Appendix 16: Extended Consultation Summaries (Part 1)



Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-001

What is your name? - Name

Daniel Scharf

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




No

6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

The plan should have a clear strategy for carbon emissions reduction or climate mitigation (see s19 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004). This should include carbon accounting and a sustainability assessment to
demonstrate how net zero will be achieved. Reliance on new housebuilding would need to be 'offset' by savings in all other sectors.

Adds that about half the space and fabric of existing housing stock is not meeting housing needs. Over half the dwellings have two or more spare bedrooms and virtually all the existing houses need deep energy refitting. Unless the
issue of under occupancy is addressed energy refitting will result in the insulation and heating/ventilation of unused space and fabric.

The strategy should investigate the ways in which the subdivision of existing housing stock at scale could meet the bulk of housing needs as these dwellings are largely in sustainable locations or where new population/households
could enable lifetime or 20min neighbourhoods. Much greater reliance should be placed on custom building but only in conjunction with policies enabling a process of downsizing in place and custom splitting.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

Rural or farm/agricultural diversification should not relate to new housing on farmsteads or businesses relying on visitors that could and should be located in urban areas. Permitted developmet rights should be monitored strictly so
that any conversions are not tantamount to new building that should not be allowed.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?




Cherwell District does not have many outstanding tourist attractions. The former Cold War air base at Uper Heyford is the best preserved Cold War remains in the UK. There is a heritage centre and airfield tours that accommodate
a few hundred people a year with a few more accessing the battle command centre. When redevelopment was originally approved, the Examiner of the Structure Plan said that there should be a feasibility study including interested
parties. This did not materialise despite the fact that the redevelopment was allowed specifically to conserve the Cold War interest. Adds that when the masterplan was approved the requirement in the NPPF for the engagement of
the 'necessary expertise' required by the relevant part of the NPPF did not happen. Hence why the tourism that has taken place and now on offer has been dictated by the owners of the site.

If the new local plan continues to allocate residential and commercial development, there is the opportunity to commission heritage impact assessments to properly investigate the heritage potential of the site and to secure
adequate funding. The masterplan includes proposals to rearrange the way in which the Cold War heritage is presented but, even after 30 years, a pause to have the potential properly and expertly explored for the first time would
be justified.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

The bulk of the 'new' housing should be created through sub divisions taking advantage of the unsustainable level of under- occupation in both towns and villages. Adds that this would result in an even distribution of housing across
the district, take advantage of the existing public transport network and prevent overshooting of carbon budgets.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?




'refitting first' as a strategy by sub-dividing existing houses would take advantage of the existing fabric and minimise upfront carbon in the buildings and infrastructure and services. This approach should provide more homes at less
cost. This strategy has complications that have not arisen in the building of new estates by volume builders in way that has far exceeded carbon budgets, created high traffic volumes for shopping, employment and recreation and
damaged biodiversity. Adds that this is a challenge for plan making that needs to be faced.

Those on the self build registers waiting for the Council to approve sufficient serviced plots should be assisted by the policies ensuring opportunities to subdivide existing houses.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Affordable housing should be provided through community land trusts with sites being allocated for that purpose and reserved on larger sites/allocations. Some custom building should also be secured in that way. Where social
housing is provided through allocations there should be no 'sacrifices' of other requirements or public benefits.

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

The draft plan should be subject of a whole life carbon assessment to prove that the development being promoted would not add to the problems of existing built development being adapted and retrofitted. Relying on residential
subdivisions would be one way of meeting housing needs within carbon budgets. The residential subdivision approach should only rejected if the Council can find another way of avoiding the overshooting of carbon budgets.

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?




31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?




Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?




49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?

50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?




Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

The local plan is an opportunity to require/commission the feasibility or heritage assessments that have been requested when the redevelopment was first allowed and in the existing local plan policy V5. The site represents the best
physical remains from the Cold War in the UK and there should be a belated, proper and expert assessment of the heritage potential before any further allocations or permissions.

56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

The heritage potential should include an assessment of the range of jobs associated with an internationally important heritage site; well located in terms of geography on the London, Windsor, Oxford, Blenheim, Stratford tourist
trail/route. The opening of Ardley Station would add to the potential of Lower Heyford and the bus route to Oxford must be reinstated.

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

The allocation should be subject to the belated expert assessment of the Cold War heritage, the conservation of which was the reason why redevelopment was allowed in the first place.

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

States that two railway stations, shuttle buses and a service bus to Oxford would enable the realisation of the heritage potential without reliance on private cars.

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

Given the preeminent importance of Upper Heyford to international Cold War heritage it is instructive that there is no specific question about this in the local plan consultation. Adds that the Council should not take the absence of
views as a measure of the importance of this site in a district that is not over endowed with alternatives. The Bicester Village should not be regarded as a tourist attraction although the Council should be recommending shoppers

visit Upper Heyford about 6 miles away.
61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?




64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

The rural housing strategy should concentrate on ways in which residential subdivisions could meet housing needs by reducing under-occupation, enabling downsizing in place and increasing population densities all within carbon
budgets.

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?

The sustainability assessment of the plan should make it clear how carbon negative and energy positive will be achieved through the policies included in the plan. Adds that this is a requirement of s19 of the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.

Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

There is no appendix relating to the calculation of upfront and operational carbon.

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Questions whether the sustainability appraisal explains how the development allocated and approved through the plan will be carbon negative and energy positive.

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Notes that one of the primary instruments for the Council to achieve a net zero carbon district is the local plan. Given the emergency declaration it is fair to assume that the sustainability assessment of the plan shows that no new
development will be allowed to prevent the target of net zero being achieved. This will be reflected in both the type of development (only zero carbon housing - mostly in the form of sub-divisions) and in its detailing ie energy
efficiency standards and minimsing need for servicing and infrastructure and traffic generation.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-002

What is your name? - Name

John Hodges

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

It is a sensible time period.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

The presentation looks straight forward.
3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Concern over why agreed plans have to be cut short.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Most seems sensible apart from the continuing infill of villages - development should be focused on existing towns. Objects to proposed target house numbers not allowing 'windfall' developments to be counted, all new builds
should count towards target numbers.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

No, existing infrastructure can't support more development - the arc of development from Oxford across to Cambridge is overwhelming.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

Yes, agree

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Yes, agree

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

No, other use should be allowed

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

'larger villages' aren't necessarily able to absorb more numbers - schools/transport already under pressure. Development should be scaled back.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Yes, broadly agreeable

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Maybe, really depends on the detail.

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

No, as there appears to be no proven increase in demand for these sites.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Growth seems well planned and of benefit to the town but traffic issues put people off from travelling into town.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Yes, if infrastructure investment keeps up.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Suggestion to turn the central road grid into a one-way system to encourage use of the ring road.

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

Concern about future development boundaries, land to the south merging into Caulcott and extension into Rousham conservation area. Current preserved landscape should be avoided.




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

Yes

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

Transport links to the north and east are good so continued use as a dormitory town would seem sensible.

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

Further expansion agreeable but current developments should be finished before new development begin.

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

Objects to vision for rural areas and the idea that continuous development is required. Village characters are being undermined by new developments. Adds that there is no correlation between new development and use of local
services (village, shop,put,etc). 'Farming and rural business will have had the opportunity to thrive within the context of a more restrictive policy context for the countryside' questions what this means.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

No, any sites that utilies a single lane for access should be excluded from further development considerations

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

A 10-20% increase in housing for villages across Cherwell every decade is not sustainable. Development should be slowed and individual developments should be constrained in size. Windfalls should meet rigorous design standards

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Huge amount of information contained in appendices, hard to see many residents looking at them.

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

The volume of information contained in this draft is large.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-003

What is your name? - Name

Elizabeth Liddiard

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

Not realistic to expect the plan to last to 2040 when the current local plan was due to expire in 2031, has already had a partial review and is now being replaced.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

No comment

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

The saved planning policies should be clearly restated.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Questions how the district is interacting with Oxfordshire County Council to meet climate action targets when bus routes through Kidlington are still being cut and the proposed bus gates will divert substantial amounts of traffic
through Summertown which is the main route in from Kidlington, thereby delaying buses even further and making cycling more dangerous.
5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

No, but in the south of the district there should be much closer working with Oxford City and Oxfordshire County to ensure that the objectives can be met without people living in Cherwell taking the brunt of others' decisions.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

See earlier comments about the impact of the bus gates on Kidlington bus transport and cycling access to Oxford which will reduce the ability to meet SO1 and SO5. SO9 will not be met as green belt is reduced to make way for a
football stadium, 4500 new houses and further proposed development.

Adds that there should be more freedom for people to adopt energy saving measures even where these conflict with other designations - e.g. conservation areas and listed buildings. RBKC has adopted an order which allows for
solar panels to be installed even on listed buildings provided certain parameters are met.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

It needs to be a genuine 10% requirement which is not gamed by developers and subsequently amended or dropped post permission. Adds that this is more important than having a requirement for a greater net gain which is
watered down in the application / post application negotiation process.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Yes, but spread it throughout the district. In Kidlington the refurbishment and use of the existing village centre should be enhanced but additional employment land focused on Langford Lane. Additional employment space should
not be made available by sacrificing more of the green belt around Kidlington.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

It should be limited in Kidlington to existing sites only, otherwise development should be focused on Banbury and Bicester.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

It should be encouraged but not to the extent that it becomes high rise development - Cherwell is still a substantially rural district and it should be in keeping.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

It should be encouraged provided it is within reasonable limits and doesn't have an unacceptable impact on others in the community.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?




16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

It would be better to allow intensification of existing sites in Kidlington well ahead of any green belt release, particularly of land north of the Moors which appears to be an area which is well used as recreational space by the
community to access the Thrupp Community Woodland and the canal to the north.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

There should be different requirements in different parts of the District. It is already established that the developments around Kidlington to meet Oxford's housing need should comply with Oxford City requirements so it seems a
shame and a developer windfall to reduce this for other sites in very much the same location. Generally the requirement should be set higher as developers usually seem to try and negotiate this down.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Not to the extent that net zero policies are impacted - it shouldn't take away the obligation of the developer to contribute to local services and highways and build sustainable developments.




25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Land behind the Moors going to Thrupp Community Woodland which are currently in agricultural use.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?




33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




It doesn't mention the football stadium and how that is to be integrated into Kidlington - there should be some reference for it even if it is contrary to policy and the wishes of many in Kidlington because if it goes ahead, it will
inevitably have a huge impact on businesses in the village centre and going into Gosford.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No. Land has recently been allocated for 4400 houses to meet Oxford's housing need. These sites should be encouraged to build at higher densities before more land is taken out of the green belt to provide housing, particularly
where that land is also a community green resource.

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

The Plan should densify the already permitted sites.

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

Yes, but more should not be added.

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

No. The airport already maximises its permitted development rights. It isn't really an appropriate place for an airport and should be fitting in with the local community rather than taking over.

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?

The A44 isn't going to take precedence over the A4260 for travelling into Oxford for people from Kidlington, particularly when Sandy Lane is closed to traffic and Frieze Farm is gridlocked. The improvements to the A44 are not
relevant to most people in Kidlington.

The cycling infrastructure is wholly inadequate. Cycling round the Sainsbury's roundabout is dangerous and regular place for accidents, the shared footpaths/ cycleways along the A4260 are narrow (two bikes cannot easily pass),
there are bus stops which cause confusion between pedestrians and cyclists and both sides of the road are frequently overgrown.




Rapid transit buses will be stopped in Summertown due to the impacts of additional traffic. The majority of traffic coming into Summertown is parents taking their children to the private schools. This will not be reduced at all by the
bus gates (no bus gates are on the Banbury Road itself) and is in fact likely to be significantly increased as the Woodstock and Banbury roads will have the additional traffic coming round the Ring road from Boars Hill/ Abingdon etc
which can currently go along a number of different routes. Rapid transit buses need to be accompanied by a bus lane throughout Summertown and more ways of accessing different areas of Oxford - the hospital bus is infrequent

and takes a long time, and the other options involve long walks within the city. Oxford's city centre connectivity must be improved for bus users.
There should be a southbound access to the A34. At the moment it is accessed either via Peartree which is frequently gridlocked and inaccessible due to the weight of traffic travelling into Oxford, or by going to Bletchingdon and

turning round which is a long unnecessary journey. The addition of 4400 houses, plus a proposed further 700, plus employment space plus a potential football stadium should provide for a southbound access to the major road
network without feeding into the Peartree / Wolvercote roundabout pinchpoint. There should also be another train line at the north end of Kidlington.
50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

The A44 will have very little impact on Kidlington village centre. Improvements should be made within Kidlington such as cycle access along the canal - it is impassable for 4 months of the year. More land generally should be

safeguarded to enable future highway improvements to take place.

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

The Kidlington medical centre area is very underdeveloped. The site could accommodate higher buildings and potentially a review of the nursery and forum youth centre to allow for expansion. Adds that the level crossing at
Roundham lock should be upgraded to maintain access to the well used green space between Kidlington and Begbroke.

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

This should be reviewed taking into account the football club proposals which will have a huge impact on weekend and evening leisure uses in Kidlington.

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

The Skoda Garage is a commercial building which backs onto a very residential area. This should not be allowed to have noisy or heavy traffic uses which would make the area dangerous or antisocial for existing residents.

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?




Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?




Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?

Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-004

What is your name? - Name

James Philpott

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Objects by commenting enough of Kidlington green belt has been surrendered for housing/Oxford Uniteds new ground. Analysis/data for brownfield/more green sites are needed behind the Moors and in Woodstock. Area behind
the Moors is valuable walking route, why not closer to airport if hub for jobs? Moors is already owned by property developer, coincidence to surrender it for housing?

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Objects and comments: stop using the green belt and identify brownfield sites to develop first.

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

Yes. Build houses next to the areas identified as employment hubs.

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

Objects and The airport should not be expanding in a climate emergency as it goes against all green commitments by the council.

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

Questions why wait until 2040 for new investment.

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

Enough of the Kidlington green belt has been surrendered for housing/Oxford United new ground. Where is analysis/data for the brownfield/green sites needed for more homes behind the Moors and in Woodstock. The area
behind the Moors is valuable walking route. Questions why behind the Moor, why not closer to the airport if a hub for jobs. Land behind the Moors is already owned by a property developer.

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-005

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Town centre's empty shops should be used for housing as unlikely traditional shops will survive. People living in the town centre will support shops.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

There is not enough housing along Broughton Road, a good road for access and close to the town centre so people can walk/cycle. Good access to Cotswolds

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

No urban green space needed as close to countryside.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Sites in Banbury need allocating.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

More sites along Broughton Road need allocating.

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

Broughton Road, Breach Farm already has some development going on.

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

Objects as rural areas don’t need more development, keep to towns, transport can be provided efficiently and economically.

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-006

What is your name? - Name

Paul Christmas

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Neighborhood watch area rep.

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

The Plan should be made available on Facebook, X and other social media.
3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

There is a lack of depth in how targets will be achieved.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

There are no costed details, just aspirations without contingency plans.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




No
6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Notes again the strategy has aspirational highlights without costed details.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

Yes, environment overrides other plans as without environmental control we have no future.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Council should use brownfield sites before further expansion.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

It is logical.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

Infrastructure planning should be much better than it is.
Notes that massive investment needed in roads and rail.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Not enough details on cost benefits and infrastructure investment.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

States that maximum flexibility and new ideas are required.

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

Not enough details and investment time lines.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

States that without environmental and infrastructure details planning is again aspirational.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Concern over Council's past record and lack of vision.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

Yes overall

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

Yes overall

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

Notes a lack of vision and infrastructure planning detail.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

Unaware.

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

Too complicated and unmanageable

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Lack of vision and new ideas.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Yes

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

No comment




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

All canal side and river side areas.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

There are a lack of details regarding traffic and infrastructure plus no mention of massive investment in healthcare required.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Banbury needs more brown site redevelopment.

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

All rundown brown sites

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Oxford Road to motorway and ring road development

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




N/A

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

No

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Has been needed doing for many years.

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




No details on infrastructure and transport, just aspirations.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

yes

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

Unsure

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?

Concern for lack of costed plans.




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

States that designation as a town is required.

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Unsure

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

No

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

No




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

Unsure

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

Yes

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

Notes lack of details and costed plans.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

Lack of vision.

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

No

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-007

What is your name? - Name

Margaret Boggs

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

The council need to consider Kidlington/its residents, OCC makes final decisions.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Further care/consideration of growth at Kidlington is needed.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

None

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Development of Kidlington not including infrastructure, doctors/pharmacies beyond capacity. Questions what the plans are for medical/schooling provision. Questions why CDC allow OUFC stadium build, closing a major road on
match days because there is no underpass

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Developers need to provide required number of affordable/social housing for those people who can't afford affordable housing.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Yes

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Developments have been allowed on green belt land - the OUFC stadium.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

find people who care about Kidlington and its residents

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Not interested.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Not supportive.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Only if its genuine affordable/social housing. Council to ensure developers deliver their commitments.

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

Questions why building on greenbelt is allowed.

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?

Re stopping traffic on match days for OUFC instead of making them pay for an underpass.




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

Lower rents so businesses can afford them.

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-008

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Very complicated

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

There are, and have been, lots of developments in the Banbury area. Massive warehouses for example. Why haven't CDC refused them, unless they put solar panels on them? This is a massive lost chance to increase the area's

sustainability and it's green policies (such as they are).
Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-009

What is your name? - Name

Duncan Hedley

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

The Plan period seems reasonable.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

It was clear.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Rural communities are poorly served by public transport and paths are scarce in some places.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




Public transport is not an alternative for many as the services are not always there for those who have to commute.
6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Seems reasonable.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Depends where

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

It is sensible.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

Agrees

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

More specifics are required.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

No issues

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




It is important to regenerate town centres as many are in poor state.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

Concerned that infrastructure is always a second thought.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

Agrees

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Agrees

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

It depends.

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

They do not know enough about these communities needs.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

It seems reasonable.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Only if the infrastructure allows.

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

It seems reasonable.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

It depends on infrastructure and local need.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




No

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

Doesn't know

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comment

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Doesn't know

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Highlight the history

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Ok

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Not sure

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

No

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

There needs to be improved transport infrastructure. Routes should also be found to minimise the damage big trucks do to bridges, etc.




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

Yes

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

'possibly’

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

It seems reasonable if infrastructure is in place.

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

States that thought should be given to making the canal towpath usable in all weathers to encourage walking to the local train station.

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

The planners should engage with transport providers as the bus service and train service are getting worse despite the increase in potential customers.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

Seems reasonable

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

Encourage more people to work from home to hit green targets.

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

No

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-010

What is your name? - Name

Jon Mason

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

Very long documentation cannot be read in short timeframe. Concern over developing the greenbelt.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Concern over building on the greenbelt and ruining Cherwell's natural environment. In particular, priority should be given to avoiding development that extends out from current housing into greenbelt areas without further nearby
housing in that direction,

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Concern over existing plans to build on the Greenbelt.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

The Vision should be to protect the greenbelt and Cherwell's natural environment.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

The objectives should be to protect the greenbelt and Cherwell's natural environment.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Concern over developing greenbelt land.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

Greenbelt boundaries should return to how they were before the partial review.

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Concern over developing greenbelt land.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-011

What is your name? - Name

Annabel Munro

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

No comments

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

These are all good ideas. Adds that the Council should be more forceful however in requiring developers to make homes as energy efficient as possible, such as installing heat pumps etc as part of planning permission where
possible. It would also be beneficial to push developers to include more self build homes.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

It is dependent on what that employment might be. More high skilled work, not so many factories, and consideration of the hybrid nature of work post-covid.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

No, this makes sense. Careful consideration must be given to highways though to support this objective.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

This is sensible.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Highways

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

No issues

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

It depends on the area. Adds that this makes sense for Bicester, not really the other areas though.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




In agreement that Banbury Town Centre desperately needs revitalising.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

The plans cannot be seen

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

States that CDC should focus on pushing away from cars by ensuring people are able to access resources they might need within 15 mins of their home. Therefore create smaller pockets with each area having key resources.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

The proposals can't be found.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Affordable housing is a must.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Yes




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

They're great aspirations

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

CDC need to be careful about expanding too much in Banbury, as it lack the highways and resources

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

There should be less in the Hanwell fields area

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-012

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Concerned that consideration for 300+ houses behind The Moors is even being considered. Had been assured, after the 4400 houses from Oxford Council had been approved, that this area would not be built on, retaining this
beautiful wildlife area.
Adds that many residents in Kidlington use this area of Green Belt, walking, de stressing & just generally enjoying the Countryside on our doorstep. Building houses on this area will be decimating the Green Belt & all the wildlife in it.

Adds that the individual's garden already floods when there is heavy rainfall. Concreting over the fields behind the property and neighbours will only increase this problem.
Kidlington is already sprawling out over all the green spaces. There are far more houses than needed, already planned, so why build more & destroy this beautiful area teeming with wildlife?
The Moors road will become choked with the permanent increase in traffic. Children walking to North Kidlington School & the elderly residents in Homewell House & Moorside Place will then have to cross a busy road. More road/

pavement furnishings which are very non environmentally friendly, will have to be added. More pollution, rubbish & danger from the added traffic.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No, there are already have enough houses.

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

No. Adds that the 4400 being dumped into Kidlington and surrounding area is more than enough houses for this area. The infrastructure for these 4400 houses will cripple Kidlington roads.

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

No, leave the green belt areas that are still available in Kidlington, alone. Adds that enough has been taken already.

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

No, leave the green belt boundaries alone. Questions how developing on the Green belt is protecting the environment, the wildlife and as a sanctuary for the residents of Kidlington's mental health. Taking them away will result in

more social problems.
48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

New houses behind The Moors otherwise The Moors and Mill street will become a rat run, busier main road, causing safety problems for children attending North Kidlington School and elderly residents in Homewell House and
Moorside place.

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

The green belt behind The Moors should be left alone.

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

Kidlington does not need any more houses built on green belt land. Kidlington has too many houses already being built from Oxford’s needs. States that more decimation of green belt spaces and wildlife to line the builders pockets
for commuters from London to live in Kidlington is not needed. The houses would not cater for the needs of Kidlington residents.

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-013

What is your name? - Name

Tracey Matthews

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

States that until road infrastructure is sorted nowhere is healthy.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

CDC need to consider types of buildings built, how many additional cars, lorries etc and need to encourage smaller businesses/varied opportunities. Adds that warehouses do not employ many people compared to the size of
buildings.
11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

Absolutely develop what is already there.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Use what is already there first stop building on fields.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

Questions why encourage tourism, should be encouraging less travel, already have sites to visit locally.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




CDC need to concentrate on the empty shops/units and reenvigorate town centres.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

States that road infrastructure needs to be better before agreeing to any more building.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Only if they pay all taxes etc.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

All current green spaces should be considered.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Howes Lane realignment needs to be in place, currently the local roads are dangerous/Queens Avenue is horrendous.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Objects to Dean's Court car park, important for access that side of the town centre.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




Yes, somewhere else.

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

Objects, no more warehouses to be built on green land. Save the wild areas and build on land we already have.

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

Graven Hill

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Howes Lane realignment priority, all bypasses 50mph, internal roads within Bicester 20mph to ensure people go around rather than through. Queens Ave has three schools/additional traffic is terrible for pollution, safety etc.

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

Current park and ride. Adds that all roads should have cycle paths on the roads, pathways kept for walkers.

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Lower rents/rates, offer incentives for smaller shops/use larger units for market type shopping centres. Sainsbury's look after Pioneer Square. Sheep Street/Pioneer Way only those with permission can drive here. Stop drivers using
Pioneer Square as a ca

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

Sort infrastructure first, developers pay before allowed to build. Ensure sufficient cemetery space. More Drs/easier access. Town centres, shops need to be filled. Use areas already built on/opportunity to build flats. Keep rents

down/don't sell off counc
42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

INVALID

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Rural areas and communities should be left alone.
Adds that the roads and access in these areas are extremely limited and development is unwarranted, unnecessary and unwelcome.
States that affordable housing should be put alongside the motorway, where land is freely available and cheaper to acquire.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

East of Banbury. Adds that the area west, approaching the Cotswolds, should be left alone. States that this is an AONB and is only degraded by development. Developing in this region is detracting from Oxfordshire, not adding to it.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

They should be left alone. There should be no more development, but the roads should be fixed.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

The development should be located right alongside the motorway.

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-014

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

States that Bicester cannot sustain this many new homes. Adds that the infrastructure is not able to cope. It is already close to gridlock.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

States that CDC appear to want to ruin the town with overcrowding and gridlocked roads, less access to public services and health services.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-015

What is your name? - Name

Jonny Burke

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Bicester has great potential. Understands why it is a focus for new growth - despite the listed objectives in the plan- when looking at the recent housing developments in the area it's hard to see evidence of these being realised by
the time housing is co

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Welcomes a review and modelling to be undertaken of the traffic impact and options to mitigate this through public transport, walking and cycling routes as well as creation of local centres within these new developments along the
15 minute city concept.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




Notes that South West Bicester in proximity to the M40 could help alleviate any traffic impact - a multicriteria evidence based assessment taking into account factors such as transport, air pollution, wellbeing and biodiversity to help
identify and commun

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

A network of footpaths and cycle routes.

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Supports more wetland habitat to minimise flooding and help alleviate water quality impact of development.

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-016

What is your name? - Name

Bob Sharples RIBA ARB MRTPI

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Sport England

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

It is easy to read and follow.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

They are fairly sound objectives.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




$10 suggest embedding Sport England's Active Design into Plan with it’s 10 principles to our built and natural environments. Create active environments to encourage people to be active, to re-enforce the thrust of this objective.

6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

District, adding to bullet point 3:
Ensure that new development improves well-being wherever possible through design, accessibility, social interaction, the provision of amenities and facilities and opportunities for active travel, informal activity and recreation;
Following Sport England's Active Design principles.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

No comment

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

No comment

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

Traditional forms of employment have been changing but the perception of what employment land is has not. Sport is often overlooked as an employer but is sizable in Cherwell. There are wider values as well in the health
economy, wider spending and volu

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

It seems logical.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

It is acceptable in some circumstances.
14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

This can bring benefits to sport through equestrian, off-road sports, shooting.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

No comment

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




No comment

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

It seems logical.

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

It seems logical.

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

N/A

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

It seems logical.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

No comment

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

No comment

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

No comment




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

No

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

On Core Policy 46, supportive but suggests incorporating Sport England's Active Design with it’s 10 principles to our built and natural environments.

Core Policy 47 - supportive but suggest the need to include readily accessible charging points for electric scooters and bikes.

Core Policy 55 - supportive of this policy however Sports England’s Playing Pitch and Built Facilities Calculators — Should read Sports England Playing Pitch and Sports Facilities Calculators. Should reference evidence base — Playing
Pitch strategy and Built facility strategy.

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

No Comment

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

It seems logical.

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

No comment

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

No comment

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

Comments a need that Banbury United Stadium is relocated/operational before redevelopment works starts.

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

No comment

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No comment




33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?

No comment

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

No comment
35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

No comment

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comment

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

No comment

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comment

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comment

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

No comment

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

No comment

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

There is a need to protect the gliding centre from any development that impedes the sport.

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




No Comment

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No comment

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

No Comment

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

No comment

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

No comment

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

No comment

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

No comment

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?

No comment




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

No comment

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

No comment

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

No comment

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

No comment

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

No comment

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

Stratfield Brake sports ground is constrained and to consider other sites for a sport hub. Long term, Stratfield Brake could be developed for housing.

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

No Comment




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

No Comment

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

No Comment

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

No Comment

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

No Comment

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

No Comment

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

Disappointed that the proposed sports hub is missing from Heyford Strategy Map, no mention in document.

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-017

What is your name? - Name

Adrian White

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

It is difficult to develop in rural areas without disfiguring the villages and building on greenfield land. Adds that much of the development in Steeple Aston has not reflected the character of the village. A previous Local Plan referred
to Category A villages as being suitable for 'minor development, infill and conversions' and nothing has changed since then apart from the inflated numbers. No more than 20 houses in the plan period would better protect the
identity and character of the village.

States that CDC also need to plan to ensure food security by protecting farming land and cannot assume that we will be able to continue to import much of our food and animal feed.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?




16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

States that Category A villages need more protection from greenfield housing estates.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

It should only be built if its occupation can be limited to existing members of the village or those with substantial local connections or there is no value in it for the village. There are previous experiences of people who did not want
to live in the village being sent to live here instead of local people who did want to be here.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?




25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

Notes that villages cannot be defined as sustainable if local transport links are inadequate. A change in the local bus timetables has meant that most cannot now readily use the bus to get to school or work in Oxford or Banbury and
we now see that a similar change to the trains from Heyford is proposed.

500 houses spread across the villages is far too many. Oxford needs to work harder in identifying brownfield land within the City to take its development. Steeple Aston's organic rate of growth has historically been 10-20 houses in
any plan period.

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?




32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?




42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

It is being permitted to expand too rapidly before a full assessment of its impact can be made.




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

States that much more in the way of statutory protections are needed. Development must be of the highest quality in terms of its design, reflect the vernacular tradition for the village and be in keeping with the existing use of
materials.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-018

What is your name? - Name

Jennifer McKenzie

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Bicester is growing/number of houses proposed road links/health care are important. Questions why a plan for Graven Hill site/re-siting existing surgeries has been stopped. Existing practices cramped facilities/difficult parking/ lack
of ability to expand. Infrastructure - closure proposal of the level crossing at London Road would result in more traffic around ring road and into town. Train routes starting in 2025 and yet no solution to traffic congestion.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

See comments above re lack of transport links/doctors provision in Bicester.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




The plan makes much of environmental issues but thought must be given to practicalities. Reducing reliance of private car use is only practical where alternatives are available.

6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Continue to maximise benefits of having key destinations and economic activity to support business investment; support continued improvement of town’s centre, facilities, public realm and ‘green’ environment; resolve transport
connectivity/ infrastructure and encourage active travel. The level crossing at London Road needs to be put at the forefront of priorities.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

States that sacrificing is a matter of balance - some sacrifices may need to be made this should not be at the detriment of the overall plan.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

There needs to be a balance between housing and employment; and also type of employment to attract a diverse work force.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Agrees with proposal but There is nothing to state that environment issues should be included (examples given in Rep). If Green Town then environmental issues should be there at the early stages of planning.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

Document makes much of siting new facilities close to towns where existing links are good however objects that road links are not sustainable (see representation for examples).

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Agrees out of town developments are to be resisted. Very low/no council rates for start up businesses to encourage new shops in the town should be considered.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

There is insufficient help to attract new business. If a shop has not been leased it should not be converted to houses/flats. Better to lower rents and rates to attract business.

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Priority should be given to finding affordable housing solutions. Shared ownership schemes are not always affordable.

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Agrees communities should be supported but concerns of local people should be taken into account and addressed.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Aspirations for Bicester are sound but improvements in links and the London Road crossing need priority (gives details in Rep of concerns). Comments an application for a health facility on a new development was denied, requests
this is revisited with poli

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Not to encourage more housing until we get the road/rail links sorted.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Better leisure facilities and parking. Areas of change re Deans Court/Claremont Car parks lending itself to residential use and rethinking Market Square - the loss of car parking facilities in the town centre would be a detriment to
visitors to town centr

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

Policies seem well documented - concern is that nothing seems to follow those policies.

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?

Comments measures for implementing the plan do not seem to go far enough to ensure successful delivery especially urgent infrastructure issues.




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-019

What is your name? - Name

John Wainwright

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Quotes principal aspiration of the Plan re Kidlington but comments proposal will destroy a large section of the Green Belt behind The Moors in order to build a housing estate and village atmosphere will be lost (gives
details/examples in Rep of concerns and views on Oxfords unmet housing needs).

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Objects - unbelievable that area of Green Belt behind The Moors can be under consideration for housing development (see Rep for quotes from Kidlington Framework Master Plan of March 2016 re the land north of The Moors with
comparison to LP 2040, On value to residents and wildlife, quotes from Oxfordshire Wildlife and Landscape Study (Owls 2004), Concerns re flooding, additional traffic and loss of existing paths to surrounding villages).

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

'The Triangle', where apparently the provision of a football stadium is regarded as a more pressing local need than housing.

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-020

What is your name? - Name

Simon Garrett

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

It is good to have a plan

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

The Plan should include more numbers, more statistics.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




Commments that the plan is not fully formed, where are planned sites for schools, health care, places to work without having to commute?
6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

The strategy should be expanded.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Comments most definitely

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

States that much more is needed.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

States that much more is needed.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Need for much more land allocated for employment and to be accessible without the need to commute.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

That's fine.
14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

All good.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

This will likely become a net loss in terms of income gained, but there are other benefits that make it worthwhile.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




If out of town retail is necessary, make sites smaller. The clumping of too many retailers in one out of town space is what is hurting town centres.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

Not necessarily.

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

Comments somewhat.

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

Need more housing, but it has to be affordable on the Cherwell median income.

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

Spread it around, huge new estates shut people off from the rest of the town and reduce inclusivity.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

Comments probably.

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

None.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Make it actually affordable, rents are approaching 50% of income.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Yes. Questions why anything needs to be sacrificed.

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Yes




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

These are vital , but unsure on where.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Banbury needs investment into infrastructure and people’s needs, a more joined up plan that includes Government and County Council priorities.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Need housing , but also need local services.

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Canalside and country parks.

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

None

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




No

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

Comments somewhat

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

Comments don't know

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Comments don't know
39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Comments don't know

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Comments probably

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

None

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




None

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

Probably

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

Probably

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

No

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

Questions why




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

Yes, they have to work somewhere

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

Comments kind of

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?

States that a more detailed timetable is needed.




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

Comments needs to be a bigger more integrated plan that focuses on people’s needs not just housing.

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

No

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-021

What is your name? - Name

Frank Smith

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Castle Quay needs empty units used for wider range of shops, car parking for town centre should be free, improve the Market. Would like new bingo hall including access for disabled.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-022

What is your name? - Name

Lawrence Putt

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

The Plan period is fine.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

It is a lot of information suggests singular PowerPoint slides covering headlines.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

States that incorporating existing agreed to plans is important so support this.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

No comments.
4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Agrees, supports the headline themes but ensure the final housing development plans align to these missions.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

No comments.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




Comments further developments do not extend the boundaries of village/provide protection for environment/accompanied by upgrades to village infrastructure and reflect the existing challenges.
6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Comments further developments do not extend the boundaries of the village/provide protections for the environment/building plans are accompanied by upgrades to village infrastructure and reflect the existing challenges.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

Comments depends on what other requirements!

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

No comments.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

Would support expanding the hub centres of the area (where infrastructure is greater and would require less upgrade) than building in the more rural areas and protecting the natural environment.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

Comments fine.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?
13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

No comments.
14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

Would want to ensure developments do not extend the boundaries of village, provide protections for the environment, views of local residents and building plans are accompanied by upgrades to village infrastructure and reflect
the existing challenges.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

For hub centres (Banbury, Bicester) this is fine, but not for more rural areas where this is not required

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




No comments.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

No comments.

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

No comments.

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

No comments.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

No comments.

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

No comments.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

No comments.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Yes




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Objects - comments do not build on any existing green land.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

No comments.

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Questions whether town centre space/empty shops be re-positioned for housing development?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No comments.

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

Comments un-used shopping areas to be re-positioned for housing development?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

No comments.

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

No comments.

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

No comments.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No comments.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




No comments.

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

No comments.
35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

No comments.
36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comments.

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

No comments.

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comments.
39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No comments.

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

No comments.

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

No comments.

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

No comments.

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




No comments.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

Would want to ensure developments do not extend the boundaries of the village, provide protections for the environment, views of local residents and any building plans are accompanied by upgrades to village infrastructure and
reflect the existing challenges

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

Would want to ensure developments do not extend the boundaries of the village, provide protections for the environment, views of local residents and any building plans are accompanied by upgrades to village infrastructure and
reflect the existing challeng

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




No comments.

Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

No comments.

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Would want to ensure developments do not extend the boundaries of the village, provide protections for the environment, views of local residents and any building plans are accompanied by upgrades to village infrastructure and
reflect the existing challeng

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

No comments.

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Would want to ensure any further developments do not extend the boundaries of the village, provide protections for the environment, views of local residents and any building plans are accompanied by upgrades to village
infrastructure and reflect the existing challenges.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-023

What is your name? - Name

Rachel O’Rourke

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Comments - not sure it includes wildlife corridors to protect our wildlife with all the expansion.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-024

What is your name? - Name

S. Tyrrell

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

Only interested in proposals for Kidlington although the remainder of the Plan has some areas of interest.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Comments by persons at the "presentations/consultations" taking notes/being interested in comments instead of expecting everybody to have access to computer facilities.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

It is beyond the scope of Cherwell District Council to meet the challenges of "Climate Change"/Sustainable Development, and these matters have already passed the point of no return in Kidlington (gives examples of this in
Representation). Kidlington has lost its community, flats do not encourage social development.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Objects, Not within Kidlington. Before more employment is encouraged road conditions need to be addressed/if CDC expect everybody to walk or cycle.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

Comments opportunities for employment have increased with development at airport/Langford Lane but has brought larger vehicles to Kidlington, increased flights at airport. Questions what this has done to the air quality or to
improve the access in and out

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

Check on who wants these facilities.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Seems short sighted at present.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Retail development would be interesting, but not feasible in areas already having been left to diminish.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Agreess if Cherwell District Council is able to keep developers to their promises for affordable housing but what steps would be taken by the Council to ensure affordable housing was provided? The real need is for the
implementation of "Council Housing".

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Yes

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Objects, It is not a high priority. Questions whether there is a consultation with travelling communities regarding this.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Land at rear of housing in The Moors, playing field to rear of Exeter Hall and all the other playing fields in Kidlington.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

Reassess figures used for the housing needed. Questions why CDC is considering Oxford's unmet figures.

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Somewhat short sighted, does not appear to have considered Kidlington a great deal in the past, or the future.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No. There needs to be a big breathing space before any more development is allowed in Kidlington. The facilites for people who may inhabit more housing are inadequate.

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

None at present. The site of a Care Home in the Moors has been neglected - questions who owns it and what is proposed.

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

New employment means more traffic/pollution/people from outside of Kidlington being employed. Existing sites/developments in Langford Lane have only brought traffic misery.

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

Only sites within Oxford City boundaries.

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

Yes

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

Agrees if can promise less traffic

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?

Bus service is adequate/less traffic lights/change bus lane between Kidlington Sainsbury and rail station so those accessing station can use it too/ditch crossing idea for proposed football club.




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

If you can stop the change that is already happening to Kidlington village centre that would help. Very few retail units want to come to an already dead centre (see Representation for examples).

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

Future developments should be on hold until the Begbroke development is completed due to traffic. Serious consideration must be given to quality of life of residents.

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

Comments - refer to answers at the start of this survey.

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-025

What is your name? - Name

Phil Riman

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2040 is sensible, dividing it between short and longer term plans will assist as you will have greater ability to meet plans for the shorter time whilst having a wider strategic eye on the longer term.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Use less ambiguous language, especially around objectives. There is too much subjectivity and not enough specificity (example in Representation). Differentiate between strategy, tactics, objectives and measures. Adds that the plan
includes a "strategy" t

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

They largely predate the current understanding on the immensity of the climate challenge and understate the importance of protecting wildlife and biodiversity.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

See above comments.
4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Sustainability is not the same as energy efficiency. Reducing embedded carbon is the most important issue/best way to do that is to repurpose existing buildings. There should be a far greater focus on tree
preservation/planting/hedgerow protection/ensuring wildlife corridors. Access to large open/green spaces/fresh air is vital to physical and mental wellbeing. There should be a greater emphasis on social care housing - especially for
the elderly. The statements are too vague and lack specificity. The challenge of over-development of huge storage facilities/fulfilment warehouses is not addressed adequately. Needs to be a greater sense of cohesion between the
rural and urban aspects of the plans (example given in Representation).

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Banbury appears to be in systemic decline whereas Bicester has been overdeveloped in its orbital areas but is similarly in decline in its centre (examples in Representation). A coherent approach to building smaller/self-sustaining
communities facilities w




Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?

6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Refer to earlier On the strategy and restate them here. The housing targets look especially exaggerated (see Representation for figure comparisons). The proposed housing on green belt land, notably at Kidlington, undermines the
whole idea of a green belt. Given the existing plans have already developed into large areas of green belt, this has to be reversed. The housing density allocations look far too low. There is insufficient identification and ear-marking
of green space in the plan.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Objects - No, should reuse and repurpose existing brownfield sites.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

No need for additional employment land to meet plans, especially with the move to greater home working. Skills shortage is the greater issue and that is largely a matter of training and education.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

Location is less important than the logic - guiding points should be avoid green belt development/promote urban regeneration/development on brownfield sites only and avoid further strain on existing infrastructure whilst avoiding
new road-building.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?




16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

Housing targets look exaggerated (see Representation for figures quoted). The proposed housing on green belt land undermines the whole idea of a green belt - namely a space that is protected as green in perpetuity. Given the
existing plans have already d

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

Housing targets look especially exaggerated (see Representation for figures quoted). Proposed housing on green belt land undermines the whole idea of a green belt - namely a space that is protected as green in perpetuity. Given
the existing plans have already developed into large areas of green belt, this has to be reversed. Housing density allocations look far too low. Insufficient identification and ear-marking of green space in the plan.

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

A closer look at increasing housing density for all housing, including affordable housing is required.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Agree, provided this is not at the expense of the natural environment.




25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

There is a general lack of green space allocation. Areas around Woodstock should be preserved as green spaces/Oxford should have a meaningful green belt buffer that is not subject to yet further erosion as planned.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Focus on new development on previously developed land within the existing urban areas is right. Would suggest that 100% of new development should be on brownfield land. Agrees with the approach to the canalside and resisting
out of town developments.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Area has been overdeveloped with a large loss of habitat. Increase in housing needs is excessive. Plans will impact the area, save for the aim of expanding natural/semi-natural open spaces accessible to the public, including new
wooded areas.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?




No

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?

Should be more town centre development and repurposing of existing buildings.

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

No

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?
No

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Green corridors for wildlife/ponds and green spaces. Lots of woodland and policy not to fell any existing trees.

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

This repeats question 38. See answer above.

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Increased provision of retirement villages and higher density housing generally.
41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Agrees with the English Heritage approach and the conservation-led proposals/priority should be given to environmental and heritage conservation factors over all other factors.

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




There is far too much development on green belt.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

Town centre.

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

Other than within the town centre where carparks/existing buildings could be repurposed and greater housing density there encouraged.

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

Green infrastructure in the form of solar should be confined to brownfield and housing/other rooftops.

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

Should not build on green belt.

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

Within footprint of original RAF site, a good case for development and approves of focus on improving facilities for benefit of Heyford community. Beyond this limit it represents irresponsible over-development. Outside the existing
developed area drives eed for more road building/infrastructure development that will cause further environmental damage/habitat loss. Scale of development is completely inappropriate.




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

Comments see earlier comments.

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

Should be much less development than is planned, phased or otherwise.

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

Should not build on green belt land. Inadequate focus on preventing habitat loss. Classification of larger villages is bizarre/small villages classified as large for new housing assessments. The statement regarding re-development of
some brownfield sites should be replaced by statement of a commitment to build first on brownfield sites in rural areas and only then elsewhere, properly balance housing needs against the risks of climate change/habitat loss with
commitment to protecting green field/belt land and focus on protecting habitats/reducing embedded carbon generally.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

No

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

Brownfield should be developed before any greenfield.

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Evidence supporting housing development targets is flawed and the targets therefore overstated as shown by CPRE and others.

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?
Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-026

What is your name? - Name

Steve Capper

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Resident of Bicester

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

Objects. Developers have had 18 months and the local residents have six weeks to respond.

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Give more time/effort to engagement, publicise more, there are so many media outlets than the traditional ones.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

Whole plan seems hidden away so that residents are not aware of the impact of this plan.

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

Wholescale building of housing/warehouses in inappropriate places seem at odds with the three themes above. Carving up whole tracts of countryside is in contravention of Theme one. Building a large Tesco and retail estate
opposite is in contravention of Theme two. Allowing massive developments (Great Lodge water park) is in contravention of Theme 3. Huge traffic disruption which are already not fit for purpose/not enough workers in the area to
support business.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Question why CDC continually allow developers to get their way, which is clearly against the objectives.

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




No
6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Lots of strategy not enough realism.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

Objects. No, if you want biodiversity stop building on countryside and agricultural land.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Objects.

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

Suggests relocating out of Bicester.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

Building more warehouses and manufacturing sites, we already have enough.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

It is a low employment area. Question why Bicester is trying to be bigger, the roads, schools, surgeries already cannot cope.

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

Objects, It should not be allowed.

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

Agrees, yes if it works like Bicester Heritage.

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

Objects, leave agriculture and the countryside as it is.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

Questions why we need tourists blocking the roads. Bicester village already causes great chaos.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Councils are trying to get us out of our cars but building retail development you have to drive to, leaving town centres unattractive so it is obviously flawed.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

There is not enough affordable housing being built (see Rep for quotes).

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

Bucknell Parish Council.

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

Comments see question 20.

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Policy is not followed (see Representation for example).

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Agrees, yes, hold the developers to account, including the building of schools and surgeries.

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Objects, They already have more than enough facilities.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

The area around Bucknell and Chesterton.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Doesn't live in Banbury.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Land should be safeguarded for wildlife/trees not more park and ride.

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Stop increasing the size of Bicester, the infrastructure cannot cope already.

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

Commments not all.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




The MOD land.

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

None except MOD land.

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

No, the park and ride is only used by Bicester Village shoppers coming by car from outside, have two train stations and too many buses running half empty

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Leave the countryside alone.
39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

None at all.

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Limit Bicester Village growth/stop the centre grinding to a halt at the railway crossing/repair the roads/enforce the parking restrictions.

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Agree, good, lots of space, very little environmental impact, not building on green land, clean industries, reasonable road access.

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

Would like to register total rejection of local plan draft regarding building of housing between North West Bicester and Bucknell (Firethorn) (see representation for reasons/details).

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




Questions why is a football club allowed to abandon it's current site and have a large environmental impact on Kidlington.

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

N/A

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

N/A

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

Leave the countryside alone.

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

Re football club, very low numbers of spectators, planning seems to being granted, not within the policy.

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

No

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?

Comments better use could be made of the old RAF Station.




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

N/A

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

N/A

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

N/A

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

N/A

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

No areas should be used for transport schemes.

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

Stop developing on them.

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

Obijects, total rejection of the Cherwell local plan draft regarding the building of housing between North West Bicester and Bucknell (Firethorn) (see Representation for reasons/examples).
63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

Questions why Bicester needs to expand, makes request to stop building on rural land.

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?

Not following CDC's own policy.




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Registers total rejection of the Cherwell local plan draft regarding the building of housing between NorthWest Bicester and Bucknell (Firethorn) (see Representation for reasons/examples).

Summary comments of all questions

Registers total rejection of CLP regarding building of housing between North West Bicester and Bucknell. That it is another land grab of beautiful countryside no benefit to residents of Bicester and surrounding villages. Consider
south of Bicester alongs




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-027

What is your name? - Name

Jane Hennell

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Area Planner

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

The Canal & River Trust

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

Plan is clearly set out and easy to understand.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Theme 1. CP2 para 3.14 request to add net zero heating and cooling opportunities using canal or river water. CP7 flooding can be caused by more than fluvial flooding. All sources (examples in Representation) should be taken into
account. EA flood maps do not necessarily accurately identify flooding from such structures. Further information can be provided if required. CP8 Early engagement and agreement from any receiving water authority must be sought
before a development proposes a discharge (examples/details in Representation).

CP 10 support. CP15 GBI there is a need to protect/enhance existing off site GBI from impact of additional use as a result of new development as well as on site GBI. An audit of existing GBI likely to be affected and mitigation
proposal for its enhancement should be provided. Voiced support for the following policies: CP17, CP18, CP19, CP21

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

CP12, The Canal & River Trust will consider proposals from developers to deliver net gains on its land (be these watercourse units or other habitat types) on a case-by-case basis. Adds that CDC should refer to Defra’s ‘Sell
biodiversity units as a land manager’ guidance. The Trust’s agreement to habitat enhancement activities being undertaken on the respondent's land will be subject to operational/management/commercial considerations.
8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

Tourism development for boating visitors such as marinas can only be located directly adjacent to the Canal. Supports the need to locate such development close to villages which can provide other facilities such as local shops and
public houses.




16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?




25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

CPA42 lists a criteria for the assessment of Sites for Gypsies/Travellers but it is not clear if it relates to travelling show people/boat dwellers. Notes that this needs further clarification. Note the intention to carry out an updated GTAA
and that thi

26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

CP 46 Trust generally supports this policy (see Representation for details). CP47 generally supported however it noted at para 3.350 a small section of towpath (part of Mill Lane, Kirtlington) is shown as public bridleway. Whilst
support of the towpath for active travel (walking /cycling), the Trust would not support use as bridleway due to the restricted width/types of surfacing which is not suitable for increased horse usage.

CP60 policy welcomes with some minor suggestions (see Representation for details). CP61 residential moorings, assumes that this policy relates to residential moorings which require planning permission for boaters to live on board
permanently, as sole residence (see Representation for queries on policy wording/ultimate control of provision/engagement with Canal & River Trust to consider policy).

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

Agrees and welcomes the aspirations. States that Canalside would benefit from mixed use development, area immediately adjacent should be developed as canal focused public realm. It would help if the route of the canal was
identified on the map.

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

CP66, GBI note that Bicester has incorrectly been mentioned. CP68 - Canalside is key gateway for those arriving by boat. Para 4.52 states that this area remains allocated for a mixed-use redevelopment, however there is now an
expectation that developme

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?




32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?




42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?

43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

Not clear why paras 6.68 and 6.69 under Green & Blue Infrastructure. In support of improvements to blue infrastructure corridor, the Trust will consider proposals from developers to deliver net gains on its land on case-by-case
basis having regard to Defra’s ‘Sell biodiversity units as a land manager’ guidance. Agreement to habitat enhancement activities will be subject to operational/management/commercial considerations. Fully support policy CP80.

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

CP76 active travel routes to include improvements towards Oxford not just local villages ie linking improvements to the existing improved towpath from Oxford. Adds that Oxford Canal/River Cherwell should be identified on the
maps.

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

Canal & River Trust wish to comment at the earliest opportunity for any future allocations which may have an impact on the Oxford Canal.

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Summary comments of all questions

States that canals and rivers maps are needed. The Trust seeks to discuss policies ahead of developments coming forward.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-028

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Banbury CAG

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

There is not enough thought into building infrastructure (GP surgeries for example) before allowing more housing.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




Proposes to shut the gateway centre or impose high parking charges there to make it unattractive and generate business in town centres.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Councils need to build more social housing.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Yes

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?

Rural villages are best places for traveller sites as they are the best places to integrate these communities.




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Banbury gateway

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

car travel needs to be deprioritised.

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

States that local rural villages could be absorbed into Banbury easily.

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

Proposes to shut the gateway centre or impose high car parking charges there. Convert castle quay to residential use eg for refugees.
Offer unused castle quay units to local community groups for free eg Banbury Shed, Banbury CAG.

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

States that no more social housing should be added in rural areas, whereas traveller sites and refugee resettlement sites could easily be added to villages.

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

Replace all crossing with zebra crossing as these give better priority to pedestrians.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No
LPR-C-029

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

States that respondents should be given longer to respond.

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

It's hard to give the vision any credence, when development after development in the Cherwell area flies in the face of these ideals. Examples given in representation.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Question whether the Council truly supports the viability and vitality of urban centres. Questions if this is a priority over the money that developers will give the district. There is nowhere for youths to meet. The town centres are
full of charity shop

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

On the railway bridge, under which there's a road to nowhere, north of Bicester. States that this was a waste of money.

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

States that public transport must keep pace with development.

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

Supportive of rural diversification. Adds that cutting the red tape that will allow struggling farms and rural enterprise to diversify.

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

There has to be associated transport infrastructure. Examples given in representation.

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




There should be hefty penalties for developers who back track, prevaricate or abandon retail centres on developments. The poor people of EImsbrook are still awaiting their 'vibrant' and 'vital' centre.

17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

These are not clear on the plans, so can't comment.

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

Developers should be held to account.

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

Yes

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

All of the areas on Greenwood in Bicester that were passed off to private ownership, and now frequently come up for sale.

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

No. Adds that there are far too many allocated on greenfield sites, without adequate infrastructure in the area.

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




South West of Bicester, close to the M40. Brownfield sites at Heyford.

34: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Bicester to accommodate new employment development?

35: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

36: Are there any other transport schemes that you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Realign Howes Lane as promised. It still appears in the plan, even though it seems to be abandoned.

37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

38: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

Concerned over sites 1 (Claremont car park) and 5 (Bicester depot) being developed for anything other than social housing and care homes. The roads cannot take the cars that housing developments would bring.

39: Is there other green and blue infrastructure you think should be delivered at Bicester?

40: Are there any other measures we should be taking to improve Bicester town centre?

Youth centres, accessible social spaces for youths.
Adds no more charity shops, barbers or coffee shops.

41: What are your views on our proposed approach to development proposals at Former RAF Bicester?

Excellent, all for it. The sympathetic developments like Sky Wave distillery are fabulous. Ensure decent, regular buses across Bicester.

Do you have any additional comments on the Bicester Area Strategy chapter?

42: What are your views on our aspirations for the Kidlington area?




43: Do you think these sites in the Kidlington area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

44: Are there any alternative housing sites for the Kidlington area you wish to suggest?

45: Do you agree with the employment sites we have selected at Kidlington to accommodate new employment development?

46: Are there any alternative sites to accommodate housing and employment needs that you think are more suitable?

47: Should this Plan adjust Green Belt boundaries in the Langford Lane area in response to recently developed land?

48: Should land for employment use be identified at London Oxford Airport?

Only if public transport is improved.

49: Do you have any comments on the transport schemes proposed for the Kidlington area?




50: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Kidlington area?

51: Do you have any comments on the green and blue infrastructure proposed for the Kidlington area?

52: Do you have any views on the proposed changes to the village centre?

53: Do you have any views on the areas of change identified?

54: Are there any other opportunity areas or sites that we should be including?

Do you have any additional comments on the Kidlington Area Strategy chapter?

55: Do you have any views on our aspirations for Heyford Park?




56: Do you agree with the local service role for Heyford Park proposed in Core Policy 3?

57: Do you think we should be considering employment uses alongside the potential allocation for more homes in the longer term at Heyford Park?

58: Do you have any comments on the potential allocation at Heyford Park?

59: Do you have any views on the principle of phased development at Heyford Park subject to implementation of the approved masterplan and the delivery of transport infrastructure?

60: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes in the Heyford area?

Do you have any additional comments on the Heyford Park Area Strategy chapter?

61: Do you have any views on our aspirations for our Rural Areas?

62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

64: Do you know of any potential new rural employment sites?

Do you have any additional comments on the Rural Areas Area Strategy chapter?

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?




Do you have any additional comments on the Implementing the Plan Chapter?

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Do you have any comments on the supporting technical evidence?

Do you have any additional comments on the Draft Local Plan Review?

States to consider the views of Bicester residents before agreeing to build 3,600 house NW of Bicester (Hawkwell), with no clear explanation or evidence of infrastructure - road upgrades/ public transport, healthcare provision,
schools.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-030

What is your name? - Name

Ben Drawer

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Acting for another person/organisation

Please provide name of person or organisation you are representing. - On behalf of

1: Do you have a view on the Plan period?

2: How could we improve the presentation of the Plan?

3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

4: Do you have any comments on the draft Vision?

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Do you have any additional comments on the Plan Vision and Objectives Chapter?




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

7: Should we seek more than 10% biodiversity net gain if this means sacrificing other requirements?

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

9: We would welcome information from local businesses and landowners that would like to expand or potentially relocate. It will help inform an Employment Land Review and the further consideration of employment land
needs.

10: Do you have any comments on our approach of focusing employment development on strategic sites at Banbury, Bicester and Kidlington?

11: What are your views on our proposed approach towards development at existing and allocated employment sites?

12: What are your views on our proposed approach towards new employment development on unallocated sites?

13: What are your views on allowing ancillary uses on employment sites?

14: What are your views on our proposed approach to rural diversification?

15: What are your views on our proposed approach to tourism development?

16: What are your views on our proposed approach to retail development and town centres?




17: Do you agree with the town centre and primary shopping frontage boundaries shown on the plans?

18: Do you agree that only within the primary shopping frontage area E use classes should be protected?

19: Do you have comments on the Housing and Economic Needs Assessment?

20: Do you have comments on our emerging housing distribution?

21: Are there any Parish Councils seeking a specific housing requirement for Neighbourhood Plans?

22: What are your views on our settlement hierarchy proposals?

23: What are your views on our suggested policy for affordable housing?

24: Would you support maximising the delivery of affordable housing, and in particular the delivery of more social rented housing, if sacrifices were made in respect of other requirements?

25: Do you agree with our approach for assessing the suitability of sites for travelling communities?




26: Would you like to propose any sites for consideration as Local Green Spaces?

Do you have any additional comments on Our Strategy for Development in Cherwell Chapter?

27: What are your views on our aspirations for the Banbury area?

28: Do you think these sites in the Banbury area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?

30: Are there other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Banbury?

Do you have any additional comments on the Banbury Area Strategy chapter?

31: What are your views on our aspirations for the Bicester area?

Voices support for seeing a lot more housebuilding in Bicester.
In favour of 'maximise opportunities for new development on previously developed land within the existing urban area, particularly in the vicinity of the town centre'. The land around Bicest

32: Do you think these sites in the Bicester area should be explored further for potential allocation for housing?

33: Are there any alternative housing sites for Bicester you wish to suggest?




Notes aspiration of it becoming easier for new developments to get approved in and around the town centre where demand is greatest and transport links are strongest.

34: Do you agree with the em