recognise the importance of the u
landscape as an attractor and enhancer of civic pride and v
being.

As notal above.

What the development industry said:

f
f

E

Refer to the NPPF at Section 7 and in particular paragraph
Coordination across local authorities in respect to policy
development is required. A set of planning policies to supp(
the vitality of centresould apply in other authority areas ang
save time and effort by establishing one set of policies.
Need for flexibility in the provision of facilities and services.
A regular review of business rates should be undertaken.
The changing role of the High &t should be recognised.
The approach at Heyford Park so far has focused on bringi
forward a mix of uses including retail, hotel, bowling alley,
cycle shop and café to provide an attractive offer and so th;
| SEF2NR tFN] o0S02YSvarightt aRS
¢CKS /2dzyOAt Qa ¢2g6y |/ Sy(iNB
concluded that there are several areas within the town cent
that need regeneration and that these areas should be
brought forward in a holistic manner. The study identified si
sites hat represent key regeneration opportunities. Town
centre policy should acknowledge the role that residential
development can play in achieving regeneration. Planning
policy should encourage residential development on
brownfield sites within town centresral allocate town centre
sites that are suitable for residential mixede development.

As noted above.
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Development plans should define what would constitute a t
building. Suggested planning policy wordgf! & | Y
facilitate Town Centre regeneration, residehtiavelopment
on Brownfield Town Centre sites will be supported. In
appropriate locations, wetlesigned tall buildings can play a
positive urban design role in the built form, and can act as
landmarks, making a positive contribution to views, as well
iy ONBI aAy3d K2dzaAy3a RSyairideQ
The focus on the protection of retail use over residential us
does not reflect the changing character of town centres ang
the need for the role of town centres to change.
Policy Banbury 7 needs to be amended to reflect the chang
to the use classes in relation to Use Class E.

/| KSNBStftQa @GAffl3Sa akKz2dzZ R
development capable of increasing sslifficiency and
reducing the need to travel by private car. Coupled with
improved digital connectivity within thesareas, it is
considered that this could significantly assist in meeting
climate change objectives.

What national / statutory organisations said:

T

The Woodland Trust recommend setting an overall tree
canopy cover target for town centremd setting a specific
percentage canopy cover target for development sites, as g
contribution to meeting biodiversity net gain requirements.
Stagecoach state that policy should consider how to deal w
out of town proposals to ensure that such sites aceessible
by all modes. If the developer cannot deliver, then
development should be refused. This will incentivise
developers securing the control they need to secure
sustainable accessibility. Bus services running at least eve
minutes serving a vaaty of origins, should be in place or
credibly sustainable at all significant developments. A
criterion-based policy would be effective in steering outcom
and offering sufficient clarity.

As noted above.

Policy relating to town centres and
retail reflects the most up to date
UCO.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshire County Council recognise that a policy orofut
town retail centres is important. The policy should require
retail centres to be accessible by sustainable and active tra

As noted above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1

Bicester BUG state that owff-town centres should be
restricted. All town centres should be readily accessible by
safe, direct, and attractive footpaths and cycle paths. More
pedestrianised areas should be delivered within town centr
adb2 Oe& 08 shglE be ramed. Secure and convenig
cycle parking should be provided. Retailers should be able
easily apply for bike parking to be installed.

MCNP Forum encourage more markets including specialist]

markets.

As noted above.

73




1

Banbury Civic Society support redraftioigpolicy for
.l yodz2NEQa (26y OSYUGNB:Z 0 dz
conservationled assessment of the existing built environme

OPTION 6: RATES OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING

Should we
1) Increase the percentage requirement of affordableousing required on housin

developments of 10 or more units?

2) Keep the percentage levels of affordable housing the same as in the 2015 Local Plai
at Banbury and Bicester, and 35% across the rest of the District)

Approximately 172esponses were received response to this option

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

T

What members of the public said:

Overall, the public favoured Option 1 but there was also
strong support for Option 2.

One respondent suggested a shared ownersicipeme. 10%
of all new homes should be progressed and another sugge
that 30% should be applied.

Many believed that the percentage requirements in Banbur
and Bicester should be increased and the percentage in ru
areas reduced.

Others considered that the requirement for 50% provision
was welcomed through the LP Partial Review; this should
increased throughout the district.

There was a strong feeling that the delivery of affordable
homes should be controlled, and that the anmbshould not
be amended once construction has started.

Small scale developments of-20 units should require a
minimum of 20% affordable housing.

Difficult to achieve due to the economic viability of sites; th
Council may have to deliver more to meeetheeds.

Many felt that the definition of affordable housing needs to
be clearer.

Noted.

The rates of affordable housing in
the draft plan are informed by
relevant evidence, input from
stakeholders and a viability
assessment. This evidence includes
the Housing and Economic Needs
Assessment (HENA)

f

f

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Bloxham Parish Council prefer Option 1, to raise the startir|
point of negotiations with developers.

Deddington Parish Council note that house prices are so
disproportionatd @ KA 3IK Ay [/ KSNB St f
should still be able to make sustainable profits with a highe
percentage of affordable homes (Option 1).

Sibford Gower Parish Council prefer Option 2 and note tha
provisions should be met in full in locat®where need is
identified.

Noted as above.
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Kidlington Parish Council opt for Option 1 with a 50%
requirement for affordable housing; with a priority for socia
housing.

Caversfield Parish Council note that Banbury and Bicester
need more social housing.

Cropredy Parish Council, Banbury Town Council, Heyford
Parish Council and Kirtlington Parish Council support Optiq
Fritwell Parish Council believe that the percentage should
increased for homes for young families and bungalows for
disabledelderly.

Weston on the Green Parish Council believe that there shq
be a 35% requirement across the board, with a higher
percentage required on sites with 10 or more units. Focus
should be on the provision of smaitale affordable
developments which gaeasily fit within existing villages ang
utilise existing infrastructure.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council support Option 2
Bodicote Parish Council note that every opportunity should
given to young and new homebuyers to move into houses
goodquality in the areas where they wish to live.

2K|

T
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Local Members have identified that Option 1 is preferred,
where the percentage should be increased.

Noted

What the development industry said:

)l

None of thedevelopment industry supported Option 1, with
the overwhelming majority supporting Option 2, but that
support was subject to the production of a strong evidence
base to support policy requirements.

Many respondents noted that it was difficult to meaningjul
comment without wider viability evidence around new
affordable housing provision policy aspirations. A whole plg
viability assessment/evidence will be required to justify any
increases in provision and any plans to keep levels as they,
Many in thedevelopment industry acknowledge the need fg
affordable housing but also recognise the increasing viabili
costs.

Many note that the policy needs to be flexible to allow
individual site circumstances to be taken in to account as
the existing PolicBSC 3.
Increasing the provisions risks rendering some sites unvial
and undermining delivery rates.

The levels noted in Option 2 should be a maximum
requirement.

Flexibility required for tenure split to respond to varying
demand throughout the plan period

Heyford Park should have a 30% provision requirement in

with Banbury and Bicester.

Noted, as above comments.
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f Home Builders Federation note that the rate of affordable
housing to be delivered in this local plan will depend on the
ability of development to bear the cost of tlfordable
housing policy and the cumulative financial impact of all otl
requirements placed on new development through the locq
plan review and by national policy and legislation. May
require a policy that varies such requirements on the basis
locdion or type of development reflecting the different cost
and values that occur. HBF provided a Local Viability Guid
the Council to review.

1 Arange of affordable housing levels is appropriate across
District and this needs to be set within devetoent viability
appraisal work and whether the Council intends to continug
with S106 only without introducing CIL.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: Noted as above.

1 Oxfordshire County Council notes that the percentage of
affordable housing on new development sites needs to be
increased, and that there is a lack of social rented housing
the district. Consideration should be given to the required
percentage levels through the Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

1 West Oxfordshire Courlaivelcomes the focus on affordable
housing in terms of rates and tenures.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 Banbury Civic Society believes that the local plan should s{ Noted asabove.
ambitious requirements for affordable and sociahted
housing and if the private sector is unable to meet the nee(
should be set out how the Council or RSLs will meet the ng

1 Deddington Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group favour
Option 1; to raise the minimum requirement to 40% in rural
areas.

1 Some gestion the extent to which current targets have bee
met and whether higher targets would be economically via

1 CPRE Oxfordshire support Option 1; this is especially
important in the villages.

1 Kidlington Baptist Church favours Option 2.

OPTION 7: AFFORDABLE HOUSING TENURE
Should we
1) prioritise the provision of social rented housing above other affordable housing tenur
2) Keep the same affordable housing tenure mix as set out in the 2015 Local Plan wi
Affordable and Soci&ent and 30% Social Rent?

Approximately 15%esponses were receivad response to this option
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Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:

)l

)l

E R

The majority (52) support Option 2 and a high number (34)
support Option 1.

Affordable housing should have restrictions so that they
cannot be rented out for 10 years to prevent landlords buyi
all these properties.

There is a need to review what type of properties will actug
be affordable.

Identify the need and then prioritesits delivery rather than
applying an arbitrary formula.

An increase of social rented housing should be achieved
(between 40% and 50%); this increase should be informed
existing levels of provision, local plans and need.

Shared ownership should be engaged.

Social and affordable housing should be delivered separaty
Ensure developers are not allowed to water down the
requirements for affordable housing delivery on grounds of
profits.

There should be a flexible approach to provision of social
housingdependent on location. Local people should be
prioritised.

The provision of rental accommodation rather than
ownership, perhaps via a btiy scheme, must be maintained

The preferred affordable housing
tenure and mix in the draft plan are
informed by relevant evidence, input
from stakeholders and a viability
assessment. This evidence includes
the Housing and Economic Needs
Assessment (HENA).

What Town and Parish Councils said:

1
1

There was support for Option 1 and Option 2.

Heyford Park Parish Council support Option 2. More
affordable shared ownership properties with Cherwell Distr
Council, to enable young people, key workers andnditary
etc. to get onto the housing ladder.

Bloxham Parish Council said it is bettes#ek different levels
of affordable housing in different locations, driven by local
plans and existing levels.

Deddington Parish Council support Option 2 but question
GKSGKSNI GKSNBE Aa F YAALNRY
FFF2NRFOf S K2 Yifhgton there i pdesiblyd
greater need for affordable homes to purchase than to rent
People are unable to get on to the council housing register
and cannot afford the market rate for homes in the village.
The Parish Council suggest 50% of affordable harees
available to purchase.

Sibford Gower Parish Council identify the need for affordak
housing, and this should be prioritised.

Kidlington Parish Council support Option 1. Priority should
given to social housing within the 50% requirement.
Weston onthe Green Parish Council support Option 2. With
the village there are people who wish to buy the home they
have been allocated only to find that the property is exemp

from the Right to Acquire scheme.

Noted as above
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Fritwell Parish Council support Option 1. Boylet should be
discouraged. Proper standards and rent control should be
brought in for all lettings and rights for all tenants should be
increased, including lifdme occupation.

2K|
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Two councillors suppo@ption 2.

Noted

What the development industry said:

1
1

All respondents (13) support Option 2.
The definition of affordable housing in NPPF is relevant. Ag
is difficult to plan for delivery over a plan period it may be
more appropriate to not define a tame split in policy but to
refer to evidence guiding discussions on sites set within
supplementary planning guidance on affordable housing.
The percentage of affordable housing being sought should
in line with national policy and will be subject to viléip
testing in accordance with the NPPF.

Potential role of build to rent as a tenure and product shoul
be recognised.
Council will need to consult further on the detail of relevant
policies in the future.

Paragraph 65 (b) of the NPPF makes clear thaigsals for
specialist accommodation should be exempt from affordab
housing policy requirements. Retirement villages fall within
use class C2. Delivery of affordable housing on extra care
is typically challenging. Levels of owsme&cupation among
older people in the district are above the national average,
suggesting that the current level of provision of extra care
housing does not reflect the need for specialist
accommodation in all tenures particularly for older people.
It is up to the applicanio demonstrate whether particular
circumstances justify the need for a viability assessment.
Plan needs to be flexible with regard to affordable housing
tenure split, so it can respond to different policy approache
and demand.

It should be recognised #t tenure mix could affect the
quantum delivered.

Error in the question as the 30% figure in the policy relates
intermediate housing.

Appropriate to have distrietvide targets, the best housing
responses are those that are locatispecific and informedtyy
up to date evidence. Encourage Cherwell to formulate polig
that allows for this, including developing an understanding
key worker housing as a type of affordable housing.
Degree of flexibility needs to be adopted in respect of tenu
mix. Considerdon needs to be given to the impact of first
homes as there is potential for distortion of the tenure mix

with shared ownership numbers impacted.

Noted as above
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Tenure split that is taken forward will depend on the viabilit
evidence.

The Council needs to ensure thaineets national policy
requirements. It will be important for the viability assessme
to treat first homes in the same manner as market housing
Whilst these homes fall under the definition of affordable
housing in terms of viability, they cannot be tted the same
as an affordable home ownership.

Policy drafting in relation to this topic must be evidetied.
Viability assessment work should be used to determine an
appropriate mix of tenures.

The policy should be informed by the approach in the
Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

First homes policy requirement should be included within t
policy wording.

Opportunities to provide increased level of social rent
provision should be assessed on a site by site basis, and n
prescribed at a district wide level.

The Govamment requires that 25% of all new affordable
homes be provided as first homes. There will be a need to
determine how the remaining 75% of affordable homes are
split. First homes should not replace existing intermediate
provision. Any policy regarding afttable housing tenure
should align to national policy requirements.

The policy should be expanded to include First Homes
requirement on at least 25% of all affordable housing
provision.

Other affordable housing tenures should be promoted aheji
of social rated schemes.

Decision making should be informed by a Housing and
Economic Development Needs Assessment.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshire County Council supports Option 1. With high
house prices and kack of supply, increasing social rented
housing is important and delivery should be above 30%

Noted

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

f
1

There was support for Option 1 and Option 2.

More genuinely affordable rented accommodation should
remain genuinely affordable in perpetuity. Shared equity ar
other socalled affordable tenures are likely to be beyond th
means of residents.

In Deddington, there is possibly greater need for affordable
homes to purchase than to rent. People are unablegban

to the council housing register and cannot afford the marke
rate for homes in the village. Suggest 50% of affordable

homes are available to purchase.

Noted as above.
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The social rented element should be increased to around 3
and the affordable rented element shalbe reduced to
around 65%.

Strongly agree with the statement in 5.4.11.

Shared ownership should be encouraged with a policy
requiring a minimum number of such dwellings for all
developments of 10 or more homes.

Disagree with Government policy that afftable housing is
sold on the open market after some years resulting in the
depletion of affordable housing stock.

OPTION 8: HOUSING INTERNAL SPACE STANDARDS

Should we
1) Introduce a policy which requires all new dwellings to meetrihgonally described spac

standard and if so, should this be a minimum requirement?

2) Introduce a policy which only requires affordable homes to meet the nationally desc

space standard and if so, should this be a minimum requirement?

Approximatelyl55 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

What members of the public said:

The overwhelming majority of public respondents opted for
Option 1 which seeks to introduce a policy which requires al

new dwellings to meet the nationally described space standg

(NDSS).

Some members of the public question whether consideratiot

should be given to the number of homes which seek permis

for extensions and set a standard which takes that into acco

and goeseyond the minimum.

9 Policies should look to set higher than a minimum requiremeg

Noted.

TheReg 1®raft Local Plan suppart
the inclusion of the NDSS. This
standard can only be applied where
there is a local plan policy based on
evidenced local nee&nd where the
viability of development is not
compromised.

The draftpolicyisinformed by
updated evidence, the wider plan
making process ancbnsultation
responses

f

f

What Town and Parish Councils said:
The majority of Town and Parish Councils tregponded prefer

Option 1.

Weston on the Green Parish Council note that in rural areas

consideration should be given to more external private spac
rather than impose urban densities.

Bodicote Parish Council notes that requirements need to be
underpinnedby evidence, however it would seem correct tha

new dwellings should meet a decent standard of indoor and
outdoor space.

As noted above.
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2 KFG GKS 2FNR /2dzyOAf f 2NXQa &l Al Asnoted above.

9 Clirs Reynolds and Chapman support Option 1.

What the developmenindustry said:

1 Most respondents preferred Option 1 provided that the Cour As noted above.
can provide robust evidence that there is a need to introduc
the optional space standards.

9 Future policies should retain flexibility to amend internal spa
standards for sitegecific or viability reasons.

1 Some respondents did not support a policy that requires
complying with the NDSS.

1 The local plan should not duplicate other legislation; space
standards are dealt with under other legislation; and should
be covered in poli¢.

1 The policy for space standards should be consistent with
Government Guidance.

1 Home Builders Federation note that space standards can, in
some instances have a negative impact upon affordability ar
reduce customer choice. This is echoed by several
devebpers/landowners.

I The issue is Countywide and should not be decided upon by
each local authority.

1 The policy approach of applying nationally described standa
has been adopted in Oxford City and other Oxfordshire distr
and operates well.

1 Somedevelopers agree that it is important to ensure all new
housing provides sufficient space for living and home workir
the NDSS requirements will facilitate this.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: As noted above.

9 Oxfordshire CountZouncil support Option 1.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 Deddington Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group, CPRE As noted above.
Oxfordshire, Banbury Civic Society, MCNP Forum, Save Ga
aSIR2gax YARtAYy3AG2y . khJiA a{
Banbury, and Deddington Development Watch favour Optio

1 Banbury Civic Society also notes that exceptions could inclu
the reuse of historic buildings where substantial intervention
would be required to meet the standards.

QUESTION: SEPARATION DISTANCES

Should we introduce a policy requiring minimum separation distances between resid
properties?

Approximately 85 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses Officer Response
Whatmembers of the public said:

Noted.
1 The majority of the public support separation distances
between residential properties. TheReg 18&raft local plarhas
regard toplanning guidance for
visual privacy to ensuriat
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Many consider that developments should provide wide path
for pedestrians and cyclists and that roads are currently too
narrow.

To avoidovershadowing, minimum separation distance acro
street needs to be at least four times the ridge height.
Individual planning applications should be considered on th¢
merits.
‘Gentle density' can ensure attractive and sociable place wh
supporting waking and cycling where residents can fulfil thei
needs within 15 minutes of home.

Terraces and flats are significantly more efficient than
detached houses.

Lower density properties would enhance the rural aspect of
some communities and keep the green spac

Increasing the separation distances between dwellings wou
reduce neighbour disagreements.

Appropriate separation will ensure that greenery and
biodiversity can be integrated.

Should be access to a garden from the side of the house.
Overlooking shold not be an issue.

When building next to homes which are adjacent to land thg
will be built on, ensure the space does not encroach on the
house. 5 metres between each section of land.

A mix of styles which optimises the use of the land.

Shared safe spa@nd gardens can be more valuable than a
thin strip of separation between detached houses.

Good sized gardens appropriate to house size should be
provided.

adequate separation and amenity
standards are provided
Developers are required to
demonstrate how the design as a
whole uses aariety of measures to
provide adequatevisual and acousti
privacy for evergwelling

What Town and Parish Counabsd:

)l

Bloxham Parish Council and Qregly Parish Council note that
careful consideration in relation to housing density pressure
required.

Launton Parish Council, Caversfield Parish Councilt&ciypop
Parish Council, Gosford and Water Eaton P&isincil and
Banbury Town Council support minimum separation distanc
Fritwell Parish Council note that housing density should be
increased to minimise development spread. Increasing num
2F at2NBeQa Ay a2vYS RoStftAy
include accommaodation for car below living space; reducing
parking congestion and protect living spaces from inevitable
flooding in built up areas.

Heyford Park Parish Council suggest that all houses should
able to put their bins somewhere where they do netichct
from the local environment.

Weston on the Green Parish Council consider that separatic
distances are not essential
Bodicote Parish Council consider that a balance needs strik
between providing the required number of dwellings and
giving residerg a feel of having their own space, and providi
character. This needs to avoid large housing developments
getting bigger so as to keep the same number of houses as
result of adopting such a policy.

As noted above.
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What the development industry said:

1
1

1
1

= =

Consider that separation distances can be too prescriptive.
The assessment of separation distances should be left to
individual applications as they will be site specific.

Policy should be considered coumyde.

The PPG provides guidance on how planaimdorities can
gather evidence to set optional requirements and the
nationally described space standards.

The approach should allow for some flexibility and support t
objective of using land efficiently in line with paragraph 124
the NPPF.

Separatiordistances can be addressed by good design and
be better covered through a design guide SPD.

Separation distances tend to result in lower development
densities overall.

The requirement to provide treéned streets will add to land
take up and wildrive down achievable densities. A similar
effect occurs through the incorporation of swales and other
aboveground SuDs/Green Infrastructure features.

If a favoured policy approach results in lower average densi
there will be a corresponding need ttiacate more land for
development.

Policies should directly address issues of privacy and natur
light, allowing focus on the sigpecific issues.

National planning guidance and Building Regulations shoulg
provide the necessary policy and legislativerfeavork.
Suggestion is not evidence based nor is it consistent with
national policy or guidance.

/| 2dzf R I NIOAFAOALfTE& fAYAG [ f
contribution of the Oxfordshire growth requirement.

Could have implications on the character of séws areas.

In other districts within Oxfordshire this varies betweenZ®
metres.

As noted above.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

The Woodland Trust recommend setting an overall tree can
cover target for town centres and setting pegific percentage
canopy cover target for development sites, as a contribution
meeting biodiversity net gain requirements.

Stagecoach state that policy should consider how to deal wi
out of town proposals to ensure that such sites are accessil]
by dl modes. If the developer cannot deliver, then
development should be refused. This will incentivise
developers securing the control they need to secure
sustainable accessibility. Bus services running at least ever
minutes serving a variety of origirghould be in place or
credibly sustainable at all significant developments. A criteri
based policy would be effective in steering outcomes and
offering sufficient clarity.

As noted above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

As noted above.
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DeddingtonDevelopment Watch consider that separation

distances would be appropriate in the Rural Areas to preser

local character.
MCNP Forum support separation distances but these must

accompanied by another policy requiring developers to plan

trees on streefrontages.
Save Gavray Meadows do no support separation distances

People should have gardens. If every house is separated th

will far too much land taken up.

BicesterBUG does not support separation distances.
{G al NBQa
achieve the housing densities necessary to support a "20
minute neighbourhood".

/| KdzZNDOK Q&ing Wik HeIS tdJ |

OPTION 9: HOUSING ACCESSIBILITY

Should we
1) Introduce accessibility standards for a proportion of new homes?
2) Continue to rely orBuilding Regulations in respect of accessibility?

Approximately 144esponses were received response to this option

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

T
T

=

\What members of the public said:

The majority of respondents support Option 1.

Accessibility provision is weak and must be strengthened an
applied across all new development to ensure it is accessiblé
disabled people.

Housing can be designed very easily to improve accessibility
Lower density properties.

All new homes shoullave secure and convenient private ang
communal bike parking.

Consideration should be given to the needs of a changing ag
demographic when considering accessibility.

New building regulations will insist on accessibility standards

Noted.

TheReg 1®raft Local Plan incties &
policy onhousing accessibility
standards

Thepolicyisinformed by updated
evidenceand consultation response

Part M4(2)requirement in Building
Regulations is mandatory minimum
standard across Englanthis include
features such as stefpee access intg
dwellings, increased circulation spa
and access to toilet facilities on the
entrance storey.

The Cherwell Residential Design
Supplementary Planning Guidance
2018 provides details on where cyc
parking should be I@ted andits
design.

What Town and Parish Councils said:
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1 Most of the Town and Parish Councils that responded preferfNoted.
Option 1 while two Parishes support Option 2.
1 Caversfield Parish Council and Fritwell Parish Council furthe
that it should applyto all new homes.
2KFEG GKS 2FNR /2dzyOAf f 2NDa &l ANoted.
1 Councillor Reynolds and Councillor Chapman prefer Option

1

'What the development industry said:

Most of the development industry respondents support Optig
2.

Support theambition to provide housing for a range of users.
The imposition of accessibility standards through planning p
is unnecessary as they are already considered within Buildin
Regulations.

Building new housing which is exclusive to all and meetsniée
homes standards is supported but should continue to be
managed via Building Regulations.

Any policy requirements in respect of housing accessibility
requirements should have sufficient flexibility incorporated al
be based on identified need and eviden
Blanket policy requirements for M4(2) in all new developmen
should not be adopted as these requirements should be bas
off identified need, whilst requirements in relation to M4(3) ci
be particularly onerous and should only be directed to
developgments where there is an identified end user.
The decision on a housing accessibility standards policy sho
not be made in advance of the Oxfordshire Plan as this coul
contradict Option 1 and Option 2.

Not supportive of seeking uplift from establishedtional or
forthcoming national standards in the context of seeking to
achieve the Vision for the District as well as the vision of the
Oxfordshire Plan. An uplift in standards would undermine the
ability to achieve other, equally as important, objectve

The emerging policy should be consistent with and follow
national guidance.

The policy needs to recognise that there can be feasibility or,
viability constraints associated with new development.
Could prevent sustainable and viable development fromicg
forward.

iAs noted above.

il

\What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

Oxfordshire County Council support Option 1 and welcome 4
specific policy as this would reduce the health inequalities
experienced by the ageing population aglable those living
with long term conditions to live independently.

/As noted above.

'What the Local organisations/interest groups said:
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The majority of respondents support Option 1.

New homes should have sufficient safe and convenient privg
and canmunal bicycle storage.

Higher accessibility standards should be set.

Accessibility standards should be tailored to the local
infrastructure capacity.

IAs noted above.

QUESTION: TRAVELLING COMMUNITIES

We would be interested to hear if there aemy specific locations within the district that wou
be suitable to meet the needs of Travelling Communities and the reasons why these are
considered suitable. How can we best ensure that the Travelling Communities have sust
access to servieeand facilities?

Approximately 32 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

1
1
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What members of the public said:

Many of the development proposals in Kidlington are not
appropriately sited.

52y QG s SteslpaftiEularly in Cropredy.

The countywide Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation
Assessment should be used.

Travelling communities shouldn't have any right to land if th
are not paying for them. Considered that the travelling
communities do notantribute to Cherwell and should not be
provided with any facilities.
Building or expanding sites already within the area should k
prioritised.

CDC should seek advice directly from the travelling
communities to identify May be where they would like to be
and services they need.

Important to provide suitable locations with access to good
amenities.

No provision for travelling communities on Green Belt land.
Land in Begbroke close to the A44 suggested as a site for {
travelling communities.

Ensure that planing conditions are met and take action
should any breach occur.

Better transport and development impact considered when
decision made.

Designated sites should be in outer areas of towns and
permanent residence not allowed.

Use compulsory purchase poweosacquire sites.

Travelling communities make a mess.

Provide dedicated vacant brownfield sites but kept to a
minimum.

Noted.

TheReg 1&raft Local Ranhas
regard toGovernmentPlanning
policy for traveller site. The
D2O@SNYyYSyiQa 20@S
ensure fair and equal treatment for
travellers.

Theevidence base to suppoand
inform the Draft Plan, and provision
of newGypsy and Traveller pitches
and Travelling Showpeople pldias
beendelayed butwill be available to
inform the Reg 19 Plan.
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Needs to be more cohesive and collaborative relationship
building, however, the mainstream community needs to be
safe, clean and respead by everyone.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

)l

)l

Banbury Town Council considers that CDC shidelatify and
provide sites to avoid illegal encampments.

Launton Parish council note that there are no specific locati
within Launton.

Caversfield Parish Council note that there are no specific si
in Caversfield.

Fritwell Parish Council note that @@me properties targeted
for elderly/disabled include ground floor bathroom facilities.
Some nominated areas with facilities and appropriate level
support and policing for travellers to remain for limited
periods of time before they move on.

Gosford andNVater Eaton Parish Council consider that sites
travelling sites are needed and may reduce the impact of
travelling communities turning up on parish land where it is
not wanted.

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

T

Oxfordshire County Council note that specific locations are
often identified by the Traveller community which often fail
the applicationstage orachieve approval for a very reduced
number. Sites are normally on marginal land that develope
see no potatial for. Concerned if locations are isolated;
however this is never considered to be an issue for the Gy
and Traveller community when they build sites, they are
LX SFaSR G2 KIFI@S | f20FGA2Y
overdeveloped areawhere thereis litle privacy. There needg
to be positive intervention by planning enforcement, where
many plots that should be for members of the Gypsy and
Traveller community, were being rented out to persons fron|
the settled community.

As noted above.

What the Loal organisations/interest groups said:

)l

)l

MCNP Forum consider that permanent, properly managed
sites should be provided.

{G al NBQ&d / KdzZNOK y20S (KI G
travelling communities to continue to have "ground" close tq
the town, preferablyin a location from where they can acces
local facilities on foot, including shops, without having to wg
along the A361.
Save Gavray Meadows note that the travelling communities
are probably happiest away from houses due to unwarrante
abuse. There are imibus services which run to primary scho
and health centres.

CPRE Oxfordshire consider that Cherwell should have a lis
appropriately designated sites. Speculative applications in (
on the edge of villages should be avoided. Sites should be

As noted above.
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situatedsuch that the number of pitches should not be
disproportionate to the density of the local population and a
decisions should take account of the local context. There
should be a de minimis settlement population below which
is deemed that designatioof sites is not appropriate.

QUESTION: HOUSING POLICIES

Are there any other housing policies we should include in the Plan? For example, is there a
support alternative methods of construction (e.g. modular homes)?

Approximately 8Gesponses were receivad response to this question

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

T

E = =4 = E |
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What members of the public said:

Clear policies relating to stdivision of homes, infilling, use ¢
modular buildings, conversion of retail tesidential and
agricultural buildings.

Policy in relation to sustainable materials.

Housing styles should be modern and fully support moderr
living styles, with access to good transport links.

Embrace sustainable building techniques.

New homes need to beore environmentally friendly.

Gas boilers must not be installed. Solar panels should be
standard. Electric car charging points installed.

Support modular homes.

Sufficient land should be allocated for skifild homes.
Adopt green policies.

Allow abroader range of new house types and innovative
design.

Each development should be judged on its own merit.
Appropriate separation to ensure that greenery and
biodiversity can be integrated.

Alternative more sustainable methods of construction shou
be ercouraged.

Make homes A rated energy efficient and utilise a percentg
of renewable energy features.

Home building must include a greater assessment of the
character.

Design should showcase the best of new methods and
materials.

Focus on brownfield sites.

Keep affordable housing to a minimum in villages.
Density should complement the surrounding area
Encourage and develop purpebeilt housing ceops.

52y Qi RS@St2L) Y2NB 3ANBSYyTA
Architectural merit is probably more important.

Stop second homeownsr

Noted.

The housing policies in the draft plar
have had regard to Government
policy and guidance, emerging
evidence, stakeholder engagement
and consultation responses.

Draft policies addressing climate
change andustainable construction,
seltbuild, and design are included in
the draft plan.
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All new builds should be built around pedestrians not cars.
Evidencded and not influenced by those who have a veste
interest.

Cherwell has handed over the foundational policies to the
Oxfordshire Growth Board which will seek as high a rate of
econonic growth and excessive housing numbers.
Developers should be held accountable.

The current plan provides for numbers well in excess of ne
based on the highly exaggerated assessment of the 2014
SHMA. CDC should press for the Standard Method
(unadjusted}o be used in the Oxfordshire Plan.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

f

Heyford Park Parish Council consider that new homes sho
include car charging, be A rated energy efficient and have
minimum percentag®f renewable technologies.

Bodicote Parish council note that housing and transport my
be taken together in developing policies and approving
developments.

Weston on the Green Parish Council want policies to clam
down on permitted development rightsd enforce breaches
diligently.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council want to see
environmentally friendly construction in keeping with the
existing area.

Bloxham Parish Council seek clear policies on conversion
rural buildings, modular housing, ret&l housing
conversions, and houses in multiple occupation.
Deddington Parish Council state that modern, alternative,
stylish methods of construction should be encouraged,
especially if they produce better insulated and more
affordable homes.

Sibford GoweParish Council note that the provision for
developing alternative methods of construction merit-on
going review to investigate all aspects of the construction
process

Cropredy Parish Council support affordable housing provis
to enable next generation® return to the village. Any
development would need to be proportionate to the village
and not be detrimental to its rural character. Smaller
dwellings for elderly residents wishing to downsize should
provided.

Fritwell Parish Council encourage the us alternative
methods of construction. Modular homes constructed-site
was one of the aspirations in the Bicester el@velopment.

Noted as above.

ZKI

1

G GKS 2FNR /2dzyOAft2NRa al j
Councillor Reynolds notes concerns raised amongst the
villagesthat large housing estates will be tacked on to exist
villages, many of which are unsustainable. 90% of planned

rural housing in the current local plan has been delivened

Noted as above
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need for large rural housing sites. Policies should ensure
development is iregrated and not cut off as a separate
neighbourhood. The standard method should be used.
Councillor Miller notes that it is unclear why the OGNA
methodology described on p36 as being the "standard
method (adjusted)" generates a higher demand for houses
than the Government's own model by 5%. The presentatiof
this modelling is potentially misleading and should be
carefully reviewed and opened up to challenge/scrutiny
before it is used to anchor recommendations on housing
numbers.

What thedevelopment industry said:

f

)l

A specific policy to encourage entry level exception sites in
accordance with Paragraph 72 of the NPPF.

There is no need for a policy relating to modern methods o
construction as it would be more appropriate to let the
market a developers decide.

Policies should refer to quality of design and environmenta
criteria and leave how to achieve the aims to individuals.
Review of storey heights would ensure efficient use of land
whilst being flexible.

Timber panel is the future dfigh quality, sustainable homes
and will play a key role in achieving swift and sustainable
housing delivery.

The Council should allocate sufficient sites at various scalg
and locations.

The production of a Residential Design Guide SPD.

/| KSN¥ St f targets Wi lizdet lyy The Oxfordshire Pla
Disagreed with the approach of setting the LPA requiremer
ySi 2F WwWO2YYAGYSyidiaQad /2YY
planning permission. In responding to the OP, the LPA can
Wal #SQ SEAaI A gf the reqlifergedt! Theh 2 v
requirement assigned to the LPA should be gross, with the
LPAs response being a function of completions, justified
commitments (in the correct definition), saved allocations g
new allocations. To do otherwise will simply reducppsu

and do little to boost supply in the context of past
performance of the LPAs, many of which fail to maintain
housing land supply.

A policy which recognises that there will be situations wher
future opportunities arise for additional new development
over and above that identified in the plan. This policy shoul
set out the circumstances where such opportunities will be
acceptable.

Would not support seeking uplift from established national
forthcoming national standards in the context of seeking to
achieve the suggested Vision for the District as well as the
holistic vision of the Oxfordshire 2050 Plan.

{dzLILI2 NI | F20dza 2y alOGNIyat¥

Oxfordshire which would provide the optimum amount of

Noted as above
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development and enable transformational iaétructure to be
achieved.

9 National policy and guidance requires that policies are bas
on an upto-date assessment of needs. The policies of the
current Local Plan fall short of the current approach. Local
authorities should define the need for such asunodation,
recognising trends for different options and tenures and se
to address this need through allocations or policy support.
Policies should recognise the various forms of accommodsg
and care for the older population can come forward withou
delay. It is a significant shortcoming that no explicit referen
is included to the current need for specialist housing for olg
people. It is appropriate for the Local Plan Review to conta
criteria-based policies that support the positive consideratiq
of proposals seeking to make provision for specialist older
persons housing as part of existing allocations where this
would meet need and satisfy policy requirements.

What national / statutory organisations said:

9 Stagecoach note that agvaluation of what higher levels of
growth might imply for the spatial pattern of development,
given known environmental constraints, and how that migh
lead to a more extensive pattern of development that it mig
be deliverable should be explored. Thiml have potentially
significant impacts on levels of carbortensity, with regard
to patterns of movement and connectivity. A large proportig
of housing has been built in villages, rather than large
settlements.

Noted as above

What the neighbouringnd other local authorities said:

M Oxfordshire County Council support modern methods of
construction (MMC) and any policy should be relatively
flexible. A policy restricting conversion of homes into HMO
such conversions are permitted, then minimum spac
standards should be required. A policy to support the
provision of housing to meet specific needs consistent with
paragraphs 6@2 of the NPPF. Policies to support circular
economy principles and on embodied carbon.

Noted as above

What the Local orgasations/interest groups said:

1 Deddington Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group note that
modern, alternative, stylish methods of construction should
be encouraged.

1 MCNP Forum note that offsite construction methods shoulg
be supported to minimise local disrupti and support
sustainable technologies. It is difficult to see how policy on
infilling can be dealt with under the heading of design.

1 Banbury Civic Society support policies that allow for

temporary or modular homes.

Noted as above
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i Save Gavray Meadows note that modl@mes seem to
have worked well for Graven Hill and should be adopted m
widely. Use less concrete and less CO2.

1 Kidlington Baptist Church state that all new build should
include renewable energy supply.

1 Kidlington Development Watch note that CDC faited
acknowledge expert advice submitted to the LPPR which
illustrated that the housing figures were not justified. No
changes were made. The council should make this a
meaningful consultation where comments are reviewed.
Cherwell should plan on the basistbé Standard Method
which is well in excess of demographic need, but is the
minimum set by current Government policy. Cherwell shou
insist that the Oxfordshire Plan requirement should be bas
on no more than the Standard Method.

1 CPRE Oxfordshire higfit that the consultation document
states that the decision on housing targets will be set by th
hEFT2NRAKANS tfly HnpnZ 6 dz
likely to be above the standard methodology set by
A2PSNYYSY(iQad ¢ KA a-judgag otthé dzy
Oxfordshire Plan 2050. CPRE has substantial reservations
62dzi GKS WFR2dzAaGSRQ aidl yR
FTAIdzNEa RANBOGEE ISYSNI GSR
methodology is the most likely to be achieved with the
O2dzy e Qa SgomskamB gy iS idionly option
considered appropriate. CDC cannot meet the alternative
options presented in the Plan without significant harm to
environment and rural character. CDC should support the
standard methodology and focus on delivering its
commitments on climate change, biodiversity and success
placemaking. Housing density policy should be set within t
Oxfordshire Plan 2050. If Oxfordshire Plan should choose
delegate density policy to District Plans, then Cherwell sho,
include a song and robust policy. Housing stock needs to |
rebalanced with a higher proportion of higiensity housing,
to provide housing that is cheaper and to accommodate
smaller families. High density housing means compact
communities with easy to walk to shepmore viable public
transport and a more social environment.

OPTION 10: SUSTAINABLE CONSTRUCTION
Should we
1) Not set further standards in the Cherwell Local Plan leaving this for Building Regulatio
the Oxfordshire Plan. or
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2) Setsustainable design and construction standards for new residential andesidential

development that only meet standards set by Government. or

3) Set sustainable design and construction standards for residential aneresmtential

development in CherwellBove those required by Central Government?

Approximately 154 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f

)l

= =4 =8 A

What members of the public said:

The majority (74) of the public chose Option 3 whilst smaller
numbers choose Option 1 or Option 2.

CDC should not diverge from the rest of the county on this
matter.

Aim for carbon zero construction. Carbon negative should be
aspiration.

Use sustainably sourced materials, renewable energy in new
estates, plan fotongevity and quality rather than quantity, ang
environmental damage is mitigated.

Building new housing on greenfield land is not "sustainable
construction".

Future Homes standards must be rigorously enforced to ens
developers do not cut corners in dgsior construction.

Duty to maximise the use of energy efficient products and
renewable technologies to protect the environment.

Policies requiring new homes to have solar PV panels,
wastewater recycling and EV charging points.

Look at redevelopment/regesration of brownfield and vacant
retail sites, thus utilising a resource which is already availablg
Local authorities should retain the right to flexibility where the
are local issues which may impact on this.

All large developments (over 50 housesyuald have green
energy within design.

Risk of increasing housing costs.

CDC should be aware of its scarcity of resources.

Good buildings contribute to civic pride.

Significant shortage of goeglzed family homes with good size
gardens. The amount ardknsity of housing on new
developments largely does not meet the needs of family life 1
does it help any sustainability plan. A good proportion of new
homes should have a minimum size garden, a set number of
trees planted per square metre of house, bfiiim sustainable
materials, high performance windows and nfwssil fuel
heating. Sites allocated for development should come with
outstanding environmental and ecological requirements so th
our district can lead the way in cleaner living for all ouufes.

Noted.

The Council's approach to
sustainable constructiois set out
in the emerging drafplan. Thisis
informedby updated evidenceand
consultation responses.

In order to meet the challenge of
climate change, Cherwell District
Council will within the parameters
set by Government legislation and
policy,continue toseekzero carbon
developments with high sustainabl
construction standards.

1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Launton Parish Council and Kirtlington Parish Council suppo
Option 1 whilst Cropedy Parish Council support Option 2.
Caversfield Parish Council and Fritwell Parish Council both
support Option 3.

Heyford Park Parish Council supports Option 3. Use locally

sourced, recycled or sustainable materials wherever possible

Noted.
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and be transparent about this. Encourage a degree of modul
housing or other types which is more affordable.

Bodicote Parish Council note that developers should set the
highest standards it can afford and encompass, and at a
minimum commit to national stadards.

Bloxham Parish Council suggest that the standards set shou
defensible at a planning appeal, straightforward for develope
to understand and anticipate, and if locally defined,
straightforward to develop and administer. The Parish Coung
support Option 1 and/or 2 but retain flexibility.

Sibford Gower Parish Council and Gosford and Water Eaton
Parish Council note that Option 3 could be identified as
aspirational if the objective is to identify and achieve the high
quality for residents. Suchspiration may be significantly
moderated by the implementation of relevant national
guidelines.

Weston on the Green Parish Council support Option 3 and n
that national Government construction standards may be
adequate but enforcement is poor.

2K|

1

G GKS 2FNR /2dzyOAff2NRa al A

There was support for Option 2.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

T

)l

The majority (11) chose Option 1 while smaller numbers cho
Option 2 or 3.

Support for higitech manufacturing, and research and
development poposals that would contribute to managing
climate change.

Clear focus and momentum nationally in preparing and
enhancing sustainability standards.

Generally supportive of all sustainable construction options
which relate to the mitigation of, anddaptation to, climate
change.

Sustainable design and construction standards may not alwg
be practicable or viable in new developments. Important for &
policy requirement within the Local Plan to state that industrig
developments can still come forwain instances where
sustainable design and construction requirements are not
practicable or viable.

{ dzLILI2 NI GKS / 2dzyOAf Qa I aLAN
however consider the Council will need to consult further on
detail of the policies intte future.

Emphasise that policies should align with, and not necessari
SEOSSR: ylriaAz2ylt GFNBSGaD ¢
definition.

Sustainable construction is best addressed through building
regulations so that a national approachajgplied. The policies i
the Cherwell Local Plan should be led by national guidance ¢
the Oxfordshire Plan 2050. In the consultation on the Reg 18
Oxfordshire Plan 2050 the preferred policy approach is to de
an Oxfordshirewide definition for net zeo carbon design and
construction for development in Oxfordshire. Such an approg

Notedas above
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would ensure consistency between the district local plans. A
countywide and universal approach is preferred.

A universal standard is necessary to allow the development ¢
supply chains that focus upon responding to agreed national
targets, and for training providers to plan their programmes t
equip the labour force to meet these new requirements. A
phased approach to delivering these improvements ensures
those people buyingew homes are fully aware of the new
technologies being used in their homes.

If Option 3 is progressed, CDC will need to clearly set out in
viability study the additional costs this will place on
development.

It will be important for economic recevy and ongoing
development to avoid placing undue burdens and restrictiong
the planning system.

There is the need for flexibility to be built into any policy.
The focus should be placed on addressing the highest emittg
without impacting on the delivy of necessary infrastructure
and services to meet the need.

The Cherwell Local Plan Review should look to the
D2OSNYYSyiQa FT2NIKO2YAy3 Cdi
policy direction.

Supports the aspiration of sustainable construction, however
caremust be taken to ensure that the policy does not becomg
further barrier to development in sustainable locations. Local
plan policy should be positive and look for opportunities
associated with development rather than adding an unneces
layer of polig restraint to hinder development.

There needs to be a clear policy distinction between
construction and building performance standards and those {
apply at the occupation phase. Policies should focus on sche
design and building performance, only whex deviation from
reliance upon regulation is justified. A core principle must be
that the most appropriate mechanism is used. If the Oxfordsk
Plan 2050 is wedded to the use of planning policy and can ju
such an approach, then a clear, consistamig single definition
and set of standards should be adopted and applied uniform
and consistency across the County. The balancing of buildin
performance through viability will result in the local planning
authorities needing to balance competing polasgpirations to
ensure deliverability. Building performance will be at risk of
0SAY3 WgSAIKSR Ay (KS LI I vyy
being the most likely variable.

The PPS1 supplement remains in force in respect of North W
Bicester. This syglement is in many ways out of date, not leag
in respect of energy performance. The Oxfordshire Plan and
Cherwell Local Plan Review must be consistent with the
supplement until such time as it is withdrawn. Ambitions and
policy requirements for North We®&icester should be
enshrined, providing the opportunity to establish antapdate
policy framework for development to meet needs and there is
no longer a justification for a higher standard or different
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standard to be applied at North West Bicester. ARS1 should
be withdrawn.

Any policy requirement would need to demonstrate that it
would not have a negative impact on the delivery of homes @
jobs.

Concur with the findings of the Interim SA Report that the
Cherwell Local Plan Review should not ovenglicate the
requirements further as this is likely to impact on delivery.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

)l

The Woodland Trust supports Option 3. In line with the OxCg
Arc leaders' environmental principles, the Local Rlaould
support making more efficient use and management of wastg
and resources, working towards a circular economy with no 1
waste and promoting the use of sustainable building material
and construction guidelines.

Sport England supports Option 1. Spengland is researching
better performing buildings related to sport which will be
shared. BREAM is on direction, but passive design also has
important role to play, so do not focus only on BREAM.

The Canal & River Trust supports Option 2.

Noted.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

T

Oxfordshire County Council prefer Option 1 if Oxfordshire PI3
2050 already exceeds government requirements; Option 3 if
does not. This policy should ensure that provision for
sustainable managememtf waste during construction and
occupation is considered. Consider the reuse of materials on
and the use of recycled and secondary aggregates during
construction. Consider the storing and segregation of waste
ensure access by waste collection idgroccupation. Supports
the preferred option to bring forward higher design
requirements but the policy wording should be strengthened
require major developments to be net zero. Should the
Oxfordshire Plan 2050 not include a policy requiring major
devdopments to be net zero, the Cherwell Local Plan should
their own higher standard. Welcome the publication of the LK
Climate Emergency Design Guide.

West Oxfordshire Council notes that the government has hag
concerns in the past about the uselotal standards, so
evidence is needed to support the approach.

Noted.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1

Save Gavray Meadows prefer Option 3. Area is already aboy
average in building new houses and roads. With a shortage i
concrete ad other building materials, the houses like the ong
in Graven Hill are more sustainable.

Banbury Civic Society prefer Option 3. There is a pressing né
F2NJ GKAAa (G2 AyOfdzRS WoA3al &K

Noted.

96




QUESTION: RETROFITTING OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS

How should we address the challenges of retrofitting existing building stock balancing this
against the need to protect historic buildings?

Approximately 56 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f

1
1
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What members of the public said:

Training of builders and putting investment towards
retrofitting.

Maintain what is historically important.

Retrofitting is key to improving energy efficiency of a buildir]
consider retrofitting unused shops and officastfi

Buildings need to be utilised otherwise they decay further.
Engage innovative thinkers and experts where profit is not
priority.

Exemptions allowed to protect the external appearance of
historic buildings.

Saves building on green spaces.

Maintaining historic buildings should take priority.

Make reliable advice readily available and use discretion in
giving permissions.

Encourage people to do the kind of retrofitting of historic
houses that can reasonably be done without changing the
character of the hases.

Historic housing stock should be encouraged to move to he
pump-based systems. Cherwell should encourage the use (
hybrid heating systems in which heat pumps are supported
a secondary heat source. The installation of a heat pump d
not requirean expensive and timeonsuming complete
overhaul of pipes and radiators.

The true costs could outweigh the benefits or be so margin;
that they are not worth carrying out.

Tailored policies for specific types/age of buildings.
Consider other forms ofeSNH& ISy SNI (A 2]
direct modification to the building.

Maintain the facades and anything historically important
whilst allowing the use of replicas made from recycled
materials or by installing upgrades to the structures.

Stop allowinglevelopers to build new houses that need
retrofitting immediately.

Add solar panels as a minimum.

The largest Issue is an unwillingness to do the simple thing
that make a huge difference to the heating of the buildings.

Noted.

¢ KS / 2patifi€s mficbileto
historic buildings, i set out in the
emerging Draft Local Plan

They areinformed byevidence,
Government policy and guidance,
stakeholder engagement and
consultation responses.

The Draft Local Ransets out a
positive strategy for the conseation
and enjoyment of the historic
environment

f

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Weston on the Green Parish Council note that historic
buildings can benefit from key standardised retrofitted
upgrades while preserving the original fabric. More ratlic

measures should be balanced carefully with the need for

As noted above.
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preservation and should not be enforced using a-tlmpvn
policy.

1 Bodicote Parish Council note that the bespoke approach la
out in the document seems sensible.

1 Banbury Town Council note that arstrofitting needs to be
done in such a way that the character and appearance of tt
historic building is not harmed.

1 Heyford Park Parish Council note that the use of modern,
recycled materials wherever possible that do not detract frg
the overall look ommbience of the buildings should be
pursued.

1 Bloxham Parish Council suggests that the plan seems to
O2yFtFdS WtS3IrOeQ LINBLISNIA
historic/heritage importance. Sensible to develop a set of
categories and then policies for each,luding bespoke
policies for specific buildings. Special provision will need to
made for listed buildings.

9 Sibford Gower Parish Council note that such an approach i
unlikely to meet modern energy efficiency requirements.
Owners of listed buildings valdkeeir character and heritage
and are willing to accept some limitations to energy efficien
to preserve character and heritage. The bespoke approach
identified (paragraph 5.5) would seem both advisable and
reasonable.

1 Cropredy Parish Council support asiéive and bespoke
I LILINR F OK G2 KAAaG2NRO aidhic R
0dzA f RAy3aQr GKS LkRfAOe akKz
advances.

9 Launton Parish Council note that historic buildings should r
60S wasSi Ay I &LA OQandicgioved 02 dz
ensure fit for modern living.

1 Caversfield Parish Council suggest that historic buildings m
be part of moving on into the 21st century.

T Kirtlington Parish Council state that policy must be flexible 1
allow current and future owners of $tioric buildings to
address their current and future needs.

9 Fritwell Parish Council say that some relaxation of the rules
affecting the lower grade Il listed buildings is needed.

2KFG GKS 2FNR /2dzyOAff 2NRa al A
1 Councillor Reynolds nes that historic buildings must be
protected even if it means they are not retrofitted.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:
1 Local Plan policy should reflect the NPPF and PPG. The
approach should be to safeguard the fabric and enable the
building to function.

As noted above.

What national / statutory organisations said:

9 Historic England are researching and promoting how the
historic environment can positively contribute to overall glok

adza il AylFoAfAGE@D ¢KSNB | NB

As noted above.
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improvement solutions appropriate for these homes. Agree
g AlK (KS eqigndhat@ach Kuidding-wall dequire
bespoke approaches that consider the risks and benefits of
different measures. Modern approaches to energy efficienc
may not be appropriate for traditional buildings. The
significance of heritage assets could be hadny
inappropriate retrofit measures. Support historic buildings
dealt with on a caséy-case basis and would prefer them to |
outside any policy standard.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: As noted above.
1 Oxfordshire County Council agree with the suggested

approach and is supportive of retrofitting. Retrofitting
buildings to meet targets on carbon emissions should be m
important than preserving historic buildings. There will be
some exceptions. Local Rlaolicies should identify
opportunities for reducing emissions from the existing build|
stock by identifying potential synergies between new
developments and existing buildings through the retrofitting
energy efficiency measures, decentralised enengg
renewable energy opportunities.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

As noted above.

T MCNP Forum agree that bespoke policies by building will b
necessary.

1 Save Gavray Meadows note that historic buildings are a sp
category. Thegan be insulated from the inside.

1 Banbury Civic Society suggest that a clear policy is requirel
and should be sent to all building owners. This should look
where the easiest and cheapest gains may be accrued and
where interventions are of much more dualis benefit.
Money spent on roefnounted PVs may be much better spel
on an offsite community solar park. Policy may need to
discourage external wall insulation and encourage internal
wall insulation, not just within conservation areas, but in are
whereexternal finishes are critical to local character or visui
amenity.

OPTION 11: RENEWABLE ENERGY
Should we
1) Identify and allocate specific sites for renewable energy generation
2) Use a criterigbased policy to assess the appropriatenesproposals for renewable energ
generation?

Approximately 114 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said: Noted.
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The public were fairly evenly split in terms of preferences in
relation to the renewable energy approach; with many lookir
for both Options to be adopted going forward.

There was considerable support for the installation of
employment/industrial buildings to incorporate solar PV on
roofs before installing solar onegnfield sites and generally fc
all new housing developments to incorporate solar PV.
Consideration should be given to the use of large bodies of
water for the placement of solar panels rather than using
agricultural land.

Existing industrial buildings alal rent roof space for solar PV
schemes.

Suggestion of a policy to require all new car parks (and
retrofitting existing car parks) to have a solar PV canopy to
charge electric vehicles, linking to a close battery store.
Flexibility should be provided ihé policy.

Most renewable energy generation is not appropriate for
Cherwell other than small CHP for industrial/distribution
developments.

¢ KS / 2agpfoach foQ a
renewable energy technologgset
out in the Draft Local Pldhis
informed byevidence,
Government policy and guidance,
including the Future Homes
Standard, stakeholder engageme
and consultation responses

What Town and Parish Councils said:

)l

Bloxham Parish Council and Banbury Town Council believe
both options should béaken forward to identify potential sites
then assess the suitability of the renewable energy type.

Launton Parish Council note that the installation of PV pane
should be a planning requirement, particularly for warehousi

As noted above.

What the2 | NR

)l

)l
T
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Caversfield Parish Council, Qregy Parish Council prefer
Option 2.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council support Option 1.
Kirtlington Parish Council do not support either option and
suggest awaiting COP26 guidance.

Fritwell Parsh Council advocates for the consideration of the
maintenance, renewal and disposal of renewable energy
technologies.

Weston on the Green Parish Council suggests that both opt
should be taken forward and that there should be a policy
relating to the irstallation of energy generation on expansive
commerciakoofs.

Heyford Park Parish Council note that renewable energy
generation should be used wherever possible including in
discreet locations amongst grazing animals, solar PVs on
reservoirs.

Asnoted above.

What the development industry said:

1

f

The development industry was largely in support of taking
forward both Options.

Identification of sites will require review of environmental,
engineering, and economic issues and needs to include
involvement fromseveral parties.

As noted above.

Crerwell District Councdeclared

a climate emergency in 2019 and
pledged their commitments to net
zero by 2030To reach this target,

100



t 2f AOASE aK2dzZ RyQi LINBOf dzR §
areas where assessment criteria could be used to assess
impacts.

The approach should sit within the framework set out by the
Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

Consideration should be @ to celocating new development
with renewable infrastructure.

Should be an aspiration to maximise the use of the renewal
energy in new developments; with flexibility to accommodatg
site specific opportunities.

No need for a specific renewable energlipy; this is covered
by other policies and the Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

Policies should be flexible to allow for the evolution of
renewable energy generation.

Heyford Park could accommodate renewable energy
generation including solar.

a series of energy projects will be
implemented across nine sites.

What national / statutory organisations said:

T

1

MOD-DIOrequests that the policy is supplemented by a
statement which explains that development proposals that
would not compromise, restrict or degrade the operational
capability of safeguarded MOD sites and assets will be
supported.

Sport England support Optich

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshire County Council prefer Option 1 and note that th
needs to be an impetus on the provision of onsite energy
generation through new development. The County Council
supports the allocation of sites for renewable energy
generation; local plans are the ideal means to securing a
strategic and managed approach.

As noted above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

)l

)l

Local organisations were evenly split in terofisupport for
Option 1, 2 and a combined approach for both Options.
Current lack of policy has resulted in adhoc solar farms on
greenfield sites; renewable energy projects should prioritise
brownfield. Where greenfield sites are proposed these shou
benefit the rural economy, be supported and/or owned by lo
communities, bring net benefits to wildlife, avoid/minimise lo
of productive agricultural land and minimise/avoid impacts o
landscape and cultural heritage.

Current wording in the local plan ragling feasibility
assessments is too flexible and allows a get out clause for
developers.

The local plan should include a provision for local decision
making.

Battery storage should be installed alongside solar schemesg
with an emphasis on solar panelsibg installed on buildings

and less on greenfield sites.

Asnoted above.
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Suggestion of a separate policy to cover 'Vehicle to Grid'
charging and recharging of mobility scooterdjieycles, e
motorcycles and other electric mobility devices.

A strong policy on water uss required, including reduction of

demand in new development through greywater harvesting.
Requirement for all new build residential and industrial
properties to install solar PV and/or solar hot water generati
to meet the needs of the property.

QUESTION: POLICIES FOR CLIMATE CHANGE, SUSTAINABLE CONSTRUCTION & RENEW

ENERGY

Are there any other policies that you think are required to help support the approach to man
climate change?

Approximately 68 responses were receivedesponse to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1
1
T

= =

What members of the public said:

Consider the environment at all costs; cannot continue to
pollute the air.

Conserving all existing nature is crucial to combating clima]
change.

TheEco town designation in Bicester should be reviewed,
tightened and extended to show that as part of the Oxford
Cambridge Arc.

Ensure that water supply, and sewage disposal are above
requirements.

Specify Passivhaus in as many circumstances as possible
least using that as an exemplar and working towards similg
standards.

Environmental protection, reduction of traffic, preserving
farmland.

Much more easily available and wpHomoted reliable
advice.

Promote local industries for green energy, dmalding, water
conservation, waste management.

Agricultural land is needed for safeguarding food supplies,
rested to halt soil depletion and promote wildlife, hedgerow
reinstated to stop soil erosion.

Robust methods for flood mitigation that are not passetm
homeowners. Increasing the acceptance of newer homes t
the FloodRE scheme. Introduce clauses into Section 106 t
are enforceable in relation to poor practices and lowest bid
risk assessors used by homebuilders.

Prioritise water management in a rosumanner.

Better provision for electrical vehicle charging, especially ir]
new builds.

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan includes a sui
of policies which address the topics
climate change, sustainable

construction and renewable energy.

These policies are informed by recer
evidence, local and national policies
advice and guidance, input from
stakeholders and consultation
responses.

102



= =4 -8 =

= =

= =

= =

Supporting the growth of sectors only if climate action targg
can be met.

Repurpose the Londe®xford airport.

A policy which encourages generation of renewable gner
Most of your vision looks like greenwashing.

Plant trees and forests around towns like Banbury to offset|
emissions.

Requirement for all new developments to incorporate PV
panels.

Standards are too lowshould be more ambitious for
constructionstandards.

Ensure more sustainable travel.

Stricter policies and penalties for when construction
companies do not meet the requirements or fail to provide
the climate change benefits.

Support nuclear fusion development by providing approprig
sites and gpport for companies directly and in the supply
chain.

Policy on local waste management and there should be
research and development sites for renewable energy.
Enable more home working and create a town/village grow
fund for small to medium hamlets pporting employment.
Less reliance placed on electric vehicles.

Emphasis on ensuring that everybody can walk and cycle ¢
first choice.

Support charging infrastructure for battery and hydrogen
powered vehicles.

Communitygenerated and utilised energygjects

Grey water harvesting. Insist on the requirement laid out in
ESD 5 for all housing of more than 100 houses to have sol
PV and battery storage. Remove the get out clause of only
requiring a feasibility study. Any driveways to have porous
surfacedo allow water to drain away. Consider Vehicle to
Grid systems as part of the automatic requirement for EV
recharging points. Increase the use of solar heating.

The Thames Water region has been designated by the
Environment Agency as being seriously wateessed. There
is surface water flooding and widely fluctuating river levels
North Oxfordshire. Building more houses will not help.
Changes to what homeowners can do in conservation areg
be more sustainable and help for lamcome families with
double glazing etc.

Cherwell needs to consider peat resource. There is a suite
very important SAC/SSSI & LWS wetland alkaline spring fe
within Oxon which may sit upon accumulated reserves of
peat. No policy to protect the green rainwater catchments ¢
important SSSI and LWS spring fens from damaging urban
development. These sites have important reserves of peat
The resource area of peatland within the district is not well
known or mapped.

Current huge developments take advantage of building on
mass, lt Cherwell should consider local builders being abl
to make a difference in their communities on a small scale.
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Why not provide opportunity for selbuild initiatives. This
would enrich the local community, teach people new skills
and put money back intthe rural economy.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

f

Cropedy Parish Council encourage a standard approach fq
considering all proposals for renewable energy generation
including micro generatiorStrengthen policies on promoting
Electric Vehicles, including addressing issues in rural areas
such as providing charging points for the those that do not
have offroad parking. Policies related to carbon capture su
as tree planting and sustainable famgishould be
considered.

Heyford Park Parish Council note that some percentage of
renewable energy production should be inherent in all new
builds.

Bloxham Parish council suggest that CDC should ensure th
is a requirement to provide electric car chargjiim all new
builds, not just the parking areas.

Sibford Gower Parish Council draws reference to Dasgupti
Review and Environmental Audit Committee report. It shou
be a policy priority to clearly differentiate more general use
the term from the much stcter requirements of ecologically
supported development. The regenerative capacity that thg
requirements would safeguard should be upheld as strong|
as any of the other preccupations that presently feature in
this listing of Cherwell's Key Choices.

Fritwell Parish Council suggest that passive housing
technologies with heat recovery systems, modular in desig
eliminate increased costs for bespoke builds should be
encouraged. Electric Vehicle Charging points and solar to
used as standard. Locaisenergy storage to level out
storage of renewable energy generation and consideration
rural for pooled community systems.

Noted as above

What the development industry said:

1

)l

Locate new development that promotes more sustainable
modes of transportabn.

¢KS o0SySTAalda 2F LINRBY2GAY3
increasing the energy efficiency of new houses and manag
Ot AYIGS OKFIy3aSo / 5/ Qa LkfA
efficiency, sustainable construction and managing climate
change should allow gréar flexibility by including reference
to the potential inclusion of other measures of mitigating
climate change such as the above approach.

Supportive of policies that seek to address climate change
the move to net zero.

Any policies should be subjgo appropriate technology and

viability testing so as not to impact delivery.

Noted as above
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I These matters are best dealt with through the Building
Regulations.

91 Itis important that a consistent approach is applied, and
matters are not duplicated at a local level.

1 Inclimate (and health) terms, rather than talk about
WO2yySOUADGAGRQ O06KAOK FI @2
Fd W OOSaaAoAtAleaQ 6KAOK A

1 We cannot know how changes in technology, resources ar
society may affect thinggnd so there needs to be flexibility
built into the policies.

1 Develop strategies that go beyond development plan policy
and turn sustainability targets and commitments into reality

1 Support the principle of sustainable design and constructio
subject to geing the proposed detail including specific targg
and appraisal of the targets in deliverability and viability
terms. This is a matter for the Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

1 Support the principle of increasing the capacity of renewab
energy sources.

1 Expressd concerns about this objective as it is not clear on
what scale this would apply. Objective should be set on a
phased basis, subject to an impact assessment and reflect
national objectives. Question whether there are sufficient
technical solutions availddat this time that are affordable tg
all for all major development.

1 Inrelation to Water Efficiency, a technical assessment to b
undertaken of the potential to reduce further levels of usag
below 110 litres per person per day. Concerns about the
impad on deliverability of homes.

1 Climate change does not follow that a moratorium on
development achieves sustainable development, and this
should not be considered as a policy option. A balance neg
to be struck, to include the delivery of economic growth,
affordable housing, infrastructure, new schools and town
centre regeneration, much of which is funded by s106
agreements.

1 Proposed allocations should be assessed on their capacity
achieve lowto-zero carbon development and land allocated
for developmentshould be of a significant scale to justify thg
investment and phasing issues around district energy and
heating schemes. This level of investment in carbon reduct
is not possible where only smaller scale and opportunistic
allocations are being put farard.

9 Support for logistics development being well located adjace
to key transport links and intechanges contribute to
managing climate change by minimising the need to travel
supports home shopping which reduces the need to travel
households.

What national / statutory organisations said:

Noted as above
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1 The Woodland Trust supports an increase in UK woodland
cover. Recommend that local authorities should set
districtwide canopy cover targets and commit to a minimun|
30% tree canopy cover target for new development.

What the neighbouring ahother local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council expect to see the Circular
Economy within the Plan. Note that the plan does not discy
resource efficiency. No reference to reducing waste, recycl
waste minimisation, resource efficiency or naging waste in
ySs RS@PSt2LISydGaed La AdG GK
objectives are all inclusive of waste issues and resource
efficiency, even if not specifically mentioning them in the
Paper currently? Local Plan could expand these further.
Consideation of other technologies likely to impact on
climate change. Setting out sharing space within developm
to promote their use through shared schemes. Promotion ¢
re-deployable parking. Last mile delivery might be worth
thinking about re drone and caogoike delivery. There shoulg
be targets on how many electric vehicle charging points wi
be installed and consideration taken on location/distributior
Energy policy on new developments set metrics not only fg
carbon, but for total energy use, so thagw builds do not put
added strain on an electricity grid.

Noted as above

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 The Canal & River Trust note that an Electric Vehicle char
policy should consider widening the provision. Electric
chargingbollards to serve the boating community.

1 Bicester BUG note that serious emphasis should be placeq
ensuring that all construction enables people to reach it
safely, directly, and conveniently on foot or by bike. Less
reliance on electric vehicles.

1 SaveGavray Meadows support the disposal of all building
waste which will not cause degradation or pollution of the
environment, in this country or poorer countries.

1 Banbury Civic Society suggest clear policies regarding the
increasing likelihood of flood risk.

T MCNP Forum suggest a requirement to provide electric ca
charging and take the opportunity to provide points in all ng
build housing.

Noted as above

QUESTION: GREEN BELT

| Are there any local Green Belt matters we need to consider?

Approximatelyl26responses were received in response to this option.
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Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:

1

1

The majority of the public said that there should be no fur
release of Green Belt land for housing or employmesss.
The Green Belt holds significant value in managing local
quality, providing habitats for biodiversity and mitigating
against climate change.

Removing further Green Belt land will have serious
implications for local wildlife.

The Green Belt playskey role in providing green space,
improving the physical and mental health of residents.
Further development on the Green Belt will encourage sp
between villages and will interrupt key views.

The local community should have greater involvement in
Green Belt allocations.

The Green Belt boundary should be expanded around OX
Canal and Cherwell Valleplternative designations such ag
Valued Landscapes need to be considered.

Noted.

The Council'policies applicable tthe
Green Belare set out in the Reg 18 draf
plan. They have beerinformed by update
evidence government policy and advice,
input from stakeholders and consultatiol
responses.

\What Town and Parish Councils said:

)l

1

Bloxham Parish Council support the maintenance of Gre¢
Belt status for rural areas surrounding Banbury and Bices
However, acknowledge the complexities associated with
As an alternative, Valued Landscape Status should be
considered for these aresa

Kidlington Parish Council seek to prevent any reduction ¢
Green Belt surrounding the village in order to maintain itg
character and avoid suburban sprawl.

Islip Parish Council would welcome a policy which seeks
protect remaining Green Belt ldrand encourage the use g
brownfield land. The focus of growth should be in urban
centres. Development such as that being proposed by th
Church Commissioners at Islip should be ruled out as it v
swamp Islip.

Heyford Park Parish Council assert tharthshould be an
overarching principle that brownfield sites must always b
used before consideration is given to building on Green E
land.

Launton Parish Council encourage a review of the whole
Green Belt, stating that it is not fit for purpose. As an
alternative, there should be mitsreen Belts protecting the
villages surrounding the larger towns in Cherwell to preve
coalescence.
Caversfield Parish Council state that the whole of the Gre
Belt should be reviewed as it is not fit for purpose.
Fritwell Parish Council encourages community involvems
the creation of an objective assessment for Green Belt aj

/As noted above.

2K|
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1 Councillor Calum Miller notes that the Green Belt should [Noted.

maintained, and consideration should be given to the use
Green Belt around other significant and growing towns lik
Bicester to control sprawl.

\What the development industrgaid:

IAs noted above.
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1 The majority of respondents from the development indust
stated that Green Belt land should only be released throu
Development Plan in exceptional circumstances and for
exceptional circumstances to exist, all other options shou
assessed ahdiscounted.

1 Regard should be given to NPPF paragraphsl#2%elating
to Green Belt release.

1 The majority of developers supported Green Belt release
sustainable option to support the local economy and help
deliver commercial development.

1 A GreerBelt review in the Oxfordshire Plan 2050 should f¢
Ayihi2 / KSNBSttQa [20FF t €Iy
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Green Belt, perhaps to the detriment of environment and
local needs.

1 Regarding land wibh has been released, the Local Plan
should consider options for enhancement e.g., improving
accessibility and enhancing character of the land.

\What national / statutory organisations said:
1 Historic Environment note that the plan doest anticipate [Noted.
strategic matters relating to the Oxford Green Belt being
addressed by this plan. They may wish to comment shoul
this position change.

\What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council note th@teen Belt release is &
sensitive issue and that countywide strategic matters relajNoted.
to the Green Belt might be addressed by the Oxfordshire
2050. They are considering the need for a transport hub ¢
the A44 at the Bladon roundabout to assist sirsthle
transport into Oxford, Woodstock and Blenheim as well a;
linking to other local areas.

'What the Local organisations/interest groups said:
1 Most local organisations/ interest groups state there shoulAs noted above.

be no further release of Green Belt in Cherwell, or in

Oxfordshire as a whole.

There are concerns about Green Belt release at Kidlingto

1 The area of land already allocated in Langford Lane and
Begbroke Science Park will be sufficient for future needs
within the lifetime of the Local Plan.

1 Green infrastructure, recreation and open space uses shg
be the only development permitted on Green Belt land.

==

OPTION 12: BIOIERSITY
Where biodiversity net gain or compensatory measures cannot be achieved on site, shoul
1) Secure as close to the site as possible
2) Prioritise within Conservation Target Areas/those parts of the Nature Recovery Ne
where habitat creation and storation is to be focused
3) Secure contributions to local environmental bodies undertaking biodive
enhancement projects within the district
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Approximately 155 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f

f

= =
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What members of the public said:

The majority of respondents support Option 2, followed by
Option 1 then Option 3.

Many respondents did not understand the meaning behind th
options.

A definition of biodiversity net gain should be included.
Biodiversitya K2 dzf Ry Qi 6 S RSol §SRT
default; with every greenfield site being prioritised as a
"Conservation Target Area (CTA)".

Developers should clearly show that they have used the rule
hierarchy.

Prioritising in CTAs may result in hauafribss of threatened
species where equivalent habitat loss is not able to be create
the CTA.

Should be an option to consider a 20% biodiversity net gain.
A consistent and available calculation tool should be used.
Where recovery is off site thequivalent habitat should be
provided to that which has been lost.

Areas which threaten environment and where biodiversity ne
gain or compensatory measures cannot be achieved should
be supported.

No new development should ever be allowed create ‘dead
spots'.

Where a biodiversity gain is required, conservation bodies
should be consulted to ensure the maximum benefit is create
Creating a new "green space" does not replace a historic hak
Hp , SENJ 9Y@BANBYYSyld ttly O2
destroyng the Green Belt.

Develop systems and partnerships with environmental
organisations that would allow assessment of the most
appropriate measure on a case by case basis.

Spiceball Park is a good example of what can be achieved.
Cherwell should be focusiiiig efforts on expanding sites that
already exist.

Reducing intensity of arable farming and restoring hedgerow:
floodplains and bogs.

Consideration should be given to making the developments
porous to nature; part of any plan should be to research the
insects and animals that were local to the area and select the
crops they feed on.

Rewilding should be considered.

More efforts to allocating conservation areas.

CDC should hire more ecologists to ensure the environment
looked after.

Care should be given the green infrastructure of native UK
grown trees and shrubs, avoiding excessive street lighting ar|
where appropriate, cowls.

Noted.

The Council'policies for
biodiversity and the natural
environmentare set out in the draft
plan.Thisisinformedby updated
evidence government policy and
advice, stakeholder engagement
and consultation responses.

The Environment Act 2021 and
national policy are clear that
development should contribute to
and enhance biodiversity and the
natural environment. The dft plan
will seek tosecure net gains in
biodiversity and deliver the aims of
Conservation Target Areas and th¢
wider Nature Recovery Network.
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What Town and Parish Councils said:

1
1

1
1

Heyford Park Parish Council support Option 2.
Kirtlington Parish Councaversfield Parish Council and
Cropedy Parish Council all prefer Option 1.

Banbury Town Council suggests Options 1 and 2.
Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council and Launton Parish
Council propose Options 2 and 3.

Launton ParisiCouncilfurther notes thatwhere biodiversity net
gain cannot be achieved on site, consideration should be giv
to whether it is the wrong site and suggest that better liaison
between bodies before allocation is required.

Bodicote Parish Council supports all three Options.
Westonon the Green Parish Council prefer a policy stating th
if biodiversity net gain or acceptable compensatory methods
cannot be achieved on site, then development is not viable.
Bloxham Parish Council consider that it would be better to hg
a hierarchy obolutions, with offset payments a last resort.
Sibford Gower Parish Council suggest Option 3 and further n
that having concluded that an acceptable solution cannot be
achieved on site, the baseline for further action will be
determined by reference tahe criteria identified through initial
site assessment. Objective comparisons can then be made
against the baseline criteria to determine where the required
biodiversity net gain/compensatory measures can be achieve
Fritwell Parish Council support the t@ms in the order of
priority suggested. Net neutral should not be the target
developers held to, a higher standard to produce net gains.

Noted as above.

What the Ward Councillors said:

)l

Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman
proposeOption 1.

Noted as above.

What the development industry said:

f
f
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The majority of respondents support Options 3 and 2, with ng
support for Option 1.

Many considered that all 3 effite measures would be
appropriate for consideration in the event that BNG or
compensatory measures cannot be achieved on site.
Covered by the Oxfordshire Plan 2050. Any further policy in {
Local Plan must have regard to strategic policy and avoid
duplication. If included, then a hierarchical approach should
set out.

Welcome he aspiration for Biodiversity Gain.

Further analysis and greater detail of the policy and how it is
intended to operate is required.

Need to be a flexible approach on compensatory and proacti
measures.

The Council should correct the title of Option 12.

NPPF Paragraph 32 and Paragraph 174 is relevant.

The baseline for developing on brownfield sites is that often
higher than greenfield sites. Brownfield sites are often more
diverse than farmland, it may be more appropriate to seek
contributions towards diodiversity scheme whereby many

Noted as above.
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development proposals can contribute to securing a larger af
of Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG).

The opportunity to make the best contribution to BNG would
across the District.

The proposed policy approach should allowdaange of
mitigation measures in recognition of the unique characterist
of development sites and proposals.

BNG will need to take account of the Environment Bill.

Avoid a one size fits all approach.

The policy should set out the required rate of-site
compensation (in terms of cost per unit), which must be justif
based on recent evidence and set out in the policy.

Financial contributions (where compliant with the Regulation
subject to thorough testing and a highlavel policy that
requiresa specific degree of net gain.

Suitability of a site for enhancement will depend on the natur
of the habitats involved.

Conservation Target Areas and land within the Nature Recoy
Network may be appropriate locations to secure mitigation.
Growingprivate sector market to deliver land for the purpose
.bD FTYR GKS tflyQa LR2tAOASE
Limiting the options to proximity to the site may hinder
sustainable development opportunities from coming forward.
It is important that the requements for BNG do not underming
other sustainability objectives.

Utilise the biodiversity credit system.

Requirements of Policy Option 8 need to make sure they are
thoroughly tested in viability terms, including against the lates
DEFRA BNG metric.

Setting the minimum target of 20% is likely to disrupt delivery
development sites.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

)l

The Woodland Trust support a flexible approach where the
investment in nature recovery will work best. Thisud by
default be the opportunities identified in the emerging Local
Nature Recovery Strategy. It may be appropriate to prioritise
local or community woodland creation close to development
sites.

Sport England propose Option 2.

Noted as above.

What theneighbouring and other local authorities said:

f

Oxfordshire County Council suggest a combination of Option
and 3. Funding to local environmental bodies will increase th
capacity to undertake biodiversity and environment focused
projects.

Noted asabove.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

f

Banbury Civic Society supports Option 2 based on the
assumption that this is where the BNG gain is likely to be of
greatest benefit

Kidlington Baptist Church supports Option 3.

Noted as above.
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1 Canal River Trustefer Option 2 and further note that the Trus
would also support Option 3 and suggest that the Oxford Ca
could be a suitable location for enhancement projects

1 Save Gavray Meadows prefer Option 2 and note that if creat
like great crested newts areansported to a new site, it must b
made as safe and favourable to their survival.

1 KeepOxfordRdGreenforSport suggest that all local authoritie
should without prompting be seen in the utmost to be
conserving and protecting the environment.

T  MCNP Forum sugpt all three Options in that order and note
that CDC should press developers harder to provide net gain
site wherever possible.

1 Deddington Development Watch supports Option 1. To make
mitigation of harmful effects on biodiversity meaningful, any
measues need to be as close to the site as possible.

1 CPRE Oxfordshire consider that where biodiversity net gain
compensatory measures cannot be achieved on site then the
should be refusal of application. Developers should show tha
they have used the rulesf hierarchy and ofkite mitigation
should be a last resort. Any claims must be challenged.
Strengthen the wording of policies 10,11 and 13. In Option 1
wof2asS G2 GKS aradsSQ akz2dzZ R
may result in harmful loss of threened species. There should
be an option to consider a 20% BNG. CDC should insist all
calculations use the latest methodology stipulated by DEFRA
applicants should make their calculations publicly available.

1 Oxfordshire Badger Group supports Optior8Bes that cannot
achieve a satisfactory BNG or mitigation are not suitable for
development. Offsite measures should not be routinely
permitted. The number and scope of CCTAs and nature reco
networks should be increased. Sites of local nature interes
should be protected. Development within these areas must b
able to demonstrate a very high contribution to BNG. There
should not be a presumption that only sites of special
designation/ interest merit protection and nature should not b
confined to speific zones. A coordinated approach is needed
Sites that include badger sett or important foraging area mer
special attention. There should be a policy of protecting and
enhancing hedgerows and woods.

OPTION 13: NATURAL CAPITAL
Should we
1) Include a policy in the Plan requiring major development proposals to be supporte(
natural capital assessment to demonstrate the impact of the proposals; or

2) Include a policy in the Plan requiring major development proposals to:

a) be supportedby a natural capital assessment to demonstrate the impact of
proposals and

b) demonstrate environmental net gain; or
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3) Not require major development proposals to be supported by a natural ca

assessment.

Approximately 146 responses were receivedasponse to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f

What members of the public said:

There was a majority support for Option 2 which seeks to
include a policy in the Plan requiring major development
proposals to: be supported by a natural @éapassessment to
demonstrate the impact of the proposals and demonstrate
environmental net gain.

Only one member of the public supported Option 3 and equa
support for either Option 1 alone or a combination of Options
& 2.

Set a lower limit for natudecapital, below which development
cannot proceed.

Assessments should be commissioned by developers using
accredited assessors and documents made publicly availablg
Major developments should offset by enhancing the natural
environment around them.

Loal wildlife should be protected at all costs and consideratic
should be given to the commitments from COP26.

Noted.

The Council'policy fornatural
capitalisset out in thedraft plan
Thisisinformed by updated
evidence Government policy and
advice, stakeholders and
consultation responses.

Natural capital is the guiding
principle of the Government's 25
Year Environment Plan. The draft
planseeks tocacknowledge the
value of natural capital assets in
terms of the ecosystem services
they provide

1
1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Cropedy Parish Council supports Option 1.

Bloxham Parish Council, Launton Parish Council, Fritwell Pa
Council, Kirtlington Parish Council, Caversfield Parish Coung
Heyford Park Parish Council and Sibford Gd®aish Council
support Option 2.

Sibford Gower Parish Council praise the work already
undertaken in mapping Oxfordshire's natural capital.
Bodicote Parish Council and Banbury Town Council support
Options 1 and 2.

Where proposals result in negative impsgcinterested parties
should be notified and developers required to adapt or offset
the negative impacts.

Noted as above.

)l

1

What the development industry said:

The development industry where in the majority support for
Option 3 with limited support foOption 1.

Without a standardised methodology for environmental net g
it is extremely difficult to measure and prove at this point. The
development industry needs time to find its feat in relation to
assessing and proposing BNG.

If required, naturatapital assessments should be carried out
during the plan making stage rather than through developme
management.

A county wide approach to some form of offsetting should be
applied to allow optimization of brownfield land that comes
forward for developmat which is usually more biodiverse thar,

farmland.

Noted.

The Oxfordshire baseline
assessmendf natural capital assety
and ecosystem servicésmsbeen
used to ifiorm the plan strategy
andspatial distribution of
development
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The evidence base provided to date is unclear; mapping is
unreadable and Natural Capital Report assigns scores but it
unclear how this information will be applied.

The policy approach in the CherwelchbPlan needs to be
consistent with the Government agenda and policy framewor
in the NPPF and the PPG.

Homes Builders Federation note that major developments
should not be required to provide a natural capital assessme
where the local plan as a whatebeing prepared whilst having
regard to natural capital and ecosystem services.

Policy would need to be supported by robust evidence to cle:
define the intentions of the policy.

Policy will need to clarify the form and scope of a natural cap
assesment to ensure consistency across all sites and be in li
with the Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

t 2t A08 akKz2dzZ R RSFTAYS WSy @AN
difference from BNG and create a standard
methodology/calculator for use.

Unclear what the applideon of a natural capital assessment w
add to the process when the Environment Bill already covers
BNG.
Natural Capital Assessments will result in the duplication of v
and slow down the planning process.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

Sport England support Option 1.

Notedas above

What the neighbouringnd other local authorities said:

T
f

Oxfordshire Country Council prefer Option 2.

West Oxfordshire Council supports the requirement for a nat
capital assessment and achieving a high level of BNG and
encourages the presence of strong and robust policies to
achieve this.

Noted and as above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1
1

1
1

Generally supportive of Option 2.

Calculations and evidence for natural capital assessments m
be transparent and placed in the public domain.

The Woodland Trust spprts Option 2.

CPRE Oxfordshire suggested five additional policies:

0 Increase BNG requirement for every development to
20% above baseline.

0 Expand Conservation Target Areas and strengthen tf
Conservation Target Area policy ESD 11 to give bettg
protection.

0 A Tree Cover policy is needed. Current tree cover in
Cherwell is 9% and should be increased to 30%. CD
must collaborate with OxTrees find suitable areas for
tree planting/regeneration.

o /' 5/ &aK2dZ R y2i QR2dzmftS ¥
conservation and development in the LP. The
biodiversity of several LWS and CTAs has declined
because development needs were prioritised over
nature conservation.

Noted.

The Council'policy fornatural
capital, biodiversity net gain and
Conservation Target Areas, all of
which incorporate tree covegre
set out in the draft plan

There is some crossover between
environmental gains in terms of
natural capital and actual
biodiversity net gainAs outlined in
‘Enabling a Natural Capital
Approach' guidance produced by
Defra, the newly revised
Biodiversity Metic enables
measurement of biodiversity losse
and gains from a development to
demonstrate biodiversity net gain.
Natural capital net gain, on the
other hand, measures a wider
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0 Increase the number of employment hours for CDC
ecologists to provide a satisfactory service.

range of ecosystem service
benefits, in addition to biodiversity
net gain

QUESTION: BIODIVERSITY & THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

Do you have any views on policies for inclusion in the review of the Plan on biodiversity &
natural environment?

Approximately 45 responses were received in response to this question.

ConsultationResponses

Officer Response

T

E R ]

E |

What members of the public said:

The majority of respondents agreed that biodiversity in
Cherwell needs to be safeguarded. The protection of
biodiversity and the natural environment was highlighted ag
key to combatting climate change and ecological emergend
Policies protecting biodivsity need to be robust.

Seeding programmes are required to encourage bee and
insect feeding flowers on verges, hedgerows and suitable ¢
spaces.

Greenfield land should not be used for residential building.
Open spaces provided as part of development do not
compensate for the damage inflicted onto natural habitats.
A separate Local Plan policy is required for dark skies to
protect wildlife and mitigate light pollution.

Flood risk and air pollution are kegiges for Cherwell.

Noted.

The Council's approach to
biodiversity and the natural
environmentisset out in theReg 18
draft plan.Thishasbeeninformed
by updated evidenceizovernment
policy and advice, stakeholders an
consultation responses.

The Enironment Act 2021 and
national policystatethat
development should contribute to
and enhance biodiversity and the
natural environment. The draft plar
seeks tanet gains in biodiversity
and deliver the aims of
Conservation Target Areas and thg
wider Natue Recovery Network.

The draft plan addresses the need
to consider dark skies and
tranquillity.

1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Sibford Gower Parish Council encourage a greater level of
detail to be included in the example listed in para 5.7.1m
with the national legislation within the Environment Bill.
Cropedy Parish Council note their support for the policies
relating to biodiversity.

Fritwell Parish Council encourage the prioritisation of greats
measures to protect pollinators.

Weston onthe Green Parish Council suggest the inclusion ¢
woodland related policies (agroforestry, buffer zones and
native tree planting on small sites to build biodiversity
corridors) and protecting ancient pathways.

Noted, as above
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What the development indusyrsaid:
1 A significant number of respondents from the development| Noted, as above
industry stated that the Local Plan must be consistent with
established national or forthcoming national standards (e.g
the 10% requirement for biodiversity net gain within the
forthcoming Environment Bill). Carter Jones noted that thes
policies are robust enough to ensure that the natural
environment is protected and enhanced, whilst not too
onerous that development is prevented from coming forwar

1 The 20% proposed target of biodiviéysnet gain is welcomed
oe a42YS +ra Al SEOSSRa G(KS
outlined in the Environment Bill. However, further analysis i
required to demonstrate how the policy is intended to
operate.

9 Sauvills for Trinity College Oxford and Savill$#fadfam Land
Management encourage the target for Biodiversity Net Gai
be 10%, in line with the Government target.

T It was said that the cumulative effects of landscape /
biodiversity buffers, SuDs and Green Infrastructure can red
development densitis. This was thought to have implication
for the average housing densities that the Plan may achiev

9 The Local Plan has a key role to play by directing growth tg
those areas where development can take advantage of
identified opportunities for ecologicainhancement.

What national / statutory organisations said:

1 Sport England note that sporting activities rely on the natur{ Noted.

environment. With robust management plans, both can be
safeguarded.

What the neighbouring and other localithorities said:
1 Oxfordshire County Council support the references to Natu| Noted, asabove.

Environment and Biodiversity and the aspiration to secure 1
delivery of biodiversity net gain and mitigate the impact of
climate change on biodiversity. The Council highlaght
opportunity through the emerging Oxfordshire Nature
Recovery Strategy to identify schemes in the Nature Recoy
Zone to enhance habitat restoration and to integrate this wi
wider infrastructure types such as flood alleviation and
transport

What the Local organisations/interest groups said: Noted, as above

1 A separate Local Plan policy is required to protect trees an
woodland in addition to the policy headings in section.b2.

1 Water quality needs to be included within the water resourg

policy.

ht¢Lhb mnY /I L[5wWO9bQ{ t[!
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Should we
1)/ 2y GAydzS G2 LINPOARS OKAf RNBYyQa LX I @
LAP/LEAP/NEAP approach
2)t NPOARS OKAf RNByQa L& Tl OAf A dapeSateasid
play
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3) Seek opportunities to integrate play facilities throughout towns and developm
identifying minimum standards and setting expectations through design and other
making policies e.g. inclusion of pocket parks, play streets and informal plag oitén

Space areas.

Approximately 129 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1
1

f
f

What members of the public said:

The vast majority of respondents chose Option 3, with simil
levels of supported notetbr Options 1 and 2.

Play opportunities should be available and encouraged in
many locations, cater children of all ages and be safely
accessible to all.

With good design play spaces can enhance the natural
environment.

Fresh air and walking in the courgigle are just as important
as dedicated play spaces.

The natural environment should be protected as much as
possible.

"pocket play areas" can help rejuvenate the town centres a
their businesses.

Many of the existing play areas are old and updates are few
Existing play facilities improved via Developer funding.
Play/recreation provision needs to be done properly with
adequate funding under public control; the use of
Management Companies should be discouraged.
Developments should incorporate sufficient spao provide
informal open space with trees.
{GNBSla akKz2dZ R 6S R
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More streets pedestrianised.
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Noted.

The Council'surrentapproach to
children's playsset out in theReg 18
draft plan. Further evidence related
to play space requirements will be
commissioned to inform the
Regulation 19 plan

It isrecognised thathe emerging
draft plan supports the provision of
all-age 'play friendly' environments.

)l

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Heyford Park Parish Council, Weston on The Green Parish
Council, Caversfield Parish Council, Gosford and Water Ea
Parish Council, Cropdy Parish Council, Bloxham Parish
Council, Kirtlington Parish Council and Fritwell Parish Coun
all support Optior8.

Some Parish Council note that the provision should be
provided for all ages and that further detail on the policy is
required. Others note that the need should be quantified, ar
evidence base for minimum standards clarified.

Banbury Town Council alsopports Option 3 and further
notes that CDC should Discontinue the provision of LAPS g
provide more sensory and accessible play provision and
enhance existing facilities.

Bodicote Parish Council considers that a combination of
approaches best and thaagilities for older children merit
consideration too.

Deddington Parish Council considers Option 2 and 3 are be

Noted as above.
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Sibford Gower Parish Council note that in small village
locations, an important first step should be an assessment
the existing provisioffior all age groups, linked with a
consultation exercise. A simple application to identify
minimum provision through LAP/LEAP/NEAP approach apy
to promote administrative convenience at the expense of
rational and constructive dialogue.

Launton Parish @mcil prefers Option 2 and notes that the
focus should be on play areas which are of sensible size, W
designed and easily maintained. Smaller play parks are not
for purpose.

Middleton Parish Council note that this section is a good
SEl YLX SdzeBFl Wik SYxy Ra S dzy RSN
for villages to maintain and improve playgrounds.

What the Ward Councillors said:

)l

Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman
suggest that the use of small areas dotted abddidd be

avoided and in villages the Parish Council should be involvg
Village facilities should be enhanced rather than another sn
site.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

T

T

T

Option 3 received the most support followed by Option 1 thg
Option2.

The current Cherwell policy approach to play provision lack
flexibility and finesse.

Some flexibility so that consultation can take place with locg
communities to determine need. Flexibility about the type o
provision.

Encountered difficulties in pvious schemes, where the rigid
application of CDC policy and standards has limited the abi
to deliver.

t2f A0 NBfIFGAYy3 G2 OKAf RNB
required extent of the provision is calculated.

The supporting text appears uncle#frthere is considered to
be a requirement to move away from traditional methods of
securing adequate play provision, then this needs to be
supported by a suitably evidenced justification.

Decisions on the appropriate approach should be informed
based orsite-specific circumstances and opportunities to
expand existing facilities.

Important to recognise the contribution that informal and
incidental spaces make towards overall open space
calculations.

There is a risk that younger children may feel intimégfitvith
all-age areas of play.

Interim SA Report highlights there is the potential for ill
located play provision to be the magnet for antisocial
behaviour.

This policy development area can apply to other Districts.
Supplementary planning guidance miglet &ppropriate.

Noted as above.
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What national / statutory organisations said:

Sport England supports Option 3.

Noted.

)l

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

Oxfordshire County Council note that Option 3 creates a mg
inclusive placéor children overall. Good to have traditional
provision as well. Provision of highly accessible, informal ag
well as formal play spaces are linked with good mental and
physical wellbeing in children.

West Oxfordshire Council notes that while formal féesican
provide an important community resource, the benefits of
considering play and sport in its widest sense is being
increasingly emphasised.

Noted as above.

)l

)l
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What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

Most of the local organisations and @rest groups supported
Option 3.

The Woodland Trust has developed a Woodland Access
Standard to complement Natural England's Accessible Naty
Green Space Standard which makes relevant
recommendations; this could be considered in policy makin
Streets sbuld be designed so that it is safe for children to
play.

Significant development must contain accessible green spa
for children.

Provision for older children must also be considered.
Support for existing playgrounds in rural villages too.

Noted asabove.

OPTION 15: OUTDOOR SPORTS PROVISION

Should we
1) Continue with the current policy approach of securing new pitch provision as pa

strategic development sites

2) Seek to secure and establish sports hubs at our main settlements
3) Use financiatontributions from developers in lieu of esite provision on strategic site
to enhance existing facilities, to enable increased use

Approximately 124 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1

f

= =

Whatmembers of the public said:

Options 1 and 2 were fairly evenly split in terms of the
responses, with Option 3 receiving less support.

Sports provision needs to be maintained until new pitches ¢
be provided/available for use. Relying on schools to pevid
and maintain pitches is not the answer.

Banbury needs a 3G pitch and more floodlit sports resource
Enable online booking of facilities.

Noted.

The Council's approach tutdoor
sports provisions set out in theReg
18 draft plan. This has been
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
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There are many derelict buildings in Banbury which could bg
used for projects.

Consideration should be given to thight pollution from
outdoor sports pitches.

Better provision of sports facilities and outdoor parks is
required throughout the district.

Outdoor sports provision must be sited close to new
developments.

The Council should ensure that developers are umablbuy
their way out of a provision'.

North Oxfordshire tennis centre was approved in 2019 as p¢
of a Lawn Tennis Association (LTA)/Government extension
programme, however, there has been no movement on this
When assessing strategic development sitee provision of
sports pitches on site should be considered.

Sports facilities should be walkable or cyclable for most use
GKdzoaé¢ | NB O2yaARSNBRI (KSy
community transportation.

Bicester sports clubs have bekeh down by inadequate sports
provision.

Failure to allocate Bicester Aerodrome as an area for sport i
the present Local Planthis site should be considered as a
recreational space.

No reference to access to health facilities, e.g. swimming pd

stakeholders and consultation
responses.

The evidence includes an emerging
playing pith strategy.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

1
1

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council prefer Option 2.
Heyford Park Parish Council support Option 2 and further n¢
that the current policies are not working. Urgent need for
more, appropriate andimely, sports facilities. Any sports
provision as part of a development should be built with stag
trigger points. Some exercise groups do not need pitches bt
good facilities to enable them to thrive.

Bodicote Parish Council note that sports hubs wdaddest in
areas that are easy to access. Large developments should
continue to set aside space for sport and outdoor activities.
combination of approaches would be best, dependent on ne
and practicality. The Council still wishes to move Banbury F
Bodicote, despite no real assessment of the impact of such
move.

Bloxham Parish Council supports Options 2 and 3 provided
Al A& LkRaaroftsS G2 | @2AR f 2y
Deddington Parish Council prefer Option 3 and further note
that some kind of gorts provision should be available nearby
where people live.

Launton Parish Council, Weston on the Green Parish Coun
Kirtlington Parish Council and Caversfield Parish Council all
support Options 1 and 2.

Cropedy Parish Council supports Option 3 amterthat this
could provide better value for money provided the existing
facilities were of an adequate standard and easily accessibl
Weston on the Green Parish Council further note that housi

development should have outdoor sports provision as part g

Noted as above.
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the strategic plan. Local solutions for smaller communities a
developments are important. The Parish Council does not a
with Option 3.

Banbury Town Council prefers Option 1 and 3.

Fritwell Parish Council note that for Rural communities, pub
trangport or effective transport provision is key.

Kirtlington Parish Council further notes that evidence is nee
however, existing outdoor provision should be safeguarded.

What the Ward Councillors said:

)l

Councillor George Reynolds and Cdlior Phil Chapman both
prefer Option 3 and note that Astro pitches for all weathers
should be provided.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

)l

T

)l

)l

The development industry was largely supportive of Optiong
and 3, with less support for Option 1.

Approach will be dependent upon the size of development g
location.

2017 CDC Sports and Recreation Assessment should be
updated.

Flexible approach is required supported by a robust evidend
base and an assessment of need/provision.

The policy approacmithe Local Plan should be consistent wi
the NPPF and PPG.

If Option 2 is chosen, it is important that this is transparent,
planned and deliverable and factored into urban capacity
assessments at the outset.

Strategic sites should seek to provide as mpiavision to
meet their own needs. When this is not possible, financial
contributions should be used.

Off-site contribution to upgrade existing pitches can result in
better facilitesfor the area overall.

Agree with the considerations of the Interim Raport.

Noted as above.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

The Woodland Trust provide supporting information:
Woodland Trust Space for People (May 2017) which should
considered by the Council.

Sport England support Options 2 and 3. Aswahdn the new
playing pitch strategy and built facilities strategies are
completed and adopted, these should be the drivers for new
and enhanced indoor and outdoor sports facilities.

Noted.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1

Oxfordshire County Council supports Option 2 which seeks
create centralised hubs or enhancing facilities ensures that
there are high quality facilities that meet need. There could
a focus on ensuring sustainable travel connections. Prioritis
develoger contributions to enhance the provision of existing
facilities, with contributions supporting connectivity by
sustainable and active travel. Developers should provide ne

TIOAEAGASE 6KSy SErA&GAY3T Tl

Noted as above.
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West Oxfordshire Council teothat the benefits of considering
play and sport in its widest sense, including as part of a
multifunctional green infrastructure network, is being
increasingly emphasised.

)l

1
1
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What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

DeddingtonDevelopment Watch support Option 3 which will
reduce travel.

Kidlington Baptist Church prefers Option 2.

The Canal & River Trust prefer Option 3 and note that the
provision of safe watebased activity access points and
associated facilities should be catered.

Save Gavray Meadows support Option 3.

BicesterBUG considers that sports facilities should be withir]
cycling distance of most users. Insufficient land has been
earmarked near to housing and are increasingly buaittar
dependant locations.

BicesterAthletics Club prefers Option 2 and notes that it is n
clear whether these are general recreational facilities or
dedicated sports provision. In favour of any outdoor sports
provision. A failure to provide necessary facilities will result i
loss of atttetes or they will travel to the nearest running track
facilities in Banbury and Oxford. There needs to be a definit
of what is meant by main settlement. It would show leadersl
if the Council were to convene a meeting of all of the
interested partiedo ascertain the shortfalls in organised spo
provision and the available options.

Deddington Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group prefer Opt
3 and note that sports provision should be available near to
where people live.

CPRE Oxfordshire prefers Optiband notes that if developers
wish to undertake developments of a significant size, they
should be required to make provision for sports facilities
appropriate to the scale of development.

MCNP Forum supports all three option; sports facilities shoy
not involve travelling a distance and should be accessible by
public transport.

Noted as above.

QUESTION: LOCAL GREEN SPACES

far?

1) Do you have any comments on the sites submitted for Local Green Space designa

2) Do you have sites that you consider meet the criteria for Local Green Space design

Approximately 68esponses were received response to this question

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

Comments on the sites submitted fdrocal GreerSpace
designation so far

Noted.
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f There is support for the Kidlington Parish Council and Following a detailed assessment
Kidlington Development Watch proposal for a linked netwo| Pased on the NPPF guidance, a
of Local Green Spaces around Kidlington. number of Iochal green Spac?s ?re

1 The countryside around Kidlington should be protected frof proposed in the Reg 18 draft plan.
development.

1 The proposed designation at LIAR37 encroaches the
opportunity to develop the site on the edge of Kidlington.

1 Banbury Civic Society encourages Local Green Spaces to
designated in areas beyond Bicester, Kidlington and Fritwe

1 Deddington Development ¥fch supports the identification
and designation of Local Green Spaces.

1 Gavray Meadows Local Wildlife Site has a high ecological
value and supports ancient farming practices. The rate of |
at Gavray Meadows Local Wildlife Site is considered
unsustainake.

1 Objection to the proposed extent of the Local Green Space
LPRA-125 due to it being a key site required to meet the
| 2dzy OAf Q& K2dzaAy3a RSt AODSNER

1 Support is not provided to the allocation of LBR96 as Loca
Green Space due to it being eyksite in the context of town
centre redevelopment.

1 Local Green Space designations should not be used to
constrain development.

1 Oxfordshire County Council will provide comments on
proposals for Green Space in Bicester on the release of thy
next version othe Local Plan.

1 LPRA-196 should be protected as a Local Green Space for
sports pitches.

1 Green Belt sites submitted by landowners for development
and which were rejected in the Partial Review should be
prioritised as Local Green Spaces.

Suggested Sites

15 sitesfor designation as a Local Green Space were subntitt@digh the Call for Sites

processl2 ofthesed SNBE yS¢ aAGSa GKIFG KFERYyQl 0SSy &dz®
Local Plan Review or other representations and three were updates to sites already

submitted. Where a site location plan had not been supplied, Officers emailed the

respondent to requesbne however where a site location plan has still not been received to

date, these sites have been excluded from consideration.

Gavray Meadows, | Bicester Pamela Roberts LPRB-623
Bicester Yvonne Dixon LPRB-624
Patricia Clissold LPRB-734

Wildlifenewsgavraymeadows
Patricia Clissold Save Gavray
Meadows
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Derwent Green, Bicester Stephen Rand Derwent Green LPRB-707

Bicester Residents Group

Langford Bicester Pamela Robertg Langfod LPRB-473

Community Community Orchard Group LPRB-623

Orchard, Bicester Yvonne Dixon

Field between Park Hanwell John Spratt Hanwell Parish Council| LPRB-337

Farm and the Kenton Bromby LPRB-849

Castle Grounds, Karen Jones LPRB-875

Hanwell Alan Jones LPRB-877

Greenfield land Banbury Daniel Hill LPRB-620

surrounding Lisa Phipps LPRB-790

Nethercote

Land at Bury Moor| Kidlington | Linda Ward & Alan Lodwick LPRB-124

Fields, Kidlington Kidlington Development Watch

Land north and Kidlington | Linda Ward &Alan Lodwick LPRB-124

north east of Kidlington Development Watch

Kidlington

Land north of Banbury / | Chris Brant LPRB-820

Banbury and southl Hanwell /

of Hanwell, east of| Drayton

Warwick Road

Land off Rau Cour{ Caversfield | Jane Oldg Caversfield Parish Counc LARB-362

Caversfield

Land off Springfiel¢ Caversfield | Jane Oldg Caversfield Parish Counc LPRB-362

Road, Caversfield

Land south of Bodicote Laura Gellatehsmith LPRB-911

Wards Crescent,

Bodicote

Land to the north | Cropredy | Jo Samways LPRB-504

of Cropredy and Geoff Scamans LPRB-621

south of Cropredy

Marina

Land west and Bodicote David Hingley Bodicote Parish LPRB-722

south of Bodicote Council

Open space and | Bicester Stephen Rand Derwent Gren LPRB-707

ornamental Residents Group

gardens on the

Greenwood Homeg

estate, Bicester

The Village Playing Hanwell John Spratt Hanwell Parish Council| LPRB-337

Field off Muddy Tom Sadler LPRB-825

Lane, Hanwell Kenton Bromby LPRB-849
Karen Jones LPRB-875
Alan Jones LPRB-877
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QUESTION: PROTECTINGIISIORIC ENVIRONMENT

Are there any specific policies for heritage and protecting the historic environment that we s
include?

Approximately 55esponses were receivad response to this question

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f

f
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Whatmembers of the public said:

Ensure that the historic environment is maintained and
enhanced.

Ensure allowances are included for the continued operatio
of historic vehicles on the roads and exclude them from an
Zero Emissions Zones.

Protection of local &ritage assets.

There should be a duty on owners to protect the historic
environment.

All historic sites should be maintained and not built on or
close to.

Preservation and maintenance of public footpaths.
Policies for heritage and protection of tihéstoric
environment need to address public awareness and provid
process for the public to put forward suggestions for herita
to be protected.
Improving access and knowledge would be a key objective
increase the value placed on the historic envirant.
Policies should include buildings, land, ridges and furrows
areas used historically for livestock.

Enhance conservation areas and extend these areas into |
landscape to protect the views and setting.
Protection of historic roads and houses.

Prioritise protecting and renovating historic buildings.
Limit development around historic villages as this negative
impacts the character and historic importance of the villagg

Noted.

The Council's approach the
historic environment iset out inthe
Reg 18 draft plan. This has been
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders and consultation
responses.

Localplansare required to set oua
positive strategy for the
conservation and enjoyment of the
historic environmet, considering
factors such as the wider social,
cultural, and environmental benefits
that conservation of the historic
environment can bring.

The Planning (Listed Buildings and
Conservation Areas) Act 1990
provides specific protection for
buildings andareas of special
architectural or historic interesiThe
Ancient Monuments and
Archaeological Areas Act 1979
provides specific protection for
monuments of national interestThe
Historic Buildings and Ancient
Monuments Act 1953 makes
provision for the comitation of a
register of gardens and other land
(parks and gardens, and
battlefields).

1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Sibford Gower Parish Council strongly support the protecti
of local heritage assets which make important contribution
to the nature and character of their environment.

As noted above.

A Heritage Impact Assessment is a
document that outlines the historic
or archaeological significance of a
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1 Cropedy Parish Council agrees that the policies relating tg building or landscape #hin its
the protection of the historic environment appear to be wider setting.A Heritage Impact
comprehensive. Assessment iszquired to support

1 Fritwell Parish Council Support the focus on retaining Anci any application that directly affects
Trackways and suggt that Conservation Areas should be | heritage asset or its setting.
specifically mentioned in policies with a specific requireme
for an applicant to submit a Heritage Impact Statement in
cases where development might adversely affect a
Conservation Area.

1 Weston on the Green Parish @wil welcomes the protectior
of ancient routeways and requests that village landscapes
should be protected.

What the development industry said:

1 The overall context is to protect the historic environment, | Notedas above.

involving sensitive and appropriate development; not the
prevention of development.

1 Heritage impact assessment/protection is clearly set out in
NPPF, emerging Oxfordshire Plan 2050 and the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990; polici
the local plan should not seek to duplicate or include
additional unnecessary complexity by going beyond the N
requirements.

1 An upto-date list of nordesignated heritage assets would &
beneficial to developers.

0 {dzLILI2 NI F2 N 4§KS | pdsing dtradegy far
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9 Protect the setting of the Blenheim Palace World Heritage
Site should be explicitly covent in the policies for heritage
and protecting the historic environment.

What national / statutory organisations said:
9 Historic England suggest that: Noted.

0 national policy will need to be reflected in the plan
and that strategic policies should be in accordance
with NPPF paragraphs 20 and 21 and go beyond t
if there is a desire to demonstrate a positive strate
for conservation and enhancement.

0 Heritageshould be considered holistically througho
the plan and not viewed as a constraint but
something which can be drawn on to achieve posit
outcomes.

0 Heritage at risk should be given full consideration.

0 Strong policies will take account of locally sfieci
issues and respond accordingly.

0 Welcomes the identification of ancient routeways &
an area for specific policy consideration.

0 The following evidence bases should be used for t
Reg 19 stage: List of conservation areas, Status of
of nondesignatel heritage assets/local heritage
assets, Status of local heritage at risk list, scope a
commentary on the relationship between the abov
items and the plan itself.
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What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council highlights that undesignated | Noted.
archaeological sites should be considered in line with polig
for designated sites as per NPPF.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 Support the focus on retaining Ancient Trackways. As noted above.

1 Conservation Areas should be specifically mentioned in
policies. Oxford Canal idesignated as a

1 Suggestion that a policy should cover the requirement for { Conservation Area and therefore
applicant to submit a Heritage Impact Statement in cases | proposals should have respect to th
where development mighadversely affect a Conservation | Status of conservation areaA.
Area. specific policy on the Oxford Caiisl

f  Support for much more robust policies for the ron included in thedraft Plan.
designated heritagassetspuildings on the Local List and
buildings / areas subject to Article 4 Directions.

1 Consideration of an agricultural landscape policy.

1 An &ford Canal heritage policy should be created and an
overview of the special interest/heritage significance and
defining characteristics or distinctive qualities of the canal.

1 Churches should be protected through policy.

vi9{¢LhbY !'/1LO9LbD Dhh5 59{LDb 3 WY.9! ] ¢,

How can the local plarbest support improvements in design and target local des
codes/guidance that follow?

Approximately 78 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

T
1
1

= =

= —a =

What members of the public said:

Good design anfleauty are subjective.

The Design SPD does not have sufficient depth.
Collaboration with Neighbourhood Development Plans shou
be undertaken to include good design for neighbourhood are
This plan should seek to be innovative and allow design to
reflectthat.

Looking at how communities work and focusing on-balfd
initiatives would not only create employment opportunities fa
the future but also enhance people's mental wellbeing.
Need to consider what modern families want/need from new
homes.

New development needs to fit in with the current environmen
and not impose something out of character.

The Council should support modular housing.

Support for wider variety of housing design rather than
replication of older style building and materials.
Otherssupport only the use of local materials and design.
Design guides should include details for greening of spaces.
Community gardens and communal spaces should be

considered in new developments.

Noted.

The Council's approach tesign
and beauty iset out in theReg
18 draft plan. This has been
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders and consultation
responses.

Future CD@esign guidancand

codeswill need to be consistent
with the National Design Guide
and National Model Design Cod
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Consistency and rigor are a must for future policy to ensiae
standards are improved.

Placemaking should have biodiversity at its heart, beauty an
good design are nature centric.

Design review panels should be involved with all large
developments.

Policies should require sites over 3 units to have differing
desgns and use different materials.

Design guides should be fully accessible to all.

The advantages of new settlements building in area heating
schemes, planning for employment and services, improving
biodiversity compared with the monoculture fields thatth
would be built on.

What Town and Parish Councils said:
1 Bloxham Parish Council welcome the good design SPD but

that it is unclear how it can be achieved withalgtailed
criteria, and how beauty will be assessed and enforced.
Sibford Gower Parish Council note that the basic concept of
design codes and guides offers an option for considered rev
but also could be seen as overly restrictive. An attempt to
imposea national design guide and model design code woul
seem to ignore the diverse nature and character which is to
found throughout the country, or could be so vague within itg
terms and conditions as to be liable to ambiguous
interpretation. Priority shold be targeted at the local level,
thereby offering an overview which is able to reflect a closer
understanding and awareness of relevant matters. A
combination of the identified local levels will provide a sensit
and relevant document which fully emhras and informs
Cherwell's orgoing development options.

Cropedy Parish Council agrees that the Residential Design
Guide Supplementary Document should be updated and tha
would be helpful to include other buildings such as offices an
AK2LJA® WP OINIVKREZ R NBFf SO
environments and have a specific section on villages.
Middleton Stoney Parish Council advise that too much recer
development has been of poor design and built to low
standards.

Fritwell Parish Council note that thesessment of good design
YR a0SlIdzieég NBIjdzA NBa SELISN
easily be done by a Development Management officer with 1
training in design or architecture. CDC should seek in house
expertise.

Weston on the Green Parish Council ®gidhat it is difficult to
see how beauty can be achieved with high density housing i
rural areas, where biodiversity is put at risk. Consideration
should be given to the appropriateness of housing layouts in
village context, and the mimicking of hisiofeatures should be
resisted.

Banbury Town Council suggest that there should be a policy
which provides weight to the design guide.

Noted as above

What the development industry said:
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CDC should use the timing of the local plan review to effecti
AYLX SYSyild (GKS D2@SNYyYSyidQa
National Model Design Code into local planning policy.
University College supports the opportunities for achieving
good design and considers that any policy should be considg
in light of nationdpolicy, in particular the NPPF paragraph 12
Policies can set standards which can be illustrated/explained
through planning guidance at the Coudégyel.

Ambiguity between national model design code and local
codes/guidance should be avoided.

Clear gidance/certainty needs to be provided to developers.
Policy should not replicate national guidance.

Suggestion that design guidance should be prepared at a log
level, perhaps with area specific design SPDs.

Policies should refer to latest local desigmles, but leave the
detail to SPDs, site specific development briefs and NDPs.
New policies should build upon existing Cherwell Design Gu
and include, where relevant impacts of new technologies an
account for the changing ways that SuDs and green
infrastructure is masterplanned.

Over prescriptive policies may result in the same design
NBalLl2yasS | ONrRaa (KS RAalGNRC(
local surroundings. Design Codes must therefore not be ove
prescriptive and should enable different solut®to come
forward within a single design framework. Design Codes mu
not stifle innovation or prevent development from responding
to different site constraints or endser requirements. Policies
should be flexible and responsive to design and deliveegae
Heyford Park illustrates that design guides are not required t
achieve a balance between heritage and new design.

Noted.

Cherwell Residential Design
Guidance SPD 20t8rrently
provides detailed design
guidance for development in the
District.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

Historic England note that the issues of design and the histo
environment will often interact and as such we would advocg
a robust approach to design policy in the plan and
supplementary documents. Thestoric environment should be
considered at the outset of creating a new design policy.
Sport England note that design should be set out clearly by
qualified professionals.

The Woodland Trust have advised that any design code sho
include:

0 A presumptiorthat existing trees will be retained; the
starting point for any development should be based ¢
an understanding of existing trees, mapped and
categorised in line with BS5837 Trees in relation to
construction and design. Design codes should outlin
how design should be informed by this understanding
with impacts on existing trees and woods minimised
and require clear, evidenced and justified reasons fo
the removal of any trees.

o Buffer zones to protect ancient woodlands and ancie
and veteran trees andther mitigation In order to
reduce the indirect impacts of development on wood
and trees, buffer zones are essential. Buffer zones a

Notedas above.
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provide space to support natural regeneration of
ancient woodland, or space to support tree planting.
0 Increase in campy cover For new development, the

Woodland Trust advocates for a minimum 30% cano
cover. This level, and higher, has been shown to hay
significant health and wellbeing benefits. Delivering
new and enhancing access to green spaces, includin
woodland slould also be supported through design
codes. Supporting information uploaded with this
response Woodland Trust Residential Developmenty
and Trees (Jan 2019).

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:
1 Oxfordshire CountZouncil suggest the following: Noted.
o0 Policy direction towards Innovation Framework.
0 New developments should maximise space for walki
cycling, resting, and enjoying the local landscape.
o W.SrdzieQ Aa F FFEANI & adz
difficult to quantify in a specific policy.
0 Recommend a policy that all new developments are
required to meet Building for a Healthy Life standard
0 A policy could be included that focuses on creatiaig
environments which promote good physical and men
health, with places and routes that are safe and
perceived to be safe by creating passive surveillance
and active frontages, as well as including measures
improve safety for all road users, partiatly for those
that walk and cycle.
1 West Oxfordshire Council welcomes the emphasis given to
placemaking and good quality design.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 ¢KS FaasSaavySyid 2F 322R RSA&A Noted.
It is not something that can easily be done by a Developmer
Management officer with no training in design or architecture
CDC should seek in house expertise.

1 Robust Cherwell Design Guide, supported by appropriate
policies. The design guide to include @gwvon historic buildings
and conversions / extensions as well as new builds.

1 New development should fit in with, and not overwhelm the
landscape.

1 Avoid areas that will be dominated by cars, parking, roads,
infrastructure.

i The Canal & River Trust suggtst council may wish to
consider specific guidance on waterside development and th
Trust would welcome the opportunity to input to that process

QUESTION: 20INUTE NEIGHBOURHOQODS

Do you agree that 2@ninute neighbourhoods offer a helpful sef principles for ensuring
places are weltlesigned and sustainable? Are there features that would work irusbln or
the rural areas?
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Approximately 96 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses Officer Response
Whatmembers of the public said:
1 The majority of the public support the concept of-@inute Noted.
neighbourhoods, with the provision that it should be explor¢ The Council's approach &
further and definitions made clear. minute neighbourhoodss set out
1 Many did not support the concept and noted that it would b| in the Reg 18 draft plan. This has
impossible to implement in a rural setting. been informed by updated
f Concept needs to be supported with safe walking and cycli| evidence, Government policy ang
provision. advice, stakeholders and
1 Further expansion of villages will remove this concept and | consultation responses.
require the use of aa.
f  Concept is unrealistic and risks the prioritisation of the wrof The 20 minute neighbourhood
objectives. conceptseekdo regenerate
9 Better walking and cycling infrastructure needs to be provid urban centres, enhance social
in smaller villages, otherwise this cannot be achieved. cohesion, improve health
10 minute neighbourhoods should be considered. outcomes and support the move
1 Improvemants to public transport infrastructure is a must. | towards cabon netzero targets
1 Suggestion that the concept should focus on a distance rat through increasing active travel.
than a time to cover the distance.
2KIG ¢26yY YR tFENRAK [/ 2dzyOAf Q3
1 Bloxham Parish Council agree that 20 minute neighbourho( Noted.
is desirable and that Bloxham is currently already following
this principle and should continue to do.
1 Launton Parish Council note that many of the concept featd
would work in Launton.
1 Caversfield Parish Council support the concept but note the
are unsure how the principles could be applied to villages v
few facilities.
1 Cropedy Parish Council tethat the concept is very useful if
urban areas but could be amended to a 10 minute
neighbourhood for villages and noting which facilities are o
available through transport links to the nearest town.
1 Wardington Parish Council consider the conceptéasbund
however emphasises the need for future growth to be locat
adjoining existing urban areas, and larger rural settlements
the District which have a range of facilities and services.
1 Weston on the Green Parish Council would not be able to
achieve20 minute neighbourhood status with Bicester or
Kidlington.
1 Bodicote Parish Council support the concept.
What the Ward Councillors said:
1 Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman | It is acknowledged thatie 20
suggest that the concept is impractical in most ranaas. minute neighbourhood concept
may not bewholly applicable in all
areas and particularly within rura
areas
What the development industry said:
1 The development industry largely support the concept subj{ Noted.
to caveats regarding flexibility and consideration of the
application in rural areas.
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Home Builders Federation note that the principle is a
reasonable aspiration but should not be consideredumtb
tool to be applied evenly across the Borough. Ther@Qute
neighbourhood should not be used as a basis for only locat
development close to existing services rather identifying
where services could be improved through new developme
There is a ral danger that the principle could be used
negatively and become a way of preventing development ir
certain communities rather than promoting improved
neighbourhoods. Council must also recognise that if it seek
apply this principle there is a need fitre Council to provide a
strong leadership function for local public services to ensur
that these are in place and are retained. The Council must
ensure that they and their partners are able and willing to
support this concept at larger strategic develogmbs or
where the Council is seeking to deliver higher density
development. Without this strong eordinating role, the
Council are unlikely to achieve their aspirations in relation t
the 20-minute neighbourhood.

Adoption of the concept in rural areas lwiked careful
consideration, with flexibility provided to rural locations and
consideration given to the grouping of villages to become
neighbourhoods.

The concept should not form a specific local plan policy ang
references should be aspirational not setjuirements.
Concept should only be applied to the urban areas of Banb
and Bicester.

One size fits all approach would not be appropriate.
Further housing growth in rural areas would support the
concept through the creation of new services and faedit
There should be a push for housing to be built within the cit
specifically on many of its underused or reserved employm
sites.

Concept works well at Heyford Park.

Concept builds upon the changing approach to transport
planning and climate change.

Not a new concept and does not fully reflect trends towards
online shopping and working from home.

A settlement such as Bicester is an appropriate location for|
such neighbourhoods, to improve access to services and
SyadaNB (KIG ySg | yoehefilSEAAGA

What national / statutory organisations said:

f

Stagecoach note that the vast majority or residents already
live within a 26minute neighbourhood but do not walk or
cycle enough to reduce the levels of car use. Strategic
allocations should look to either consolidate development
where existing local fddies can be made more effective
and/or securely sustainable or create sufficiently large new
neighbourhood to provide a suitable depth and breadth of
local facilities ogsite leading to a credibly high level of local
selfcontainment.

Noted.
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1 Sport England ageswith the concept to a point; it is not
NEBFfAadAO G2 SELISOG + R200
20 minutes.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council supports the concept of the 20
minute neighbourleod. Strong public transport connections
still need to be considered and there is the potential to trea
Of dza G SNBR 2 WAFAHLISH DO ISD 6
between them may have the range of assets associated wi
this concept. Villages in tHenterland of the urban centres
can be connected to the market towns through cycle routeg
that encourage active travel between them.

1 West Oxfordshire CounciWelcome the introduction of the
20-minute neighbourhoods.

Noted.

What the Local organisatia/interest groups said:
1 Local organisations/interest groups were supportive of the
concept and note that it should be measured by walking an
cycling distances.

Noted as above.

QUESTION: TRANSPORT & CONNECTIVITY

1) Do you agree with the proposeadansport and connectivity approach to support the Lo

Plan Review?

2) Should the approach be different for the rural areas, for example focusing on low ¢
technology rather than a reduction in the need to travel?
3) What measures would help you drive lessuse alternative transport modes with lowt

emissions?

Approximately 142 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:

1 With regards to whether members of the pubdigreed with the
proposed transport and connectivity approach, the response
were fairly evenly split between those who support it and tho
who do not.

1 Inresponse to whether there should be a different approach
rural areas, the majority of responderagreed that there
should be a different approach, however there was also strol
support that the focus should be on encouraging low carbon
technologies in the rural areas rather than reducing the need
travel and that traffic should be diverted away ffincural roads
to larger truck roads and rail to cut down on air pollution.

1 Suggested measures that would make people drive less incli
the following:

0 Housing developments should be accompanied by a

major increase in the availability of public transport.

Noted.

The Council's approach tmnspott
and connectivityis set out in the
Reg 18 draft plan. This has been
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders and consultation
responses.

Promoting sustainable developmer
is a key focus of thdraft plan
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0 Strengthen public transport links, more reliable and
frequent services to rural areas linking to areas peop
need to get to.

o0 Cheaper, greener public transport including bus fare
and park and ride costs.

0 Seating at all bus stops.

0 Better quality roads angavements.

o Tram system.

0 Reduce volume and speed limits of traffic.

o Safer walking and cycling links which are suitable for
users.

o0 Well connected walking and cycling links.

0 More affordable EVs and more support for efficient
travel in low emission and losarbon vehicles.

0 Accessible EV charging locations.

0 Car club/share systems and car free zones.
0 Secure motorcycle parking and charging solutions fo

EV motorcycles.
o Consideration needs to be given to different ages
groups and degrees of mobiligmnot everyone can
reduce their need to travel by car.
Prioritise active travel.
Creation of village bypasses to reduce congestion
through the villages.

0 Introduction of low emission zones.

0 Home working.

0 Workplace parking levy.

0 Remove free car parking in town dezs.
Replacement bridges at Sandy Lane and Yarnton Lane shou
allow unrestricted cycling.
Banbury needs a transport hub and a bypass.
Oxford cannot cope with current commuter traffic; more traffi
pressure will make carbon emissions significantly worse.
No need for an airport in the county this should be repurpose¢
The concept of reducing the need for the rural population to
travel is a false concept.
Infrastructure should be put in place first before developmen
commences.
There was a lot of reference the need for minimise carbon
based transport but no recognition given to the advent of all
electric cars and commercial vehicles. This should be factore
to planning assumptions. Active travel is unnecessary jargon
walking and cycling. Place shagis initially off putting bit of
jargon and needs to be replaced with something more
understandable.
Is it possible to build a pedestrian route between Banbury an
Overthorpe as the road is dangerous to walk?

O O

What Townand Parish Councils said:

1

Bloxham Parish Council agree with the general approach an
highlight that congestion is a factor in emission problems. Th
do not believe that there should be a different approach for

rural areas however time taken rather tharstdiince travelled

As noted above.
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would be a better measure of impact. Measures to drive less
would include further public transport improvements, improvq
footpaths, car clubs/sharing and voluntary driver schemes.

9 Launton Parish Council suggest that measures to encolgage
driving would include more widely available infrastructure for
EV car charging with on street points in rural villages; low
carbon/hydrogen/electric public transport for village use and
more cycle paths.

1 Chesterton Parish Council raise concerns thatommmuting
has not been adequately addressed in terms of the necessal
infrastructure, particularly in roads. The A4095/The
Hale/Akeman Street is used by commuting traffic to access
and A34 but the roads are not adequate to support this traffic
andneither the Hale or Akeman Street have footpaths. Furth
development on NW Bicester will exacerbate these problem:

1 Cropedy Parish Council agree with the proposed approach ¢
note that flexibility is required in rural areas but low carbon
transportcould mitigate the effects of additional travel.
Measures to encourage less driving include subsidies for EV
charging points, a frequent and regular bus service from
Cropedy to Banbury and Banbury Rail station. CPC would
welcome a review of existing cywlay provision with a view to
connecting villages to the nearest urban areas.

1 Wardington Parish Council agree with the approach and
transport hierarchy and note that whilst opportunities to
promote sustainable transport will differ between rural and
urban aeas, the hierarchy should not be abandoned for rural
areas. Further significant levels of growth across the rural ari
of the District are unlikely to be conducive to the provision of
effective public and community transport.

9 Kirtlington Parish Councibte that measures to reduce car
travel would require public transport based on a systematic
review of a whole area.

1 Fritwell Parish Council note that reducing the need to travel
should not be any different for rural areas and that perhaps
time taken ratherthan distance travelled would be a better
measure of impact.

1 Weston on the Green Parish Council support the promotion {
EVs and charging points, in addition to a rural bus service.

9 Bodicote Parish Council welcome the approach to encouragy
the use of pubt and active travel however note that this will
challenging. Large scale housing development should be
required to incorporate transport links and road infrastructure
improvements as part of the consents.

1 Barbury Town Council agree with the proposecpapach.

1 Heyford Park Parish Council would encourage more sustain:
methods of travel, off road cycle routes, more pavements, by
stops with seating, shelter and real time displays, traffic calr]
and reduced traffic speeds, better public transport atés it is
needed, EV charging infrastructure, safe anditalvalking and
cycling routes.

What the Ward Councillors said:
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Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman ni
that car usage is essential for rural areas andiihossible to
place it at the bottom of the transport hierarchy, as walking g
cycling will never replace car usage in rural areas.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:

f

The majority of the development industry agreed with approz
proposel however some felt that the approach proposed in t
review is too narrow and does not recognise potential
opportunities such as the SRFI and anticipated investment ir
road improvements and that whilst a useful tool, the transpor
hierarchy as presented becoming antiquated to be used in
isolation and is inappropriate.

Support for the encouragement and delivery/enhancement o
the rail network and transport interchanges.

In terms of whether rural areas should follow a different
approach the following wasoted:

0 Itis not always going to be possible to apply the sam
approach throughout the district, specific local
requirements and compatibility issues need to be
considered and it may not be possible to reduce trav
need in some areas.

0 Approach should bdightly different in rural areas;
focus should be on low carbon technology in rural arf
including on demand bus services (using EVSs).
Developments could help fund such solutions.

0 Need to reduce car travel should not apply to rural
areas

Support the aim®f moving towards a net zero transport
network and agree that spatial planning has a clear role in
supporting a decarbonised transport system.

Consider the approach does not necessarily need to differ in
rural areas, but should focus on low carbon teclogy.

Policies should capitalise on existing/planned investment in
sustainable modes including P&R and other improved bus
infrastructure and rail networks and, require attractive and s¢
pedestrian and cycling connections.

More emphasis should be plagtén this section of the plan on
connectivity between smaller settlements within the County
and the District.

Policy needs to encourage the best possible solutions for the
whole District whilst spatially distributing growth to maximise
sustainable modes dfansport.

If development and infrastructure continues to be focused or
urban areas, the gap between sustainable travel options in
urban areas and in rural areas will continue to widen, and
residents of rural areas will be ever more isolated.
Development often provides the catalyst for encouraging act
travel and public transport use due to the requirement for
travel plans, the creation of new travel corridors, improved
networks, shared transport, electric vehicle charging provisio
and invegment in public transport.

Remote working, online shopping, introduction of EVs will

naturally reduce the need to travel, making rural locations m(

As noted above.
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sustainable. However the plan should future proof, including
the promotion of EV infrastructure requiremss in new
developments (parking bays for car sharing, autonomous
delivery vehicles, etc).

Larger strategic sites will provide an opportunity to shape tra
habits through the provision of social infrastructure alongside
housing, and provide public transg hubs.

The Council should capitalise on the opportunity presented
through transport improvements including improved highway
connectivity, offering improved public transport and cycle
connectivity by allocating development sites at significant
transportintersections.

What national / statutory organisations said:
9 Stagecoach notes the following:

1 East West Rail notes the following:

0 Welcomes the recognition that the role of the local pl
in facilitating lowcarbon and more sustainable travel
choices.

0 Merely focusing on acte travel and a level of self
containment for local service needs does not, on its
own, meaningfully reduce car dependency.

0 The strategy needs to look at the provision of credibl
options for regular trips over 2km. A spatial strategy
driven by the presereand potential creation of high
quality bus corridors seems tie the only one that is
likely to allow this.

o0 There is urgent action is needed to prevent rising lev
of congestion in Banbury in particular, leading to the
effectiveness and sustainabiliy¥ G KS (2 6
network which is being seriously threatened.

o0 Cheap and free parking does not help the objectives]

0 Bus services in rural areas can work as effectively ag
urban areas but they need to follow the same
principles; sufficiently frequentirect and reliable,
connecting people to a range of significant destinatio

0 Leveraging significant rural service centres as local
inter-modal interchanges should be pursued with sor
vigour. This should align with emerging intramodality
strategies thatve expect to be advanced through
LTCP5.

0 Note increasing disquiet with the increase in the
number of significant development applications in
villages with little or no real availability of local servici
far distant from key centres of economic activitydan
services, where no credible public transport offer is
available today, nor is ever likely to be sustainable.

0 Welcomes the references to East West Rail, particul;
in relation to planning for sustainable travel, imphag
connectivity, and aiming for a net zero transport
network.

0 Welcomes the recognition of support for East West H
and the role it will play in providing a sustainable new

travel option as part of the dearbonisation agenda.

As noted above.
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Options to expand the paikg facilities at Oxford
Parkway and Bicester Station together with options t
encourage access to the stations via sustainable mo
such as walking and cycling, and access to the Oxfol
Parkway Park and Ride facility.

EWR Co recommended that Bicestemdaen Road)
level crossing should be closed.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:
1 Oxfordshire County Council note:

(0]

0]
0]

(0]

1 West Oxfordshire CounecilWelcome and supptthe use of the
transport hierarchy. The need for the timely provision of
supporting infrastructure is a particular concern locally. It is
important that the wider context of social and environmental
benefits of infrastructure and the contribution of naktructure
schemes to Climate Action, Healthy Place Shaping and a
sustainable economy are considered.

9 Buckinghamshire Council note the following:

(0]

Reference should be made to the emerging Local
Transport Connectivity Plan (LTCP).

Support is providedor the approach.

The transport user hierarchy of the LTCP should run
alongside decarbonisation via technology.
Comprehensive walking and cycling networks are
fundamental to successfully increasing their usage; t
development of the Strategic Active TeaWetwork will
expand this.

Existing offroad networks are available for upgrade tq
support walking and cycling.

Increased public transport will reduce private vehicle
trips and air quality improvements.

Comprehensive policies which consider the whole
journey of travelling including changing facilities at
workplaces, bike repair stations, and provisions for
winter should be produced.

Larger destinations need to reduce car parking and
prioritise bus/cycle lanes.

Diagram on page 24 should include the A41 as a key
between Cherwell and Buckinghamshire. There neec
to be a joined up approach to the growth impacts on
the A41 corridor.

b2 NBFSNBYyOS YIRS (2 9y
(EEH) and its adopted Transport Strategy nor the
connectivity studies which will develop proposals to
improve both eastvest and northsouth connectivity.
EEH should be listed as a further body to be involve
duty to cooperate discussions.

The Buckinghamshire Local Enterprise Partnership
should also be consulted as the LEPs in this area are
contributing toward economic growth strategiés the
Oxford-Milton KeynesCambridge corridor.

As noted above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

As noted above.
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1 Time taken rather than distance travelled would be a better
measure of impact.
1 Not all rural activities can be undertaken withqarivate
transport, e.g. animal and seed transportation.
1 Include provisions for:
0 Hectric bicycles and electric scooters in urban areas,
0 Multi-modal interchange at Banbury railway station.
0 Onstreet charging points for electric cars.
0 Better provision anéncouragement of electric bicycle
and electric scooters.
Dedicated, offcarriageway, cycle routes.
o0 EV buses.

o

OPTION 16: DIGITAL INFRASTRUCTURE
Should we

1) Provide a policy with the requirements expected from new development to praligital
connections and be designed to accommodate future digital infrastructure needs (f
proofing).

2) Provide a policy protecting existing telecommunications infrastructure.

3) Provide a criteridbased policy on the location and mitigation requirements
telecommunications development.

Approximately 110 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said: Noted.
1 The majority of respondents support Option 1, with Option{ The Council's approach thgital
and 3 receiving similar level of support. infrastructure isset out in theReg18
 Existing houses and buildings should be future proofed an| draft plan. This has been informed by
upgraded. updated evidence, Government polic

and advice, stakeholders and

9 Digital connectivity is fast becoming a necessity. All new ;
consultation responses.

homes should have fibre broadband.
i thrwell should expect all developments to look to the futl National policypromotesadvanced,
digitally. high quality, and reliable
I New developments should contribute to digital infrastructu| communications infrastructure,
for the wider area, not just the development itself. including broadband, for econdm
1 Pylons should be relocated to stop visual pollution. growth and social welbeing.

What Town and Parish Councils said:
1 Heyford Park Parish Council supports Option 1 and note tf As noted above.
there is very poor mobile and WiFi coverage in many rural
villages.
1 Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council, Weston on the
Green Parish Council and Deddington Parish Council supy
Option 1.
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Weston on the Green Parish Council notes that establishe
rural communities need to have the uplift to new
technologies and access to full fibre. Broadband and mobi
phone connectivitys a major issue in the village.

Banbury Town Council and Cropredy Parish Council sugg
all three options are appropriate.

Bodicote Parish Council consider that future proofing as m
as possible is required.

Bloxham Parish Council consider that theiop$ are not
mutually exclusive and seem to be sensible elements of a
future strategy. Some developments may tip a local area if
requiring a step change in provision.

Sibford Gower Parish Council consider that it would be
negligent not to require all newevelopment to be future
proofed.

Kirtlington Parish Council supports Option 3 and note simi
policies elsewhere.

Fritwell Parish Council supports Options 1 and 2.

2K|
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Councillor Reynolds and Councillom@man support Option
1 and note that developers should provide the infrastructut
needed for digital connections.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:

)l

1
1

Option 1 was supported, with no support registered for
Options 2 or 3.

Support enhancedigital connections and infrastructure.
Many consider this to be a countwyide matter and should
be left for the Oxfordshire Plan 2050.

A caveat should be included within the policy which notes
that rural locations are less likely to be able to achiegghi
quality, highspeed digital connections and this should be
considered when selecting sites.

The Local Plan should maximise the opportunities for digit
connections to access key services and facilities.

It may be difficult to make policy requirements naatory,
depending on location and infrastructure networks, and
trying to predict emerging technology.

Viability assessments need to be considered when selectir
an Option.

Plan should be clear about what form/standard of digital
infrastructure is needed.

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1

Oxfordshire County Council prefers Option 1 and note that
the Plan should ensure that any new homes or commercia
LINBYA&aSa LXFYyYySR G2 0SS 0dzA
to embrace and enable new technologies for transport and
connectivity. Good dital connectivity needs to be expediteq
though. Ensuring sensible space is allocated for street

cabinets (5G/6G) to avoid future obstruction to wheelchair

users etc.

As noted above.
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What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

Kidlington Baptist Glrch, The Canal & River Trust, Save
Gavray Meadows, Deddington Neighbourhood Plan Steeri
Group, Deddington Development Watch all support Option
Banbury Civic Society considers all three options are
necessary.

CPRE Oxfordshire supports Option 3.

MCNPForum prefers Option 1 and supports more
homeworking, supported by the necessary infrastructure.
There is very poor mobile and WiFi coverage in many rura
villages. Digital infrastructure is still not yet regarded as an
essential utility.

As noted above.

QUESTION: TRANSPORT POLICIES

1) Do you agree with the range of policies and documents we have identified?
2) Are there any transportelated policies that we should consider through the Local

Review?

Approximately 53 responses were received in respdadhis question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

T

f
)l

= =

= =

= =

What members of the public said:

Generally, most respondents agree with the range of transpor
policies.

Free public transport should be provided.

Need to ensure that transport policies adeveloped which will
provide the services needed, are cost effective and support
electric vehicles and provide changing facilities.

Transport policies must consider data from police and emerge
services and total number of hours in a working year spent i
traffic jams by an average worker. Must involve schools and
university and hospitals as major road users.

Should offer incentives for more rail freight and lorries.
Supportive of the inclusion of London Oxford Airport and
references to the canals.

Others do not encourage the support of the London Oxford
Airport as air travel is not environmentally friendly.

CDC should have greater input to the preparation of LTCP5.
Policies to cover a detailed Local Walking and Cycling
Infrastructure plan is required fall key towns and villages.
Support for taxi services to run subsidised services to rural arg
where bus services are not available.

Changes to existing junctions in Banbury required to reduce
congestion.

No new roads, existing roads should be improved provide
safe cycle lanes.

Lack of car parking.

Transport policies considered to be insufficient in the context (

the local plan review documents.

Noted.

The Council'transport policies
areset out in theReg 18 draft
plan. They have been informed b
updated evidence, Government
policy and advice, stakeholders
and consultation responses.

Topics addressed include
promoting walking, cycling and
public tranport use, electric
vehicle charging points, transport
infrastructure contributions,
congestion, particularly on minor
roads, and freight.
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A detailed review of current capacity and load should be
undertaken to identify true position.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

)l

Sibford Ferris Parish Council urges the consideration of a poli
which assessebe impact of excessive traffic on rural areas; th
policy should seek to protect small villages on unsuitable ming
roads from speculative developments.

Bloxham Parish Council note that it will be interesting to see tf
LTP4 as this will be used by Cb@torm policies.

Sibford Gower Parish Council suggest that comprehensive
charging (electric and hydrogen) infrastructure is essential.
Launton Parish Council suggest a policy to consider solutions
the Bicester London Road level crossing and that the
implementation of road infrastructure should be completed
before any development is started.

Cropedy Parish Council agrees with identified range of policie
yR R20dzySyida FyR adaAa3asada |
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particular connecting rural and urban areas should be conside
Bletchingdon Parish Council urges CDC to consider a specific
policy which assesses the impact of newelepment on rural
communities, with assessments being mandatory and made
publicly available.

Middleton Stoney Parish Council highlight that the plan needs
focus on alleviating the current traffic problems.

Kirtlington Parish Council note that Car dependy must be
reduced everywhere and this can only be achieved through
connectivity of alternative means of travel. Public transport ne
overview concepts and maybe shorter but connecting routes,
above all not just what developers choose to put inithganning
applications for S106 monies. There must be a systematic rev,
of a whole area. There is a need to consider the impact of traf
load through a historic Conservation Area, not just rural
countryside.

Fritwell Parish Council note that rurakas are in increasing
danger of being marginalised by poorly designed traffic systen
that effectively increase congestion and reduce access.
Weston on the Green Parish Council suggest that transport
policies should support low emission modes of transporanage
the sustainable movement of goods in the transport network a
in and around our places; and, promote and fund public transy
and active travel improvements.
Heyford Park Parish Council suggest strategic freight rail or rg
transport hubs dued pressure on local roads, the A34, the A43
the M40 etc.

As noted above.

What the Ward Councillors said:
9 Councillor George Reynolds and Councillor Phil Chapman bot

suggest that there must be provision for car transport in rural
areas.

Noted.

What the development industry said:
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Support for the range of policies and documents identified.
Await further detailed studies, e.g. transport network capacity
make more detailed comments.

The transport policies in the Cherwell Local Plan should be
consistentwith the NPPF, the emerging Oxfordshire 2050 Plan
YR GKS /2dzyieqQa [20Ft tftly
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covered elsewhere.

It will be key to ensure that the policies that are adopted do ng
undermine the integrity/commerciality of proposed
developments.

Parking standards and any associated design guides need to
in sufficient flexibility to meet current demands whilst allowing
future adaptation as travel patterns change.

Including a polig that would support/encourage the use of car
clubs across the district.

Support the principle of sustainable travel and that new
development should be primarily designed to enable moveme
by active travel and sustainable transport modes, and that site
are well connected to surrounding sustainable transport
networks.

Policies that support the logistics sector by reducing congestiq
and locating such development in accessible and sustainable
locations at key junctions on the strategic road network.
Strorgly support for the principle of including a site specific po
to positively support development at London Oxford Airport.
Local plans should adopt a positive approach to meeting the
assessed development needs for their area and should place
significantweight on supporting economic growth.

The new Local Plan should revisit the principal of a new\East
route through Frieze Farm connecting the A44 corridor in the
west with the Frieze Way/Kidlington corridor in the east.
Encourage Cherwell to consideays of ensuring there is a
mechanism by which developments can calculate reasonable
accurate contributions to infrastructure. This will provide great
clarity and certainty to prospective developers, whilst also
ensuring that single sites are not wig burdened with mitigation
or improvement costs.

The Rapid Transit along the Banbury Road through Kidlington|
should be retained as a policy objective.

Transport policies should be dealt with at the County level onl

As noted above.

What national /statutory organisations said:

f

Stagecoach highlight that the Local Plan Review must have rg
to the Bus Service Improvement Plan for the County and that
the southern part of the District around Kidlington, the Plan my
have full regard to the Oxforfiransport Strategy.

Noted.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1

Oxfordshire County Council suggest the following consideratic
o0 Approved LCWIPs could be included within the IDP as
appropriate. LTN 1/20 should be used for attractivel a

safe cycle provision.

As notal above.
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0 The new Oxfordshire Street Design Guide could be
mentioned.

0 Should reference Innovation Framework and Oxfordsl
Digital Infrastructure Strategy. It may be helpful to
integrate a higHevel policy which pertains to changes
within transport options available/ trends of societal
change, significant change might be expected, and ex
trajectory over this length of time is uncertain. This coy
call on the need for changes within options
available/level of need for provision beingrsidered in
planning development/infrastructure, and that this
should be done with the key themes in mind. Then poi
to Innovation Framework provides tip-date
guidance/evidence.

0 As part of the standards for cycle parking and electric
charging in new evelopments, there should be specific
obligations for cycle parking to be accessible and
convenient from the roadside, thereby encouraging
people to cycle to and from their homes.

0 Plughy LRAyGa aKz2dzZ R 06S Of
convenient for everydause.

0 The Plan needs a policy on the creation of delivery hu
to reduce the multiple trips into villages that are
generated by online shopping. Identifying delivery poir
at which all delivery companies could leave packages
would enable active travelithin villages and improve ai
quality.

0 Providing enhanced cycling and walking infrastructure
key to improving connections across the network. In
addition, people need support to change behaviour an
make modal shift.

0 Support a policy of community acation being included
in the Local Plan that identifies the range of
complementary measures that need to be provided in
order to address the barriers that people experience tq
cycling and walking more.

0 The Plan also needs a policy to endorse the continue
review and investment in LCWIPs and ensure that
connectivity between settlements is considered to
develop a comprehensive network of walking and cycl
infrastructure is needed across all areas to enable this
shift to happen on a bigger scale.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 CPRE Oxfordshir@he range of transport policies may be fine
but no consideration regarding future capacity requirements
given proposed housing and employment development. The
majority ofemployment development in the 20130 is of a
distribution/logistics nature. This, along with very significant
housing developments, increases the needs for transport
requirements. Whilst rail connectivity in Cherwell is good, road
transport facilities arainder considerable strain. This issue is n
addressed. All three M40 junctions in Cherwell are operating &

well over capacity. There is no mention of an additional

As noted above.
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motorway junction or a relief road to carry traffic from the sout
side of the town. Puldt transport would better utilised if it were
more frequent and made better provision for early morning an
late evening availability. The type of transport will be dictated

the unique circumstances of each location.
CDC should adopt policies that m@a#ectively protect rural

areas of the District from increasing levels of traffic and polluti

Policies on:
0 Multi-modal interchange at Banbury railway station.
0 Onstreet charging points for electric cars.

0 Better provision and encouragement of electricyailes

and electric scooters

0 Detailed Local Walking and Cycling Infrastructure plan

all key towns and villages

OPTION 17: INFRASTRUCTURE DELIVERY

Should we
1) update the methodology to consider social and environmental benefitscbémes ang
the contributions they make to Climate Action, Healthy Place Shaping, and a Sust:

Economy?

2) Retain the current methodology?

And, should we
3) Continue to prepare the IDP by place or
4) look at areas by catchment and how accessible they are?

Approximately 100 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

)l

)l
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What members of the public said:

Option 1 and Option 4 received the most votes whilst Optig
and Option 3 received the least number of votes.

This must take account of the deficiency in the local sewag
treatment systems.

Survey existing infrastructure within smaller towns and
villages to establish if it can cope with further developments
and upgrade infrastructure where required.

Lack of scal@lentified for catchment areas.

Look at the proximity of destinations to determine whether
active travel is needed.

Ensure that orgoing plans are suitable for the current
conditions and flexible.

| dZNNBy (G YS(iK2R2t 238
agficulture.
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Noted.

The Council's approach to
infrastructure deliverysset out in
the Reg 18 draft plan. This has been
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders and consultation
responses.

An Infrastructure Delivery Plan @D
has also been prepared.

f

f

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council and Launton Pari
Council support Option 1.
Banbury Town Council and Fritwell Parish Council support

Options 1 and 3.

As noted above.
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Cropredy Parish Council supp@ption 1 and consider that
Option 3 which looks to continue to prepare the IDP by pla
YI1Sa aSyasS FLINIG FNRY (KS
does not allow for variation in different rural settings.
Bodicote Parish Council note that it would begtical to
continually update methodologies to reflect current needs.
catchment approach would be beneficial in preparing the I
Weston on the Green Parish Council support Options 1 an
All infrastructure should be planned with some futureproofir
iy LI OSd ¢KS WwWLIi Il O0SQ Aa |
may deemphasis the historic place.

Bloxham Parish Council support Option 1. Review and upd
the methodology in line with the vision and objectives of the
local plan. Consider both Options8d 4.

Sibford Gower Parish Council note the importance to estab
a base level for the IDP. The lack of scale identified for suc
catchment areas is an issue

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

)l

Department for Education supports the proposal to consideg
social and environmental benefits of infrastructure scheme
and the contribution they make to climate action, healthy
placeshaping and a sustainable economy.

Stagecoach note that the appraisaldaprioritisation
methodologies used to date for transport infrastructure
heavily favour reductions in journey time for cars, with scar
consideration of the negative externalities arising from
pursuing programmes established on this basis. Until a
replacenent for the WebTAG methodology is in place a
divergent approach on the part of the Local Plan might hav,
the somewhat perverse outcome of prioritising sustainable
transport interventions. The Council, and County Council, v
want to ensure that as part @ny process of prioritisation,
this outcome is avoided. Development strategies that lever
existing public transport corridors are much less likely to ne
to seek funding for costly, higtisk capital schemes on the
highway. Any IDP structure shouldefa logical and
transparent approach to setting out the range of transport
interventions needed.

Sport England support Option 1 followed by Options 3 and

Noted

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

f

Oxfordshire County Council supp@ption 1 followed by
Option 4. Infrastructure influences so much that it cannot b
considered just as a physical facet. A catchment approach
would be good for rural areas.

As noted above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

f

f

DeddingtonDevelopment Watch and CPRE Oxfordshire
support Option 1.

The Canal & River Trust welcome the opportunity to inform
future IDPs.

Save Gavray Meadows support Option 1 followed by Optio

As noted above.

146




1

BicesterBUG prefers Option 1; the approach to infrastructu
deliveryneeds to be revised. If there is limited walking and
cycling due to limited or no safe or direct supporting
infrastructure, this is taken to be evidence of a lack of
demand. Demand should be estimated on the basis that
suitable infrastructure was providezhd with a view to the
levels of active travel demand needed to reduce transport
emissions. Better to group infrastructure according to how
accessible it would be if walking, cycling and public transpd
infrastructure was improved.

Banbury Civic Socieand MCNP Forum both support Option
followed by Option 3.

QUESTION: DELIVERING INFRASTRUCTURE

| Are there other infrastructure policies that we should include?

Approximately 36 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

T

T
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What members of the public said:

Greater weight needs to be given to comments by Primary
Care Teams for Health.

Some key services are Oxfarentric which makes it difficult
and time consuming to access from the euvillages; other
key service locations should be provided.

All developments should be required to contribute to
infrastructure.

Insisting on East West Rail being electric.

Make full use of the rail freight infrastructure at Graven Hill.
Trying to getlunction 9 of the M40 / A34 / A41 made into a f
WOt 2SN £ SIHFTQ 0STF2NBE GKS f
Walking and cycling should be the main priority.
Investment in infrastructure should be the primary case to
allow developments to proceed.

Asolid underground electricity system should be a prerequi
for future housing developments, the current over ground
system is not reliable enough.

Stronger policy for managing water and waste infrastructure

Noted.

The Council's approacb t
infrastructure delivery iset
out in theReg 18 draft plan.
This has been informed by
updated evidence,
Government policy and
advice, stakeholders and
consultation responses.

An Infrastructure Delivery
Plan (IDP) has also been
prepared.

f

What Town and Parish Catils said:

Bloxham Parish Council highlight that there seems to be an
omission of anything relating to primary care, hospital and
other health provision, which should be addressed. Emergir
proposals relating to the Horton Hospital, and the
requirements & further developments will need to be
monitored.

Kidlington Parish Council notes that there is already a

substantial infrastructure deficit in Kidlington and the Plan

As noted above.
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should seek the means to address by other measures than
S106 contributions.

Fritwell Paish Council note that access to dental surgeries,
medical centres and hospitals is rarely considered for rural
communities. New developments may impact the ability of
Emergency Services to respond to issues in rural areas.
Weston on the Green Parish Courgghlight that land and
water management are the key issues in their area.
Banbury Town Council question whether it is possible to
ensure that the traffic issues of Banbury are dealt with as a
function of new development i.e. identifying the need for a
new link road from the south of the town to the motorway
and/or new junctions.

Heyford Park Parish Council highlight a need for more elect
vehicle charging points and secure cycle storage.

What the development industry said:

1
1

Anypolicies on infrastructure should be consistent with the
NPPF and the emerging Oxfordshire 2050 Plan.

There is a need for pooling of shared contributions where
infrastructure is to be secured in connection with multiple
development allocations.

Some notedhat they reserve comment at this stage until the
policy options that are to be included within the Oxfordshire
2050 Plan and their interrelationship with the individual
District Plans has been confirmed.

A Link Road between the A44 and A4260 with actiarec
connections extending to Oxford Parkway should form the
basis of a specific infrastructure policy.

Encourage Cherwell to ensure there is a mechanism for fair
and accurately calculating contributions to infrastructure
delivery from development sites

Noted.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

Stagecoach highlight a local and national problem where
insufficient regard is given to the timely delivery of
infrastructure to facilitate safe and convenient access to bug
services from newdevelopment. At no point should more tha
50 dwellings on any development currently under constructi
be more than 500m from a stop served by a regular bus ser
unless consideration of the circumstances indicates that thi
threshold cannot realisticallbe met. Developments should b
phased with clear, enforceable triggers agreed to ensure th
delivery of bus, walking and cycling infrastructure is in place
an early stage.

Department for Education recommend that policies are not
inflexibly linked toa single standard or assessment
methodology, and instead allow equivalent standards to be
demonstrated and creative solutions delivered where
appropriate.

Thames Water Utilities have put forward several policy
wording recommendations in relation to new tea and
wastewater infrastructure, the development or expansion of
water supply or waste water facilities, flood risk, SUDS, and
water efficiency.

Noted as above
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What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: As noted above.
1 Oxfordshire County Council highlighthat a policy should be

included to future proof infrastructure. Reference should be

given to the Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy Stage 1 rep

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:
1 Primary care, hospital and other health provisions have beg As noted above.

omitted; this should be addressed.

Support the reopening of Ardley station for passenger use.

Multi-modal interchange at Banbury railway station.

Onsstreet charging points for electric cars.

Better provision and encouragement of electric bicycles and

electric scooters.

Funding should be weighted towards walking and cycling.

There is a need for electric charging stations for all types of

vehicles, including boats.

E N I
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OPTION 18:®USING & EMPLOYMENT GROWTH AT BANBURY
If Banbury is identified as a location for growth, should we
1) Consider further urban extensions into the open countryside.
2) Limit development at Banbury to protect its landscape setting and mair
separation betweenhe town and surrounding villages
3) Focus development at an existing or new settlement well connected to Banbu

Approximately 137 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said: Noted.

1 There was overwhelming support for Option 2 to limit

development at Banbury to protect its landscape setting and TheReg 18lraft plan

maintain separation distance between the town and proposes a Banbury area
surrounding villages. strategy. This has been

1 There was limited support for Option 1. informed by updated

1 Extensions of villages inBanbury must be prevented. evidence, Government

1 Development should be concentrated in and around the larg Policy and advice,
centres. stakeholders and

1 None of the Options offer an attractive proposition. consultation responses.

1 Further extensions need to be sensitively planned so to limi| Thisstrategyincludes
growth in the open countryside. identification and delivery

of strategic and non
strategic develoment sites
for housing, employment,
open space and recreation,
and other land uses.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Noted.
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Bloxham Parish Council note that Options 1 and 3 should b
avoided/are not desirable. It would be better to secure
improved environmatal, economic and social viability and
sustainability of Banbury itself, within a clearly defined
boundary.

Deddington Parish Council advise that Options 1 and 3 are
very appealing but preferrable to Option 2.

Sibford Gower Parish Council identify tiBsanbury’s location
has a limiting factor on future development due to the
proximity of the Northamptonshire and Warwickshire county
boundaries. An active dialogue should be opened with
Warwickshire and Northamptonshire to lead to innovative
options for nutually beneficial housing and employment
growth.

Cropredy Parish Council, Hanwell Parish Council, Bodicote
Parish Council, Drayton Parish Council and Gosford and W
Eaton Parish Council all support Option 2.

The Bourtons Parish Council believe thavelopment in
Banbury should be limited.

Banbury Town Council support Options 1 and 2 and note th
acceptability of further growth depends on the scale and typ
of development and its impact on traffic.

2K|
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Councilbr Chapman and Councillor Reynolds both support
Option 2.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

T

f

Where Options were specified, there was marginally more
support for Option 3 but all three options were fairly evenly
split and a suggestion of using amagination of all three
options.

Banbury is reaching its environmental limits and growth sho
be directed to Bicester and the larger villages.
Consideration of the issues of coalescence and setting as
identified in the assessment of landscape sensitiwitineed

to be balanced with the wider requirements for growth in
sustainable locations.

Banbury has expanded significantly into the surrounding
countryside and development should now be limited to protg
is remaining landscape setting and avoid coaleseevith
surrounding settlements.

It is more appropriate to consider the actual site options
available and which would provide the most sustainable
pattern of growth in and around Banbury.

Focus should be on brownfield sites in town centre locations

Noted.

What national/statutory organisations:

1
1

Sport England support all three Options.

Stagecoach notes that it is likely to become necessary to lin|
growth in Banbury and seek opportunities that are closely
linked but beyond the immediate builtp areas. Option 3

becomes appropriate and if pursued with care, and is likely

Noted.
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offer a more sustainable approach than attempting to furthe
expand the town itself.

)l

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

Oxfordshire County Council notes that before considering
further extensions into the open countryside, consideration
must be given to new peripheral or orbital routes that will
relieve traffic in the town centre, allowing for the allocation g
space to suminable traffic modes. Green fingers and corrido
must be provided rather than simply encircling the town with
new development. Focussing development on a settlement
well connected with Banbury would make public transport
critical, to avoid increasingdffic. The scale of housing
development at an existing settlement outside of Banbury
would need to be carefully planned. Any new settlement wo
need to be of a scale to make a new primary school viable.

Noted.

T

What the Local organisations/interest gimsisaid:

Local organisations and interest groups generally favoured
Option 2 but many identified that none of the options were
appealing or that Options 1 and 3 were just preferable to
Option 2.

Focus should be on the delivery of brownfield sites including
Banbury 1 and Banbury 8.

Noted.

OPTION 19: BANBURYIRECTIONS OF DEVELOPMENT

If additional development is directed to Banbury requiring green field sites, should we
1) Consider sites to the north of the town.
2) Consider sites to the south of the town
3) Consider sites to the east of the town (including to the east of the M40 Junction 11)
4) Consider sites to the west of the town?
5) A combination of any of the above

We would welcome views on any specific sites identified through the call for sites, or suggg

for new sites.

Approximately 133 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1

What members of the public said:

There was strongest support for Option 3 for development
growth to the east of Banbury with Options 1 (north) and 2
(south) also gathering support.

There was also support for a combined approach as per
Option 5.

Option 4 (west) received the least support.

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan proposes a
Banbury area strategy. This has beg
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders and consultiain
responses.
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Development should be focused within the town boundarie
utilising existing unused buildings in the town centre and
avoiding the use of greenfield sites.

Many respondents highlighted that development to the nor
and east must be avoided.

Many also notedhat no further development should take
place and that none of the options are supported.

Thisstrategyincludesidentification
and delivery of strategic and nen
strategic development sites for
housing, employment, open space
and recreation, and other land uses.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

f

f

Bloxham Parish Counsilpports Option 3 for development tq
the east.

Hanwell Parish Council notes that there is too much
development north of the town already and that Option 1
should not be progressed.

Cropredy Parish Council do not support any Option and ng
that any develoment of Banbury should be on vacant and
previously developed land within the existing town
boundaries.

Drayton Parish Council supports Options 2 and 3 as the m
sustainable areas for growth.

The Bourtons Parish Council reject Options 1 and 3; the vg
cannot sustain anymore development and further
development will unacceptably increase traffic.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council note that there
should be no development on greenfield sites.

Bodicote Parish Council notes that Option 3 should be
consicered and that no further development should be
progressed under Option 2.

Banbury Town Council supports a combination of Options
and 4.

Noted as above
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Councillor Reynolds advocates for Options 2, 3 and 4 and
notesthat Option 1 should be discounted.

Councillor Chapman favours Options 2 and 3 and notes th
Option 1 should be discounted.

Noted as above

What the development industry said:

)l

f

There was equal support for Options 1 (north) and 2 (south
with limited suppat for Options 3 (east) and 4 (west).
Banbury is at capacity and future growth should be directe
the expansion of Bicester and the larger villages.

Where a direction was supported, many
developers/landowners were concurrently promoting their
land/sitein those areas of growth.

Should prioritise development on brownfield sites in town
centre locations,

Support for Banbury expansion is provided but noted that
there are restrictions including flood risk to the south and
natural heritage designations to theest.

Noted as above
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What national / statutory organisations said:

Stagecoach support a combination of growth to the south,
with limited additional expansion to the north and north
west.

Sport England supports Option 5.

Noted as above

f

What theneighbouring and other local authorities said:

Oxfordshire Country Council note that development to the
east will be challenging due to severance caused by the M
and would require improvements to the existing road
corridors and development of traffic feecycle routes;
however residential uses to the east would be closer to the|
employment areas. The topography on the other sides of tf
town would make for unattractive cycling prospects and sit
would need to demonstrate strong sustainable connections
andhow to relieve issues on Hennef Way. Secondary scho
are planned in the south and west and any development in
the north and east would need to be of a scale to generate
the need for new secondary school provision or it would re
in unsustainable trasi.

Noted as above

)l

T

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

There was equal support for Options 1, 2 and 3 and no
support noted for Options 4 and 5.

Greenfield development should be avoided at all costs with
the priority being on thelevelopment of brownfield sites.
Banbury Civic Society does not support any of the options.

Noted as above

QUESTION: IMPORTANT VIEWS OF BANBURY

1) {K2dzf R ¢S NBUOIlIAY

through the Local Plan review?

YR dzLJRIFGS GKS L2 AO¢
2) Are there any othespecific buildings or locally important views that should be protec

Approximately 59 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1
1

What members of the public said:

Noted.

Themajority of the public that responded support the retentiorf The Reg 18 Plan proposes policies that
and update of policies to protect the views of St Marys Churcl| protect a number ofmportant views
Two respondents did not support the update and retention of | across the district.

GKS LRtAOE YR a2YS y2G4SR

considered more tha any other planning consideration.

The following buildings/views were suggested for protection:

o0 All historic buildings/aspects of Banbury
0 South Bar

0 High Street

0 Horsefair
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North Bar

Market Place

Crouch Street

Banbury Town Hall

Peoples Park

Housing irBath Road and surrounding roads
View from Edgehill

Views of the wider historic centre
hiKSNJ AAIYyAFAOLYy G LI OSH
Church in Hanwell
0 Bodicote Windmill.

O O O0OO0OO0OOoOO0OOoOOo

What Town and Parish Councils said:
M Bloxham Parish Council, Hanwell Parish Council and Banbur{ As noted above.
¢26y [ 2dzy OAf &dzLILI2 NI GKS  LIN

Church.
1 Areas suggested by the Town and Parish Councitgdtection
include:
o UKS YFNJSG LXIFOS FYyR t N

0 Horse Fair

0 South Bar Street

o hiKSNJ aA3ayATAOFIY(G LX I OS4
Church in Hanwell

0 Views and protect historic buildings and settings.

What national /statutory organisations said:
1 Sport England does not support the retention and update of t
L2t AO8 UGKFIG LINRPGSOGAa @ASga |Asnotedabove.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1 Those who responded support the retentiand update of As noted above.
policies to protect the views of St Marys Church.

T {4 alNEQa / KdIdzZNOK A& (KS (29
it is now central to its aspiration to be a visitor destination, an
the views of it from the surrounding hills (and from ttelway)
are a critical part of the town's identity and distinctiveness.

1 The following buildings/views were also suggested for
protection:
0 The view north from Oxford Road, looking over South
Bar to fields on the north side of Banbury
o Views of and from theast side of the Cherwell Valley.

OPTION 20: BANBURY TOWN CENSRRHCLE 4 DIRECTIONS
¢2 KStL) adzLlll2 NI GKS @AaGlftAde 2F .| yodz2NEQa
1) consider steps to remove certain development rights within the town cetdrerevent the
conversion of shops and restaurants to homes without the need for planning permission’
2) Allow maximum flexibility of uses under permitted development rules.
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Approximately 9Gesponses were receivad response to this optian

Consultation Rsponses

Officer Response

\What members of the public said:

1 The respondents were almost evenly split, with both Options
receiving a similar level of support.

Conversions still need to meet housing minimum standards fq
internal space.

1

1 Banbury could bgreat town centre with good development.

1 ' yodz2NEQa aK2LIWAYy3I | NBI y?2

1 Planning permission should be needed to convert from shops
restaurants to housing and considered on their merits.

1 A balanced approach that allows a mixture of residarand reta

use. Many buildings have the opportunity for residential use
above retail.

A local population within town centres can help to revitalise it.
[ 2dzy OAt §t 2NBR KI @S (F 1Sy |y dg
investing it all in the Castle Quaytemsion. The number of empt
shops in Banbury testify to the level of risk. Strenuous efforts
to be taken to reverse this.

Could create flats with excellent access to the public transpor
Better transport and more green spaces.

Free parking for 280 mins and/or a system to allow
reimbursement of parking fees.

Promote more independent retailers to add to its charm and
uniqueness.

Surprised that CDC has not implemented an effective and act
policy for the use of Article 4 designations.

The Mill ismadequate for a town and catchment area the size
‘Banbury shire’

1 Need a modern library.

=A -4 =

1

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan proposes a serig
policies and proposals to enhance the
\vitality and viability of Banbury town
centre.

What Townand | NA &aK / 2dzy OAf Q& &l ARY

1 Banbury Town Council prefers Option 1; the primary shopping
streets should be protected.

Bodicote Parish Council considers that developers should not
convert businesses into homes without some oversight, in ord
to ensure the towrcentre retains the services people use and
character does not suffer.

Cropredy Parish Council supports Option 1; appropriate
conversion to residential can be beneficial by increasing town|
centre footfall.

1 Bloxham Parish Council prefers Option 1.

1 Gosfad and Water Eaton Parish Council prefers Option 2.

1

Noted as above.

Theupdated use classes order (UCO)
provides flexibility for a range of
commercial uses in Town Centres to
support their vitality.

\What the ward councillors said:

1 CouncillortChapman notes that Banbury must be steadfast in
becoming a destination town centre. If not Castle Quay 2 and
Iyt aiARS gAftft 0SS LRAYy(GfSaa
except for cyclists will be harmful.

Noted

\What the development industry i
1 It may be appropriate to remove certain permitted developme
rights within the town centre. Consideration needs to be taker,
the use of an Article 4 Direction.

Noted
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maintained and improved by focug on the retail function of
town centres.

'What national / statutory organisations said:
1 Sport England supports Option 1.

Noted.

\What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council notes that the conversion of sho
and restaurants to homes can cause parking problems;
consideration of parking policy and zones is required. It can b
difficult to fit in convenient and sufficient cycle parking. It is
importantto remove certain development rights within the tow|
centre to prevent the conversion of shops and restaurants to
homes. Creating a balanced mix of uses in our town centres i
required to create thriving town centres.

Noted as above.

'What the Local omgnisations/interest groups said:

1 Bishop Loveday School supports Option 2.

1 The Canal & River Trust note that any changes to Castle Qug
should explore options to open up views and access to the cg
Using some units for alternative uses may allow dsplect
development.

1 Banbury Civic Society supports Option 1.

1 CPRE Oxfordshire supports Option 2 provided it is properly
administered.

Noted as above.

OPTION 21: BANBURY CANALSIDE

Should we

sustainable well designed, mixed use area.
3) Allocate the site as a regeneration area to provide

standards and numbers of homes

1) Continue to allocate the site for residential lesdevelopment involving a transition of the si
away from commercial uses to a sustainable, well designed residential area.
2) Allocate the site for a more flexible mix of residential and commercial uses creat

the most flexibility to the market

potentially limit the amount of control we have through planning policy around de

Approximately 94 responses were receivedasponse to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:

1 Most respondents (42) prefer Option 2 whilst 25 respondent
support Option 1. Option 3 was least popular (12 responder
New development should be walesigned.

Cherwell needs to consider where commercial premises wil
Over emphasis on building new homes.

The backs of retail areas fail to capitalise on what could be
attractive waterside space.

E R

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan continues to
promote the Canalside area as area
of change, suitable for a range of use
including commercial, residential,
community and recreational,

public open space and enhancement
to the canal and river corridor.
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The area should be developed to be a vibrant placgomalise
within a waterfront setting.

Any new development should support existing development
the Canalside area.

An increased local population within the town centre by
developing existing vacant properties would further invigora
this area.

The grea spaces and public walkways adjacent to the canal
should be protected.

Cycle and pedestrian routes should be extended to join up
the network of parks and play areas.

The Canalside area is presently unsightly in places.

There is a missed opportunityitiy the development of Castle
Quay 1. Little consideration has been given to the role the
canal can play as a leisure and tourist facility. Castle Quay
may change that but there is a design fault at the rear of Lo
29. The Canalside should be retainetbgpublic space.
Banbury Canalside is within a floodplain and flood protectio
required.

The creation of large retail parks has created car dependen
Regular bus service from villages would reduce car travel.
Banbury Canalside should be developedrésidential use with
leisure facilities, and the existing commercial businesses
relocated to Banbury Gateway.

The current Local Plan has yet to achieve many of its
objectives.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

)l

= =

Banbury Town Council prefer Optionard 3. It is recognised
that it may be necessary to have a larger component of mix
use development.

Bloxham Parish Council said that any development should
support the viability of the existing shopping areas.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council pr€¥ption 2.
Cropedy Parish Council prefer Option 1 providing the
residential development maintains/enhances the historic
character of the Oxford Canal.

The Bourtons Parish Council said that the area should prov
YdzOK 2F GKS {2 ¢y Qaéiish Raunzhsuppat
the repurposing of brownfield sites.

Bodicote Parish Council said that if Banbury requires more
housing it would be prudent to use Canalside. A flexible mix
residential and commercial areas would allow the zone to
develop into a whdrside mini village. Prefer Banbury FC to
either remain where it is or move somewhere other than the
proposed relocation site, to avoid transport problems along
Oxford Road.

Noted.

What the Ward Councillors said:

1 Preference for Option 1. Canalside nsed be developed
for housing. It is a brownfield site and will protect
greenfield. Policies need to ensure this.

Noted.
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What the development industry said:

f

Welcome the opportunity to review the balance of commerc
space, and the focus foegeneration, based on viability and
employment needs, and to consider the potential benefits of
an Enterprise Zone.

A more flexible approach could deliver a range of fjghlity
commercial space and homes, create jobs and improve locg
environmental andraffic conditions.

Banbury Oil Depot is a critical site within the allocation, as it
will facilitate improved connectivity between the town centre
and the railway station. The area is allocated for the delivery
new homes, retail, office and leisure ss@as well as new
footbridges over the railway line, river and canal, and multi
d0G2NBe OFNJLINLA (2 KSfLAY:
railway station. Support the delivery of residential uses on tt
site; and the delivery of improved connectivitytiveen the
railway station and the town centre is strongly encouraged.
Caution against any significant further retail expansion in th
location. It is noted that given the scale of the site and the
extent of new housing it is likely to result in the need f
increased community uses. The sustainable location justifie
the site allocation.

Noted.

What national / statutory organisations said:

T

Banbury 1 has not come forward in supportive market
conditions for residential development. The Council needs t
consider a policy environment that maximises the net prese
value of sites. An approach that broadly accords with Optior,
is probably the most likely to achieve this. It might need to
identify specific sites for relocation of businesses

Noted.

What theneighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshire County Council prefer Option 2. A mix of
development will encourage the vibrancy of the area and is
preferable in terms of ctocating jobs with potential
employees. Consideration needs to be gifer HGV access.

Noted.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

)l

Banbury Civic Society prefer Options 1 and 2. Much of the ¢
is a conservation area and it contains several Listed building
Its environment is too important and has too ntupotential

for it to be designated an enterprise zone or regeneration ar
CPRE Oxfordshire prefer Option 1 but with caution against
agreeing any development until the future transport and
medical infrastructure has been fully considered. Option 2
would be a second choice but with a slant towards residenti
over commercial provided bus connectivity and active travel
with station prioritised.

Bishop Loveday School prefer Option 3. Make it safer to wa
along the canal side.

The Canal & River Trust prefeption 2. It is important to
control development alongside the canal to provide high

quality, vibrant and publicly accessible open space. This sh

Noted.

158




be achieved by a mixegse scheme. As the canal is a
conservation area any lack of control over desigmdards on
adjacent land would be of concern. There is a need to imprg
the public realm alongside the canal. Towpath width is
restricted in places within Banbury and there are structures,
pinch points and narrow sections of canal towpath, such as
areas djacent to locks, which may be a challenge. Increase
usage, either as a result of new development, or as a result
changes to the numbers of visits by existing residents may
require improvements to width to cope. The improvement of
existing access poistmay be required to support proposed
development in the Canalside area. Any development or
improvements should be controlled through a masterplan o
design code.

{G al NEQa / KdZNOKZIZ . I yodz2NE |
importance of providing a greenete-lined corridor along the
canal; support for mixed uses, combining mitedure and
mixed-size residential with live/work units and small office
suites/workshops suitable for stattp enterprises, with retail
and catering limited to neighbourhood convence stores and
canal side cafes and restaurants; and, drawing up a design
that would fix storey heights and provide for a palette of
materials and colours to ensure a design consistent with

traditional streets.

v!9{¢LhbY . ! BPACES, Q{ ht9b

| 29
and enhanced?

R2 @&2dz GKAY]l . lyodz2NEQa

YySUgs2N] 2F 3N]

Approximately 33 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

)l
T
f

What members of the puld said:

Suggestion of a wild swimming area created in Spiceball P
would attract tourism and be good for wellbeing.

Ensure that green spaces are not developed.

Better integration of the spaces with the town centre.
Enhance and develop existiggeen/open spaces; tree
planting could be considered.

Include more play and sport areas like multipurpose groung
indoor tennis centre, and cycling tracks.

Better pedestrian and cycle links between spaces should b
prioritised.

Existing and new spacesasid be well funded and
maintained.

Easington Rec and St Nicholas Park in Warwick sited as af
example of a good use of open space.

Fencing, security and policing required for open spaces.

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan seeks to protg
YR SyKI y ©/tworkof 6
green spaces, sport and play facilitie

The Council has updated evidence,
including a Green & Blue
Infrastructure Strategy, and an
emerging Playing Pitch Strategy.
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What Town and Parish Councils said:

1 Cropredy Parish Council supportst@® 2 SO A @S - 2
a2dziKQ tAYSIENILIFN] FYR 27

1 Bodicote Parish Council note that Spiceball Park can feel
unsafe and isolated. Any move to improve this area would
welcome.

1 Banbury Town Council suggest that the spaces shmeild
designated as local green spaces. Potential for many spacq
be enhanced using capital from development.

Noted.

What the development industry said:

1 A policy should state that proposals resulting in the loss of
open space would normally be refusétere should be a
degree of flexibility to ensure that developments that provid
significant net gain in spaces and facilities are not
unreasonably penalised to the loss of some existing areas.

Noted as above

What national/statutory organisations said
1 Sport England suggests that robust strategies and the
mitigation of any losses will be required.

Noted.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:
1 Oxfordshire County Council note that open spaces could bg

enhanced by linking them good quality walking and cycling
routes, making them more accessible and attractive. Long
term stewardship models of community buildings, green
spaces and other areas oflgic realm need to be identified
and supported through a Local Plan policy requiring
developers to contribute to stewardship of public spaces.

Noted.

What local organisations/interest groups said:
T tNRP@AAAZ2Y 2F G2Af Sia dggestdtd
enhance existing spaces.
1 Generally, more facilities needed to accommodate the leve

of new housing.

Noted.

QUESTION: ADDRESSING INEQUALITY IN BANBURY

\ Are there other policies we could include to help address inequalities in Banbury?

Approximately 17 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:
T tfryyAy3a LRtAOe R2SayQi KI
social care policy.
1 Agree with suggestions about ising, training, employment,
etc.
1 Ensuring that social and private rented homes are better
looked after and insulated.

Noted

The Reg 18 draft plan includes a ran
of policies and proposals that seek t
address inequalities in Banbury. The
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Encouraging closer ties between different communities.
Support community initiatives. Support national policies
aimed at reducingnequality.

Sympathetically redeveloping the older rdown areas of the
town for the residents that live there, providing more green
space and restoring a sense of community.

Increase educational and health support facilities to provids
sustainable and gpopriate levels of support to include the
growth proposed in the Local Plan.

preparation of the Plan has been
informed by an Equaies Impact
Assessment (EqIA) and a Health
Impact Assessment (HIA).

What Town and Parish Councils said:

f

Cropredy Parish Council suggest that planning policies shg
consider the social and welking impacts of development
and the provision of facilite

Banbury Town Council are keen to see policies that addreg
issues of educational attainment and the need for greater
skills training opportunities. A holistic approach to improvin
community and leisure opportunities is needed involving th
enhancemenbf existing facilities.

What the development industry said:

1 Realising employment opportunities. Noted
1 The development industry has a role to play in tackling
inequality through placemaking.
9 Provision of affordable housing.
What national / statutoryorganisations said: Noted
9 Stagecoach suggest that improving the quality and efficien
of cross town bus links, which they have already started to
in place, is essential.
What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: Noted

)l

Oxfordshire CountZouncil suggests the following:

o Improving walking and cycling infrastructure and
providing for good quality cycle parking and provisi
for e-bikes, and cargo bikes, would enable families
manage without a car, and reduce the need for the
to pay for pultic transport.

0 A policy which requires major developments to
undertake a health impact assessment of their
proposals to ensure that masterplans address
identified local health and wellbeing needs of an ar

0 A policy that promotes wayfinding and walkatyilof
local neighbourhoods. This can ensure that routes
through developments and which connect new
housing with existing communities cater for all age
groups including the elderly and those with a
disability, through for example the provision of
benches, Bading and clear signage.

0 A policy that promotes early provision of communit)
infrastructure to address issues of social isolation g
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loneliness as such local assets can support social
interaction and help to support the growth of friendl
communities.

A policy that supports community development
which will contain actions to encourage community
cohesion, both within the development itself and
between the new development and existing
communities, through supporting social capital and
building on opporturties afforded by existing and
proposed, soft and hard, community assets.

A policy that supports the creation of healthy food
environments making it easier for people to make
healthier food choices by providing allotments,
community gardens, community oratds, roof
gardens, edible landscaping involving fruit and nut
trees.

A policy that reduces the density of fefsiod outlets,
particularly in areas of high deprivation.

A policy that sets out place based cultunalibeing
strategies and support culturahrichment proposals.
Such strategies should include a mixture of project
where cultural elements are integrated into new
development to achieve a high quality, distinctive
design, as well as financial contributions to cultural
projects where the focusion community
engagement.

f
)l

)l

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

Better family hub network required.

Provision of community performance and arts outreach hul

probably in Castle Quay, incorporating a new Mill.
Provision of sociaknted housing that is affordable in
perpetuity.

Noted

QUESTION: REDUCING CAR DEPENDENCY IN BANBURY

\ What would help you make fewer trips by car in Banbury?

Approximately55 responses were received in response to this question.

ConsultationResponses

Officer Response

1

What members of the public said:

Regular, reliable, frequent bus services which allow residen
to commute at key times of the day (for example, for work &

school). This should include the improvement and
weatherproofing of s stops.

Noted.

The Council'transport policies for
Banbury areset out in theReg 18
draft plan. They have been infoed
by updated evidence, Government
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Free or cheaper public transport, including cheaper parking
the train station.

Better access to the M40 from the south and west side of
Banbury to reduce the level of traffic passing through the to
centre.

More shops in the centre rathéhan in different retail parks.
Robust and safe cycling infrastructure and reduced speed i
between Banbury and the surrounding villages.

Support for Park and Ride facilities.

More residential development in the town centre.

First hour parkingefunded at shops following a minimum
purchase level or free long stay car parking to allow all erra
to be completed in one journey.

Rail and bus connections with Bicester must be improved a
reliable, frequent link between Bicester North and Town
stations established to open employment opportunities alon
the revitalised EasiVest railway to residents of Banbury and
the surrounding area.

policy and advice, stakeholders and
consultation responses.

Topics addressed include promoting
walking, cycling and public transpor|
use, electric vehicle charging points
transport infrastructure
contributions, congestin,
particularly on minor roads, and
freight.

Ev‘i\dence base documents include
hET2NRAKANBQa [ 2
Connectivity Plan (LTCP).

What Town and Parish Councils said:

T

Launton Parish Council and Caversfield Parish Council sug
that bringing theMagistrates Court and Job Centre back to
Bicester would reduce car dependency for those who have
travel to Banbury from Bicester and the surrounding villages
for these uses.

Cropredy Parish Council say that car dependency would be
reduced by the provien of better public transport, cycle way
and walking routes.

The Bourtons Parish Council suggest that new developmen
must embrace the need to reduce car use and allow resider
to access town centre facilities without the need for a car.
BodicoteParish Council suggest more frequent and direct
public transport that continues into the evening. A proposed
link road from the Tramway area to the train station without
the need to go through the town centre should be commenc
as soon as possible. Cytdaes should be included with all ne
large housing developments and where possible alongside
existing roads into the town. Cycle lanes should be separaty
from the road where possible. Options to access the M40 fr
the south without going through the towcentre should be
explored.

As noted above.

ZKI
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be improved.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:

f

f

More work should be undertaken to promothe 20-minute
neighbourhood concept that supports active travel.

Better integration of pedestrian and cycling infrastructure
should be achieved to support the easing of travel to schoo
and rail stations.

As noted above.
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Residential development on brownfield sites in town centres
should be prioritised.
Sites should incorporate design measures which encourage
alternative modes of transport over car use.

f

What national / statutory organizations said:

Spat England suggest a blanket ban on cars in the centre a
better public transport/walking and cycling schemes includir
suitable bikes/cycling schemes for the disabled and low sog
economic groups.

As noted above.

f

What the neighbouring and other localithorities said:

Oxfordshire County Council note that improvements to the
public transport network and to cycling infrastructure are vit
to reduce car dependency. Significant investment in cycle
infrastructure linking outlying areas and adjacent settigrs
will be vital in achieving this aim.

t I NI AN LK cdHdoc aK2dAZ R 0S5
active travel.

Reducing stationary traffic as a means of reducing emissior
will become less relevant as a reason for providing more ro
capacity, as m&t new vehicles now switch off instead of idlin
and electric vehicles will become the norm (paragraph 6.2.3
We¢l NBSGSRQ NRBIFR OF LI OAGE A
to take trips out of the centre of town, as this would improve
conditions for peéstrians and cyclists and allow more road
space to be allocated to them.

Strategic transport connection issues are at a critical stage
need addressing.

Provision of electric bike hubs where residents can loan/ren
ebikes for travel to and from worldlsure/retail facilities is
needed to address the fact that Banbury sits in a bowl of hil
which make modal shift difficult.

A programme of maintenance and improved lighting and
signage of walking routes, together with increased bench
provision and repleement of metal barriers with wooden
bollards to promote footpath access by double buggies or
mobility scooters.

As noted above.

T
)l

1

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

Multi-modal interchange at Banbury railway station.

Better provisiorand encouragement of use of electric bicycle
and electric scooters.

Existing offroad walking and cycling routes should be

improved and new routes linking to them provided

As noted above.

OPTION 22: HOUSING & EMPLOYMENT GROWTH AT BICESTER

If Bicestelis identified as a location for further growth, should we
1) Consider further major urban extensions into the open countryside.
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2) Limit development at Bicester to protect its setting and maintain separation betwee

town and surrounding villages

3) Focugdevelopment at an existing or new settlement(s) well connected to Bicester

Approximately 48 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f

)l

1
1
1

What members of the public said:

Options 1 and 2 were evenly splittearms of support with less
support given to Option 3.

An undifferentiated spread of buildings between Bicester a
Kidlington will reduce amenities and life quality and
discourage people from moving into the area.
Inappropriate to allocate further siteéfer expansion until the
impact of the current plan can be judged.

Bicester is a town split in two physically by the B&fsist Rail
development.

Development in Bicester must be sustainaflealkable and
cyclable.

Higher density development should be progsed.

Initiate the Green Belt already requested by CPRE.

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan proposes a
Bicester area strategy. This has bee
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders and consultation
responses.
Thisstrategyincludesidentification
and delivery of strategic and nen
strategic development sites for
housing, employment, open space
and recreation, and other land uses.

1
1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

The respondents all prefer Option 2.
Bicester and theillages are losing their identity, coalescendg
must be reduced. The development of Bicester has been
uncontrolled, and a new approach is necessary.

Noted as above

)l

)l

What the development industry said:

Option 3 received the most support, followed by Opsdl
and 2 which received a similar level of support.
Bicester is considered to represent a suitable and sustaina
location to focus strategic growth. Major urban extensions
should be considered as the most appropriate approach. T
allocation of largescale strategic development allows the
opportunity for supporting infrastructure to be fully funded
and delivered.

The Council should seek to maximise the development
potential and the investment made in new infrastructure at
new settlement locations and émis new development aroung
existing strategic allocations including Nokifest Bicester.
The Council should seek to maximise the benefits and
flexibility of existing and future allocated sites to achieve
specialist housing for older people. Unemcupiedhomes
could be released onto the market.

Crosshorder locations outside of Cherwell should be
considered where they may offer sustainable growth
opportunities connected to Bicester.

Existing allocations under construction are mainly to the

south, and to he west, based on the connectivity and acceg

Noted as above
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to sustainable travel, and growth at Bicester Heritage. New
allocations to the north and east would help balance delive
Continued expansion of Bicester is not sustainable when it
infrastructure has not bee sufficiently improved. The
remaining countryside surrounding the town should be
protected and avoid coalescence with nearby settlements.
The phased improvements and extensions to the rail line
toward Oxford and Milton Keynes are a key component an
suppat the justification for additional growth around
Bicester.

With regards to Option 3 concern noted in relation to the
G§SNY agStft O2yySOGSRé¢ (2
insinuates that infrastructure provision is being considered
situ, without congilering how villages may fair.

The location of Bicester on the knowledge spine and Oxfor
Cambridge Arc presents the opportunity to be a hub of
economic growth. The local plan should look to capitalise ¢
this by allocating sites for economic developmertte T
location in relation to strategic road and rail infrastructure
should be utilised. Economic growth should be support ang
complimented by new housing development.
The growth strategy for Bicester must be based on a robug
site assessment process, whidentifies the most sustainablg
locations. Development should not be limited at Bicester.
Development at South Bicester is most appropriate for furt
growth.

Cherwell Employment Land and Needs Assessment is
welcomed.

There is an opportunity to meet sonoé the required growth
at satellite villages connected to Bicester.

What national / statutory organisations said:

T
f

Sport England prefers Options 1 and 2.

Stagecoach note that appropriate directions for further
growth beyond that allocatedwill present particular
challenges for public transport provision, and provision of
services that could credibly be relevant enough to attract
sufficient use to be both effective or sustainable in the long
term. Large scale urban extension of Bicetteks to have
run its course. Following an approach along Options 2 and
for new or expanded settlements should be on the basis th
they are directly on existing or demonstrably deliverable
direct high quality inteturban bus corridors. A case for furth
growth at Ambrosden that would consolidate the settlemen
further, increase local setfontainment, and benefit from and
help support a substantial increase in the frequency of H5
well as its extension to Brookes and Churchill hospital. If a
substantal employment allocation are seen as being
appropriate, there could be a strong case for this to be
complemented by a residential element of sufficient scale &

a primary school. This would need to be sited such that a f

Noted as above
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service on the B4100/A43 cousérve it with minimal
diversion or delay.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:
1 Oxfordshire County Council note that it is hard to see wher

further major urban extensions could take place without
Bicester merging with a surrounding village and that it wou
be preferable to focus development at surrounding
settlements. Suitable andmct pedestrian, cycle and public
transport routes must be available. Focusing development
existing or new settlements does not reduce demand for
travel. It is less likely that future residents of such
developments would travel by active modes due istahces
involved.

Where existing or planned schools can serve growth, trave
routes to those schools are key. If the scale of growth exce
the potential of the existing or planned schools, then housi
developments should be of a scale to make a newwary
school viable. In some cases, there will be an existing prim
school which may benefit from local population growth, but
there will be a limit to the scale of growth it can support.
Priory Bicester contains a wealth of archaeological sites wih
should be highlighted.

Noted as above

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:
1 BicesterBUG note that any development in or around Bices

must be well connected by cycling and walking, however,
where expansion takes place the connectivity amtent of
land needed can be limited by prioritising active travel.
Save Gavray Meadows prefers Option 2 and nots that Bicg
is a town split in two physically by the East West railway
development which perturbates the natural growth of
Bicester.

CPRE gordshire prefer Option 2 followed by Option 3.
Significant levels of growth from the current LP are yet to b
delivered. Outward expansion of Bicester is not acceptable
The town would lose its identity and destroy the
characteristics of the neighbouringllages. The previous LP
KFR I WIaINBSY o0dzZFFSND gKAOK
inspector. If all the sites submitted for consideration in the
LPR are accepted then villages will merge with Bicester:
ecologically valuable land will be destroyed, locatikcapes
ruined and village identity lost. The Upper Ray Conservatiq
Target area must be kept free of development.
MCNP Forum prefer Options 2 and 3 and note that Biceste
housing could be built higher (as apartments) rather than
sprawling further.

Noted as above
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OPTION 23: BICESTE®RECTIONS OF GROWTH
If development is directed to Bicester requiring green field sites should we
1) Consider sites to the north of the town,
2) Consider sites to the south of the town,
3) Consider sites to the east of thewn,
4) Consider sites to the west of the town?
5) A combination of any of the above
We would welcome views on any specific sites identified through the call for sites, or suggg
for new sites.

Approximately 4xesponses were receivad response to this option

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said:
6) Option 2and Option Seceived the majority of votes. Noted.

7) Option land Option 3 received an equal number of votes a
Option 4 was least favoured.

! BicesterSaARSyia ¢2yQi St 02YS

could result in urban sprawl. Preferable to identify large sitg

outside Bicester which can have their own infrastructure arn

transport.

Use redundant MOD land with existing infrastructure.

Against further incursion into the Green belt surrounding

Bicester. The development of Bicester has encouraged ma

retailers to move away from the centre of Bicester and has

promoted carbased "out of town" shopping.

1 Strongly against development of ti@xford Road sports
pitches.

1 Development in all directions would result in coalescence.

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan proposes a
Bicester area strategy. This has bee
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholders andonsultation
responses.
Thisstrategyincludesidentification
and delivery of strategic and nen
strategic development sites for
housing, employment, open space
and recreation, and other land uses.

= =

2KFG ¢26y YR tIFNARAK / 2dzy OAf Q3 Noted as above.

1 Gosford and Waterdton Parish Council suggest no further
development.

1 Launton Parish Council consider that before building on
greenfield sites, the currently allocated brownfield sites
should be completed.

1 Caversfield Parish Council suggest that only brownfield site
shouldbe developed.

9 Fritwell Parish Council want to limit development.
1 Middleton Stoney Parish Council consider that there shoulc
no more greenfield development particularly to west.
What the development industry said: Noted as above.

I Option 1 received tb majority of support, followed by
Options 2 and 3.

1 The growth strategy for Bicester should not be predetermin
and must be based on a robust site assessment process.

9 The allocation of largecale development to the south of
Bicester will ensure the nevelief road through Graven Hill tg
the A41 is delivered.
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Support the continuing focus of new development towards
existing or new settlements. If greenfield sites are to be
considered, the Council should seek to maximise the
development potential and investemt made in new
infrastructure and focus further development around existir
strategic allocations.

Many developers reiterated their site promotions which are
located around Bicester.

There are multiple advantages of directing development to
lesser constrimed options south east of Bicester, including
proximity to Symmetry Park, Wretchwick Green, and centrg
Bicester, and the potential for enhanced pedestrian, cycle ¢
public transport links.

Planning for housing near to sustainable transport corridorg
andhubs will maximise the environmental, economic and
social benefits. Locating future developments in regions wi
existing sustainable developments, provides opportunities
residents to use established transport nodes, maximising a
enhancing sustaindd mobility and connectivity.

The area to the south of Bicester is subject to planned sery
upgrades. Some areas to the west of Bicester are covered
Greenbelt designation and areas to the north and east are
characterised by a greater sense of openmoyside. Further
investment in areas with anticipated growth will enhance e
ANRBGGK | NBFQa adzadl Ayl oAtaA
opportunities for further investment in infrastructure
provision.

Locating development in areas close to existing larger
settlements which benefits from excellent and highly
sustainable developments, such as at Graven Hill, maximig
opportunities for residents to use established transport nod
Bicester is the most sustainable location for further urban
expansion.

If the Oxfordshire Plan does not facilitate substantial Greern
Belt release in Cherwell, Bicester will act partially as a
commuter hub to serve Oxford. While as much as possible
should be done to make use of rail services into Oxford, it i
inevitable that manwill continue to use private cars or buse
to reach employment opportunities. It is logical for future
greenfield sites to be located to the south of Bicester.

A strategy based on the satellite villages around Bicester
should be considered.

Accommodating the needs of the national and regional sca
logistics requires sites to be allocated to the west of the tov
where they are well connected to the motorway network at
Junction 9 M40 and Junction 10 M40. Meeting the needs f¢
the logistics setor can appropriately be accommodated on
land to the east of Bicester adjoining Symmetry Park. Biceg
is considered to represent a logical provision to meet futurg
employment needs.

The policy provision for strategic scale sites at Junction 9 g
Juncton 10 could include a criterion which safeguards thes
sites.
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What national / statutory organisations said:
9 Stagecoach note the following:

o Directions for further growth of Bicester, of a
strategic scale, are hard to identify. The u$éocal
inter-modal hubs to facilitate broader access to the
services existing and future, from difie
neighbourhoodsexisting and proposeédneeds to be
leveraged by the Plan. The Infrastructure Delivery
Plan is insufficiently geared to securing trensport
outcomes that are required by local and national
transport policy.

0 Lend conditional support to the modest extension
north of Caversfield to the west of the A4421; as a
potentially very sustainable option, the more so wh
set against the reasoide alternatives round
Bicester.

o0 East of Bicester: The wider eastern side of Bicestel
suffers from the severance caused by the rail line a
the bus service offer to the east is poorly developec

0 South of Bicester: there is no potential to create a
new public transport spine through land between th
A41 and the OxfordBicester Rail Laine, which forms
part of EastWest Rail. Some remaining portions of
the MoD Estate that do not form part of the current
allocation or consent could be released in due ceur
by the DIO and If so, this would help to consolidate
development and greatly enhance the potential for
much higher degree of local selbntainment.

0 There is potentially a very significant opportunity
south of Bicester, immediately south of Graven, Hil
north and east of Wendlebury, which is under activ
promotion. These proposals would take advantage
an existing rail overbridge constructed to replace th
Langford Lane level crossing.

0 South west of Bicester: It is evident that between th
Middleton Stoney Road and the A41, heritage,
landscape and coalescence issues make it imposs
to consider this as an appropriate direction for
growth.

Noted as above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council nateat growth should be
centred around key transport corridors which serve the
greatest potential for exploiting existing, and delivering new
viable public transport services as well as walking and cycl
routes. Development towards the centre of Bicestdrere
housing development is already prominent would be
beneficial, such as Hudson Street (142681) and the site on
Queens Avenue (LPARR031).

1 Buckinghamshire Council note that there needs to be an
assessment of infrastructure capacity particularly road
infrastructure before a preferred option for direction of
strategic growth is taken. The impact of further traffic on thg

Noted as above.
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A41 corridor to Aylesbury should be considered. A density
capacity study should be undertaken to maximise the
potential from browrfield sites with links to public transport
and the town centre.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1
1

Save Gavray Meadows support Option 5.

MCNP consider that further development at Bicester must
limited to protect countyside and maintain separation
between the town and villages.

CPRE Oxfordshire consider that greenfield development
around Bicester should be avoided with development of
brownfield areas optimised first. No apparent details in the
document of projected housg requirements for 2040 vs
those for 2030 for Banbury and Bicester. No mention of
improved road capacity. Commercial manufacturing
investment would be a better option in terms of traffic
capacity than further distributive capacity and bringing bettg
paid and higheigrade jobs. No mention of medical or
educational capacity.

Noted as above.

OPTION 24: BICESTER TOWN CERRRELE 4 DIRECTIONS

Should we
1) consider the use of an article 4 direction to prevent the conversion of shops and resta

to residential?

2) Allow maximum flexibility of uses under permitted development rules

Approximately 2 #esponses were receivad response to this optian

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

)l

What members of the public said:

The respondents were almost evenly split between support
Options 1 and 2.

Bicester town centre is being destroyed by the volume of cg
it needs to be pedestrianised with high quality materials; it
AK2dzZ RyQiG oS | OF NLJI NJ ¢
Traffic should be routed aund the Market Square.

Church Street and Causeway are beautiful and should be
closed off to traffic.

Noted.

The Reg 18 draft plan proposes a
series of policies and proposals to
enhance the vitality and viability of
Banbury town centre.

f

What Townt YR t F NAaK / 2dzyOAtf Qa al AR

Launton Parish Council consider that the conversion of sho
and restaurants to residential would necessitate -ofttown
shopping which could negate 20 minute neighbourhoods. N
all shops should be converted.

Chesterton Parls Council prefers Option 1 and agree that th
town centre has lost its distinctiveness and needs addressir
Out-of-town shopping centres diminish the town centre.

Noted as above.
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1 Caversfield Parish Council consider that some minor conve
would be acceptable, but ndb the detriment of the business
of the high street shops. A mix of shops, leisure and comm
use.

Fritwell Parish Council supports Option 1.
Weston on the Green Parish Council supports Option 2 and
notes the requirement for flexibility to allow conwon to
dwellings in Bicester would reinvigorate the town community
promote a vibrant culture and support social businesses. TH
would promote preservation and repair of some historic
buildings.

= =

What the development industry said:
1 Accept that it may be appropriate to limit permitted
development rights to protect the function and vitality of
Bicester town centre.

What national / statutory organisations said: Noted.
1 Sport England supports Option 1.

What the neighbouring and othdocal authorities said: Noted as above.

9 Oxfordshire County Council suggest Option 1; maximising U

of town centre locations offers a great potential for increase
sustainable travel within the town.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said: Noted as above.
1 CHRE Oxfordshire generally support conversion to residenti
where businesses are no longer viable. Most properties are
listed and have small rooms which are unsuitable for
conversion to habitable units. Such conversions will result ir
homes which do not meestandards for light and space.
MCNP Forum and Banbury Civic Society both support Optig
Save Gavray Meadows prefers Option 1 and notes that the
weekly market is a great attraction.
I BicesterBUG echoes the points raised by members of the
public in relaion to the impact that the volume of cars is
having on the town centre.

= =

OPTION 25: BICESTEROMMUNITY & CULTURAL FACILITIES

Should we
1) Identify a specific site(s) to enable the development of cultural facilities for Bicester
2) Facilitate such developments through a critelased policy.

Approximately 2fesponses were receivad response to this option

Consultation Responses Officer Response

What members of the public said: Noted.
3) The majority of respondents supported Option 1.
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Bicester has very limited open spaces and Garth Park is too smg
Any available green space should be protected as much as poss
Space for performing arts should be progressed.

Bicester needs a cultural centre like a museum.

The presence of green areavithin and close to the town gives
Bicester a great opportunity to be a leader in protecting biodivers

The Reg 18 draft plan includeg
policies and proposals for
community and cultural
facilties. This approach is basg
on updated evidence,
stakeholder engagement and
consultation responses.

2 Kl

)l

1
1

i ¢26yY YR tINANEK / 2dzyOAf Q& a

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council and Fritwell Parish Coy
support Option 2.

Launton Parish Council considers both Options 1 and 2 appropri
Caversfield Aash Council queries whether there needs to be a
criteria-based policy to identify the specific sites.

Noted as above.

What the development industry said:

T

Supportive of objectives to align key cultural anchors and that thg¢
continued evolutionflexibility and consolidation of these attractior|
should be supported.

New development opportunities could assist in supporting
infrastructure improvements to support growth.

Respondents welcome dialogue with CDC on the formatting of p
support for canmunity and cultural facilities, and how sites could
contribute to this.

Noted as above.

What national / statutory organisations said:

)l

Sport England supports Option 2.

Noted as above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

)l

Oxfordshie County Council supports Option 1.

Noted as above.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

)l

)l

Save Gavray Meadows supports Option 1; better, cleaner
community and cultural facilities required.
CPRE Oxfordshire note that Bicester lacks culfacdities and
identifies specific sites for cultural uses: E/RRA0 might be suitable
for a cultural centre. Space could be provided on NW Bicester ez
site LPRA-177 for an ecdriendly cultural centre. Other sites could
be the old Magistrates cou(t PRA-110) and Bicester Village Statiq
Road (LPR-122).
CPRE Oxfordshire provide comments in relation to other commu
facilities which should be protected/enhanced:
0 Areas to protect include North St, Sheep St, Market Squa
alF Ny S 1Atttz /1 dzaSsgles /K
London Rd as far out as the town railway station, Piggy L
YR GKS 2tfR {G 9R0dzZNAQ& a
Conservation Areas, BicestAirfield Conservation Area an
Local Wildlife Site must be protected. The area around S
9RO dzZNHQ& [/ KdzZNOK |yR (GKS 0
0 Support Council policy on promoting and enhancing gree

infrastructure.

Noted as above.
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0 Gavray Drive LWS is a unique sitel support the
designation as a Local Nature Reserve and a Local Gree
Space.

o0 A new Town Park at Pingle Field is needed and the
preservation of the adjacent green space by the Oxford
Road.

0 A requirement for Bicester to have its own Green Belt
should goalong with the Garden Town designation and
provide green infrastructure. A Bicester Green Belt would
fAYyl 6AGK (GKS G286y Qa KAal

0 More footpaths and cycle ways separate from highways.
The reinstatement/renovation of the Bicester Fields Park
Tree Trailvould enhance biodiversity and improve the
footpath between the Town station and Langford Village.

0 The amenity and biodiversity value of the Bure stream ar|
other water courses should be enhanced.

0 The contribution to green infrastructure made by existing
parks and amenity spaces should be increased. There af
many small pockets of land that could be enhanced and
cared for in this way.

0 Existing allotment sites should be protected and new site
found. Some of the smaller sites put forward could be us
for allotments.

0 Cherwell could pioneer a '‘Garden Share Scheme'.

0 The proposal for a linear park round Bicester should be &
policy.

0 CPRE support all the sites in Bicester that are put forwar
for Local Green Space designation.

QUESTION:L/ 9{ ¢9wQ{ I19wL¢! D9 s I L{¢hwL/ .!L[5LbD]{

Are there specific buildings, areas or historic assets that should be specifically protected t
the Local Plan?

Approximately nine responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses Officer Response
What members of the public said: Noted.
M Oxford Road Sports Ground. The Reg 18 drafilan includes

1 The conservation area around Bicester aerodrome requires | policies and proposals for
protection from development to retain its biodiversity and heritage.. This approach is based

historic references. on updated evidence, stakeholde
i Gavray Meadows. engagement and consultation
responses.

What Town and Parish Councils said:

As noted above.
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Launton Parish Council assume that the town centre areas S
Iy

The historic area around Graven Hill should be protected, ag

Fa {0 9ROdzZNHQAXZ 5205020z

LINS&adzySR (2 0SS 2F aA3IyATAOL

(see Battle of Graven Hill in AD 871).

f

What the development industry said:

Bicester Motion suggest that additional protection is not
required. Insufficient information has been presented in the

consultation document to understand what types of protectio

are being suggested (if any); what the parameters of such
protection would etail; and whether this would be set in the

context of the current economic and social role of the Bicestg

Motion site.

As noted above.

What national/statutory organisations said:

1 Sport England need the nationally significant site for gliding.| Noted.
What local organisations/interest groups said:
1 Former railway network at Graven Hill for heritage use. Noted.
9 Church Street.
9 The Priory Ruins should be better displayed/signposted.
vi9{¢LhbY L/9{¢9wQ{ ht9b {t! /] 9{
| 26 R2 @& 2dz (nétivofklof gre&nGRages, SgedDand play facilities could be prote

and enhanced?

Approximately 16 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1
1

What members of the public said:

Infilling on existindnousing estates should be stopped.
Green spaces should be protected and enhanced by
connecting them with safe and direct walking and cycling
routes.

Stop building houses so close together Link all existing spg
with protected healthy transport corridor®,g. dedicated
cycle ways.

Spaces should be made more user friendly, e.g. poor state
street furniture including benches.

Noted.
The Reg 18 draft plan seeks to prote
FYR SyKFyOS . A0S
green spaces, sport and play facilitig

The Cancil has updated evidence,
including a Green & Blue
Infrastructure Strategy, and an
emerging Playing Pitch Strategy.

1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Launton Parish Council suggests a Green Space Champio
that open spaces should not be built on ahdt more
funding/S106 contributions should be forthcoming to
maintain and update them.

Noted as above
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9 Caversfield Parish Council suggest open spaces should ng
built on at any cos and should have regular funding assistg

1 Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Councilfoalthe retention
of more green space; a lot of concreteBitester

What the development industry said:

1 Asarule, these spaces and facilities should be subject to & Noted as above
policy stating that proposals resulting in their loss would
normallybe refused. However, there should be a degree of
flexibility to ensure that developments that provide significg
net gain in spaces and facilities are not unreasonably
penalised to the loss of some existing areas.

9 Strategic scale urban extensions coutdyide significant
additional green spaces together with sport and recreation
facilities.

What national / statutory organisations said: Noted as above
1 Sport England note that Sport is protected under the NPPH
however do need to expand the sportioffer.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said: Noted as above
1 Oxfordshire County Council note that the blue lines schem

GKAOK LINRPY2U0GSa | OGAQS (NI @
getting active has been a big succesbkeir use should be
maintained and extended to support walking connectivity
between existing and new housing developments. Existing
small areas of green space need to be identified for
improvement/rewilding spaces such as Dangerfields park t
enable easy local access to th@ural environment.

)l

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1  No development should take place on the current network| Noted as above
green space, including sport and recreation areas, unless
enhancing the current sites in the directionsgfort and
recreation.

1 Very important that they should be maintained in a healthy
state. NVQs for ground staff to make them more
knowledgeable on the environment, habitats etc.

1 These spaces could be protected and enhanced by being
connected by safe (awayoim the road) and direct walking
and cycling routes to discourage motor vehicles and
encourage visitors.

QUESTION: LOCAL GREEN SPACES IN BICESTER
\ Do you have any views on the submitted proposals for Local Green Space designatiestGT’B\
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Approximately ten responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

What members of the public said:

Site LPRA-196: Strong support to save the Oxford Road sp
and recreation facilities as a logaken space. The site is
centrally located in close walking and cycling distance for t
majority of Bicester residents. Preservation of the site as a
local green space is essential for the wellbeing of local
residents.

It is extremely important for the Gaay Meadows site to be
protected as it is a very rare example of ancient farming
practice additionally it has unique flora and fauna which is
found elsewhere in the District. Gavray Meadows should
connect to a wildlife area/corridor on the other sidéthe

ring road before housing development starts there too.
The London Road site is an important area of remaining g
space near to the centre of Bicester town.

Langford Orchard is developing well into a very good site f
local residents and the comunity of Bicester.

Noted.

The responses have been considere
in assessing the proposed Local Gre|
Spaces.

Local Green Spaces can also be
designated through the
Neighbourhood Plan process.

T

T

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Launton Parish Councibtes that more green spaces shoulg
be provided.

Weston on the Green Parish Council comment that there g
only 2 small green spaces in Bicester; Bicester should hav
more green space to identify the periphery of the town
settlement and contain it to markeparation from
surrounding villages.

Fritwell Parish Council strongly support the protection and
enhancement of the important Gavray Meadows, Langford
Fields and the Brook. It is a critically important wildlife
habitat, and an important wetland envirorent and
constitutes the only remaining connection to nature Bicestg
residents can enjoy locally.

As noted above.

)l

What the development industry said:

Strategiescale urban extensions afford the potential for the
delivery of new areas of Local Green Gpthat would be of
particular community benefit and, with comprehensive
planning, would secure a network of connected accessible
open spaces.

Site LPRA-125¢ Object to the proposed extent of Local Gre
Space. The extent of the proposed Local Greeneéspac
undermines and conflicts with adopted policy (Bicester 13)
and cannot be supported in its current form. Cannot suppo
the proposed extent which encroaches on land which has
existing environmental or open space designation and is
instead allocated fohousing.

Site LPRA-196 ¢ Does not support the future Local Green

Space allocation for this site. The site is currently vacant, y

Notedas above
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previous sports facilities relocating to an existing site in
Chesterton, which received planning consent in August 20
for significantly extended and enhanced facilities. The site
an important town centre redevelopment which should be
allocated as such. Landowner welcomes the opportunity tg
discuss this site with CDC officers.

The Council should identify and clearlipahte land which
currently contributes, or is capable of contributing, towards
sport and play provision to ensure that there is a clear sigh
provision that is sufficient to meet the identified needs of th
District over the plan period. It is not sadifior the Strategy tg
rely solely on the strategic sites but to take a more proactiy
approach to identifying other sites (such as Chesterton) whk
can play a pivotal role in outdoor sports pitch provision
serving the Bicester area moving forwards.

T

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

Oxfordshire County Council note that when the next versio
of the Local Plan is published, they would be happy to pro
further input and comment on proposals for local green
spaces in Baster.

As noted above.

QUESTION: REDUCING CAR DEPENDENCY IN BICESTER

\ What would help you make fewer trips by car in Bicester?

Approximately 21 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

)l

= =

Whatmembers of the public said:

Bicester should be ideal for walking and cycling because it is
small and flat. The obstacle is lack of safe walking and cyclin
routes. Highways in Bicester are a disaster, junctions are
oversized and not suitable for people. Cycle routes should bg
made acessible to the disabled and those with less usual bik
London Road level crossing should be closed to cars but ma
accessible to pedestrians with a safe and convenient underp
Regulated and reliable bus services should be provided.
Walking routesa retail areas that avoid main A roads are
needed.

Ensuring Bicester village level crossing remains open in the
future.

Remove car parking from Market Sq and reduce through traf
Address the serious problem for cyclists at the Banbury
Rd/Buckingham Rdifjction at the top of North St.
Implementation of OCC's LCWIP for Bicester.

Noted.

The Council'sransport policies for
Bicester areset out in theReg 18
draft plan. They have been
informed by updated evidence,
Government policy and advice,
stakeholdes and consultation
responses.

Topics addressed include promotin
walking, cycling and public transpg
use, electric vehicle charging point
transport infrastructure
contributions, congestion,
particularly on minor roads, and
freight.

Ev‘i‘dence base daments include
hET2NRaAaKANBQa [ 4
Connectivity Plan (LTCP).

178



What Town and Parish Councils said:

1 Weston on the Green Parish Council highlight thatrural
areas need a dependable bus service into Bicester and that
other options such as small light electric tramline should be
considered in the longer term.

1 Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council suggest that more
shuttle services, more cycle routes asefe crossings across
major surrounding roads would help.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:

9 The creation of sustainable new neighbourhoods, which are
walkable, welserviced and which support the 20 min
neighbourhood principle.

9 Sitesshould provide an integrated transport solution such as
what is being proposed for South Bicester.

As noted above.

What national / statutory organizations said:

9 Stagecoach note that the development strategy for Bicester
its environs must supportlaus offer that can deliver the
following:

0 Much higher frequencies, to maximise convenience &
flexibility, not just during the day but on evenings ang
Sundays

0 More direct services on highly efficient routes, and
better connectivity to key destinationsp ttlose the
journey time gap with driving

0 More reliable journey times as well as faster ones. F
both reasons bus priority including the use of filtered
permeability on key linksmust be seen as essential.

9 Stagecoach also advise that the Council nieestop consenting
major out of town retail schemes as these are often very eas
access by car and less so by public transport.

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council note the followingthmds to
reduce car dependency:

0 Reduce the need to travel through the promotion of
home working, high quality internet etc.

0 Ensure that development is suitably located to
maximise and exploit opportunities for sustainable
travel. Reduce travel distances that walking and
cycling are more attractive choices.

o0 Ensure the provision of high quality, continuous, dire
and, where possible, traffic free and segregated
pedestrian and cycle routes throughout Bicester and
nearby surrounding settlements.

o0 Remoe barriers to active travel along key corridors a
between residential and employment areas. Impleme
the Bicester LCWIP.

o Ensure that there is a reliable, frequent, joined up an
logical public transport network for the town and

surrounding settlementas well as inteurban services.

As noted abve.

179




0 Ensure that rural areas that rely on Bicester for
employment and services are well connected by pub
transport, to further reduce the need to travel by car.

o Provision of electric bike hubs where residents can
loan/rent ebikes for travel to and from
work/leisure/retail facilities is needed to address the
fact that Banbury sits in a bowl of hills which make
modal shift difficult.

0 A programme of maintenance and improved lighting
and signage of walking routes, together with increase
bench provision and replacement of metal barriers w
woodenbollards to promote footpath access by

double buggies or mobility scooters.

T

T

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

More frequent small buses running between housing estates
and food shops.

The main obstacle to walking and cycling is a lack of direct &
safe walking and cycling routes. Many routes are along busy|
roads with fast cars, with poor quality paths, barriers, unever
surfaces, and lack of priority. Junctions are dangerous and
indired. To reduce car dependency, steps should be taken tg
make it more convenient to walk and cycle than to drive.
Cycle routes should be made accessible to the disabled and
those with less usual bikes this opens the possibility of use b
mobility scooters.

London Road level crossing should be closed to motor vehic
but made accessible to pedestrians, mobility scooter users a
cyclists with a safe and convenient underpass.

As noted above.

QUESTION: KIDLINGTON INFILL HOUSING

Do you think we need golicy to control the redevelopment of larger dwellings or plots
apartments?
What might be the key criteria in such a policy to understand if the proposal is acceptable?

Approximately 26 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultatbn Responses

Officer Response

il

il

|l

\What members of the public said:

Generally supportive of creating a policy to control infill housiNoted.

only two respondents considered that this was not required.

Supports the position that no further residentidvelopment is
planned for Kidlington and the green belt beyond that identifi
in the Partial Review.

Acceptable parking arrangements would be a key criterion in
a policy to understand if the proposal is acceptable.

The Reg 18 draft plan sets out an ar
strategy forKidlington, informed by
evidence, stakeholders and
consultation responses
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The impact on traffic generatiomd management of such
developments is important.

Good quality accommodation in terms of lighting and space
standards.

The need for quality outdoor spaces associated with the
developments is important such as a shared garden and spa
for growing vegethles.

The visual impact of these developments on the local area af
the character of the area should also be considered e.g.
YIAYyGFrAyAy3d WK2dzaS tAySaQ 2
Street, so that blocks of flats are not visually oppressive.
Potential for environmental or biodiversity enhancements shag
be considered on or near the site.

Impacts on green spaces and infrastructure.

Accessibility to and availability of public transport.

il

1

e KIG ¢26y YR tFINR&K / 2dzyOAt Qa

Kidlington Parish Council note residential development shoul
primarily infill. In terms of considerations for infill policies,
maintenance of the character of neighbourhoods and limiting
need for parking are key criteria whilst also respecting the ne
for additional visitor parking. Concerns about the alteration of
semidetached and terraced houses (even with extensions) tq
apartments as they change the character of a residential ared
create additional pressure on esireet parking.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council note that there will
huge problem if this is not addressed.

Noted.

1

\What the neighbouring andther local authorities said:

Oxfordshire County Council note that development of sites fqg
residential uses should be controlled in a manner that is
appropriate. No type should be wholly restricted. The
introduction of a policy to control the subdivisiof larger
existing dwellings could be introduced. Need to ensure that g
development will not have an adverse impact on the transpol
network. Need to ensure apartments have sufficient cycle
storage/ EV charging. Policy should wrap around redevelopn
of properties to flats/apartments to be more acceptable withir]
short distance to a high frequency public service route.

Noted.

\What the Local organisations/interest groups said:
1 Kidlington Development Watch agree that a policy to control

redevelopment for apartments is needed. Consider that issue
be addressed would include: capacity of the local road netwd
safety of access to the local road network; adequate parking
provision so as not to require further estreet parking; new har
surfaces (@r example for parking) to be limited so as (a) to
prevent excess water ruaff and (b) to be in keeping with the
landscaping of surrounding properties; development not to bg
out of scale or overbearing compared with surrounding buildi
development notto overlook neighbouring properties or to reg
in additional noise in comparison with the pegisting situation;
conversions should provide a decent standard of living
accommodation with adequate space and daylight standards|

number of apartments tde limited in the light of what can be

Noted.
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accommodated within the existing building envelope and typi
buildings on surrounding plots. They suggest that the Counci
prepares a design guide, addressing these issues, particular

regards to developmerdlong the main Banbury/Oxford Road
Kidlington.

OPTION 26: KIDLINGTON EMPLOYMENT

Should we
1) Undertake a smabkcale Green Belt review to test whether there are exceptic
circumstances for changes to the Green Belt boundary to accommastafgoyment

USES;

2) Accommodate employment land needs outside the existing Green Belt boundaries”

Approximately 57 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

1
1

T

= —a A

1
1

What members of the public said:

The majority ofespondents chose Option 2.

A Green Belt review should not be undertaken, and the Grg
Belt should be maintained.

Respondents noted that they were not sure what ‘outside
existing green belt boundaries' means.

Oxfordshire is an area of low unemploymenidadoes not
need additional employment areas. Genuinely affordable
housing is required.

Much of green belt around Kidlington provides flood
protection.

Employers should be made to consider housing needs of t
employees.

Development should be concentratén specific areas with
good transport links.

The use of green belt land would contradict all other policig
Enhance the green belt to increase its value to residents.
Lots of science parks and various Districts have already lo
too much of the GreenBeli F2NJ G KS / A& (
assessment.

¢CKSNBE A& y2 &adzOK GKAy3 | &
housing is suggested.

Green Belt prevents urban sprawl.

Agree with Key Objective 26.

Noted.

The Kidlington area strategy in the
Reg 18 draft plahas been informed
by a small scale Green Belt Review.

1

1

What Town and Parish Councils said:

Kidlington Parish Council consider that CDC should respeq
integrity of the Green Belt.

Weston on the Green Parish Council consider that the
degradation of the @&en Belt around Kidlington is for
monetary gain.

Noted
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Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council support Option 2
suggest that CDC should expand on existing underused
development.

What the development industry said:

f

Appropriate locations foemployment should be considered
based on demand and need as well as proximity to sustain
modes of travel and housing. Only then should considerati
whether to undertake changes to the Green Belt made.
Green Belt release is a strategic matter and stidod left to
the Oxfordshire Plan.

The 2015 Local Plan identified exceptional circumstances {
justify a review of the Green Belt to address the then
identified need for employment land in the Kidlington area.
National planning policy and guidance is clémat local plans
should adopt a positive approach to meeting the assessed
development needs for their area and should place signific
weight on supporting economic growth.

CDC should anticipate the employment objectives set out i
the Oxfordshire Plaand begin a significant review of the
Green Belt to allocate land to meet courtde employment
need. New employment opportunities should be located
south of Kidlington at the nexus of active travel routes and
sustainable transport options as accommodgtemployment
further away from Oxford and sustainable travel options wi
increase car dependency.

CDC should robustly test all options for delivering
employment floorspace in and around Kidlington as a
prerequisite to identify exceptional circumstances @reen
Belt release. Assessing whether brownfield sites and sites
allocated are optimised for development or if they can
accommodate a greater quantum of development.

Noted

What national / statutory organisations said:

f
)l

Sport England support Option 2.
Sagecoach supports Option 1. No bus operator has sufficig
space at their current Operating Centres to undertake
additional operations that are necessary to support even th
current levels of plated growth. Both the main bus depots i
Oxford are on thdar eastern edge of the City. These are idg
to service the city routes east of Cherwell, but far less so fq
other services. Providing additional opportunities to

accommodate bus service Operating Centres should be
NB3IFNRSR aSaaSyddid &NRiENd v a L]

Noted

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:

1
1

Kidlington Baptist Church supports Option 1.

Kidlington Development Watch consider that no further sm
scale Green Belt Review for employment purposes is need
The Technology Park bangford Lane is in the early stages
development and the Local Plan Partial Review has provid

Noted
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9 Kidlington & District Historical Society supports Option 2.

for expansion of the Science Park at Begbroke. There are
other substantial proposals for employment generating use
in adjacent Districts. Large sites to thaeuth of the City,
Business Park and Science Park are not fully built or occuy
despite being under development for many years.
Cherwell Development Watch Alliance note that there are
substantial proposals for employment land such as Salt Cr
(Eynsharjy Oxford North, Begbroke and Langford Lane with
jobs potential. Existing employment areas are not fully
occupied.

CPRE Oxfordshire strongly objects to Option 1.

OPTION 27: KIDLINGTCENTRE

Should we
1) Maintain and protect the existing Kidlington village centre
2) Consider tools such as Article 4 Directions to prevent the conversion of retail and |

uses to residential

3) Investigate the potential of expanding the village centrenidude Exeter Close

Approximately 47 responses were received in response to this option.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

f
f

f

What members of the public said:

The majority of respondents favoured Option 1, with Optior
2 and 3 receiving simildevels of support.
There are enough retail locations within Kidlington and plel
of empty units so no need to consider Exeter Close which i
servicing the community. Some respondents were unsure
what the expansion of Exeter Close entalils.

No reliable and regular public transport linking Kidlington w
Begbroke and Yarnton.
The centre is no longer able to serve the current populatior
Better provision is essential and urgenesidents need to be
able to shop and access services locally.

There should be trams/fast nestop bus services to
Summertown and Oxford.

Extend the pedestrianised area.

Kidlington Centre should be affordable to ensure provision
all needs.

Kidlington centre is quite small and with empty units.

Noted.

The Red.8 draft plan proposes a
series of policies and proposals to
enhance the vitality and viability of
Kidlington centre.

These are informed by evidence,
including a Town Centre & Retalil
Study, stakeholders and consultatior|
responses.

1
1

What Town and ParisBouncils said:

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council prefer Option 3.
Kidlington Parish Council strongly agrees with all three
Options and further note that a stronger design framework

Noted as above
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needed for the Village Centre and that is important to
strengthen &ad enhance the retail offer. The Parish Council
further supports a 20 mph limit for this section and traffic
calming measures.

What the development industry said:
1 Support was noted for Option 1.
1 Additional housing developments in aatbund Kidlington
should have good accessibility to the centre to help bolster
the viability of the uses.

Noted as above

What national / statutory organisations said: Noted
1 Sport England supports all three Options.
What the neighbouring and othdocal authorities said: Noted

i Oxfordshire County Council supports Option 2.

1 West Oxfordshire Council note that there is a substantial a
of West Oxfordshire that abuts and is influenced by Cherw
and that the area of potential greatest change is likely to b
that close to Kidlington. It is important that consideration is
given to the relationship of Kidlington proposals and polici€
to Woodstock and Bladon, and vice versa.

What the Local organisations/interest groups said:
1 Kidlington Baptist Churgbrefers Option 3.
1 CPRE Oxfordshire support Option 1 with better public
transport needed in the locality.

Noted

QUESTION: REDUCING CAR DEPENDENCY IN KIDLINGTON & THE SURROUNDING VILLAGES

Are there any specific areas or routes that we should prioritise to promote sustainable travel?

might make you make fewer trips by car?

Approximately 31 responses were received in response to this question.

Consultation Responses

Officer Response

What members of the public said:
1 Improve pedestrian and cycle links across and along the

Banbury Road.

Safer dedicated cycling routes that are separate from the m

roads with barrier cycle lanes.

Cycle route to Oxford Parkway station from Kidlington and

surrounding villages should be improved and better

maintained.

Provide regular and reliable low carbon public transport,

1

including shuttle buses to business parks.

Noted.

TheCouncil'd¢ransport policies for
Kidlington areset out in theReg 18
draft plan. They have been informeg
by updated evidence, Government
policy and advice, stakeholders and
consultation responses.

Topics addressed include promoting
walking, cycling andyblic transport
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1
1

The proposed closure of Sandy Lane has the effect of
lengthening car journeys, and so hetpundermine
sustainable travel. Sandy Lane should therefore remain ope
Travel habits have changed due to Covid, less bus travel ar
more online shopping resulting in more white van traffic
generated. Habits will depend on how the pandemic plays ¢
Access to the M40 at Junctions 9, 10 and 11.

A railway station to facilitate the Kidlington to Oxford
commute and increased frequency of trains.

Increase parking charges and low emission zones.
Vehicular access must be maintained to Kidlington.

use, electric vehicle charging points
transport infrastructure
contributions, congestion,
particularly on minor roads, and
freight.

Evidence base documents include
hET2NRAKANBQa [ 2
Connectivity Plan (LTCP).

What Townand Parish Councils said:

T

Kidlington Parish Council notes that enhanced bus/tram/cyc
corridors along the A4260 will be critical to reducing the car
use particularly through Kidlington.

Kirtlington Parish Council note that transport policies devise
at County level can undermine efforts at District level to
produce a tailored response with regard to transport impact
There is a need to consider the impact of traffic load throug
Conservation Area, not just rural countryside.

Weston on the Green Pari€ouncil note that villages near
Kidlington and Bicester should have public transport. Peopl
the villages cannot access shops without the use of cars. B
between Bicester and Kidlington should pass through West
on the Green at commuter times andrfshopping. This will
make a difference to carbon emissions and heavy traffic on
roads, particularly if the transport is electrified.

Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council note that cycle pa;
will reduce the dependency on cars.

As noted above.

What the development industry said:

f
T

Locate new development near sustainable transport hubs
ensuring opportunities for sustainable means of travel.
The promotion of sustainable development opportunities
which provide active travel linkages to key serviaes a
employment locations are a key element of reducing car
dependency in Kidlington.

Encourage Cherwell to consider options for ensuring that al
Partial Review sites contribute to delivering a cohesive
transport network.

The Local Plan should prioritisenmectivity between the A44
corridor and the Kidlington A4260 corridor as well as active
travel connections to Oxford Parkway.

As noted above.

What the neighbouring and other local authorities said:

1 Oxfordshire County Council note that reference should be

made to the LCWIP to determine key routes for sustainable
travel. Public transport connections to Oxford and to transp
hubs e.g., park and rides and Oxford Parkway to facilitate

multi-modal journgs are important for commuting, leisure,

Noted.

The LCWIP has informed the draft
plan
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