Appendix 16: Extended Consultation Summaries (Part 2)



Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-499

What is your name? - Name

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Ainscough Strategic Land

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?

Overall agreement with Core policy 35 but the strategy distribution promoted falls short of 39 homes, and additonal allocations at Bicester and Banbury will generate more transport pressures; the LPR is not yet supported by
transport modelling. Their assessment concludes that the deliverable supply is no higher than 4.1 years and suggests a higher distribution of housing should be allocated to the rural areas.

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?

Overall agreement with the objectives listed within core policy 86 but that core policy 85 provides a blanket provision of 500 dwellings across rural areas not specifying where this will go in terms of the settlement hierachy.
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?

Land to the East of Barford Road, Bloxham for 115 homes.

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?

Housing development at the site promoted will make a positive contribution to the districts sustainable growth

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-500

What is your name? - Name

Josh Plant

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Gladman Developments

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?

The council should align with the Environment Bill for a mandatory 10% BNG not higher and where this cannot be delivered on site the council should seek to work with developers to identify suitable and available sufficient local
credit to meet this.

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?

The council needs to carefully consider if a greater level of housing growth could be supported over the plan period. Welcomes the commitment to accomodate 32.8% of Oxford City's unmet need.

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

General support but suggests that a greater proportion of the housing need should be directed to rural areas.

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?

Land off Tadmarton Road, Bloxham

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?

Concerns that the whole plan viability assessment does not robustly justify the policy positions within Regulation 18 version so this must be updated. Notes that core policies 3-7 have not been adequately tested

Summary comments of all questions

Core policy 38 does not provide a strategy to meet the needs of older people over the plan period and the council should allocate specific sites to meet those needs.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No
LPR-C-501

What is your name? - Name

David Bainbridge

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Savills

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

Hallam Land Management

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

Support consideration of extending the plan period to at least 2042.

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

Would welcome the use of more digital tools to assist involvement and suggests a list of plan policies after the contents with hyperlinks to each policy. It is very lengthy and could benefit from a reduction in size.

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

There should be a comprehensive proposal to replace all existing policies with the new local plan to ensure a comprehensive plan.

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?

Support for the strategy but objects to the omission of housing sites at villages in the draft local plan.

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?

They agree with the decision to not use the standard method and welcomes the joint HENA. Nevertheless, The 25,860 should be stated as a minimum.

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

The proposed 500 new homes in the rural areas is insufficient and does not make sufficient provision.

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

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

Objection due to the type of development at the upper levels of the hierachy being restrictive, as development will only be perimitted on allocated sites which is overly restrictive for larger villages.

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

Parts are ambigous e.g. what constitutes 'exceptional circumstances'.

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?

Object to the strategy as it is not justified and would fail to deliver some strategic objectives.
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?

Land East of Adderbury.

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?

It should be explicit within the plan that it includes a contribution to Oxford City's unmet need.

Summary comments of all questions

Requesting consideration of the CIL timetable alongside the local plan to ensure spatial strategy and distribution is fully considered in the CIL charging schedule preparation. Supports CP1 but objects to CP's 2-5 as they are

ambigous and regarding net-ze




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-502

What is your name? - Name

Christopher Roberts

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Boyer Planning

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

Wates Developments

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

Reasonable to extend the plan period to 2042, but the housing requirement must extend to reflect this also

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?

CDC should carefully review any retained polcies against existing allocations.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

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

Supports the focus on the climate emergency and the creation of new commuities at sustainable locations.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

In agreement that new developments should be walkable and inclusive to create sustainable places, however these policies should be effective and feasible.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

The provision of housing and employment should be weighted towards key settlement and the plan is consistent with this.

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

BNG should deliver at least 10% but recognise more than this may not be possible in all areas.

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?

Support for employment growth in and around the larger settlements.

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?

In support of the joint HENA and agrees the move away from using the standard method. Notes that scenarios 2 and 3 are the most robust assessments.

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

The local plan does not address the levels of affordable housing identified in the evidence base. Welcomes the proposal for Cherwell to provide 33% of Oxford City's unmet need. Oxford's unmet need is likely to have been
underreported and recommends applying a 5% buffer to the identified figure, if the plan period was increased the housing requirement would need to be rolled forward.

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

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

Opposes to Chesterton being classified as a smaller village. It should have been defined as a larger village instead due to its existing services and accessability into Bicester.

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?

In agreement with the overall spatial strategy. Additional bullet points adressing the proposed greenfield allocation are required.

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

Supports proposed allocation of Land at Chesterton.

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?

Support for proposed employment on land East of M40 J9 and South of Green Lane.
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?

Supportive of CP71

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?

On CP73 that the emerging playing pitch strategy identifies shortfalls of provision to meeet football pitch need.

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?

Land south of Green Lane, Chesterton for 150 homes.

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

CP1 in support of this, development should be focused around the largest most sustainable settlements e.g. Banbury and Bicester. CP2 should be ambitous but requires further viability testing. CP3 should be more flexible as it
may not be possible for all




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-503

What is your name? - Name

Alex Munro

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Armstrong Rigg Planning

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

Manor Oak Homes

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

Value extending the plan period to 2045.

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?

Priority should be achieving affordability and balanced growth in the right places to deliver the number of homes required to provide sufficent choice to buyers.

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 growth in Banbury considering its role at the districts largest and most sustainble settlement and there is too much proposed development in Bicester in comparison.

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

BNG at 10% is mandatory for a reason so a 20% would need to be justified to demonstrate local habitat plights are more desperate than the general national permission.

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?

In support to uplift the annual housing requirement and supports scenario 4.

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

There is an imbalance of planned growth between Banbury and locations at the South and there is little justification to confirm why this distribution is appropriate.

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

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

Supports inclusion of Banbury at the top of the hierachy.

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?

There should be no need to 'trade off' affordable housing provision against other requirements, an increase In the annual planned housing requirement would begin achieving this.

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?

Lacks ambition and restricts needed growth here.

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

Lack of aspirations for growth at Banbury and there should be more development.

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

LPR62 Land North of Hanwell Fields, Banbury for 400 dwellings.

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?

The Moors Green Belt release is unjustified.

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-504

What is your name? - Name

David Bainbridge

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Savills

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

Richborough and Lone Star Land

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

Questions whether it would be considered to bring the regulation 19 consultation forward to bring formal submission before Jan 2025. In support of considering extension to at least 2042.

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

Would be beneficial to use more digital tools e.g. listing planning policies after the contents with hyperlinks. Considers the plan lengthy and could benefit from a reduction in size.

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

Request a comprehensive proposal to replace all existing policies with the new local plan.

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?

Support for joint HENA commisioning but the 25,860 homes should be stated as a minimum and there should be acknowledgment that Oxford City's unmet needs are unconfirmed.

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

Not appropriate as it The focus for development is at Bicester and does not properly account for Heyford Park as a sustainable growing settlement.

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

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

Comments in support, particularly the identification of Heyford Park as a local service centre.

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

Parts of the policy are unclear and may need rewording.

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?

CP37 and CP38 are unclear and ambigous

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?

Comments in support of the vision for Heyford Park and the overall spatial strategy. It is not justified to seek additional development later in the plan period at land south of Heyford Park.




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

Notes agreement that Heyford Park is identified as a local service centre.

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?

Need for flexibility in terms of the location for safeguarded land.

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

Support for the site development template for LPR42A but this lists key constraints which have already been addressed.

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?

Welcomes recognition of the need to monitor measure and review but does not deem CP87 to be sufficient as it does not define measurable triggers or deliverable actions. Notes absence of explanation of the process and timing
proposed for review of the emer
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?

Requests consideration of the implications of the timetable for CIL and the draft local plan, considering the draft plan is fully considered in preparation of the CIL charging schedule.

Summary comments of all questions

Support for CP1 but not CP2-5 - they are ambigous and the net-zero policy goes past current government policy which has not yet been justified. Questions why DP1 is in the middle of core policies. Considers CP24 not being
justified under NPPF as the polic




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-505

What is your name? - Name

Charles Ross

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?

Any development considered should be greenfield as the very last resort, noting the available brownfield land at Graven Hill.

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

Objects to further housing at Bicester questioning if there is a need for more housing due to the amount recently experienced and the lack of facilities to support.

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-506

What is your name? - Name

Peter Twemlow

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

DP9 Limited

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

Value Retail Management (Bicester Village) Limited

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?

High support for the principles of creating a highly sustainable, connected, flexible economy which supports growth.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Supports reducing a dependency on cars as long as the relevant investment in public transport comes forward in parallel.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

The strategy is supported and aligned with Value Retail's aspirations.

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?

Supports the continued expansion of tourism development.

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




Support for the continued positive expansion of retail uses in Bicester, suggests CP32 could benefit from explicitly recognising the existing retail offer at Bicester village.

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?

Strong support for the overal strategy, in particular the recognition for the need of sustainable growth focussed around public transport projects.

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?

Support for aspirations to deliver transport infrastructure to improve connectivity.

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?

Support in principle for providing new green connections through corridors in/around Bicester but would appreciate understanding which areas of land are being considered for safeguarding to ensure it does not compromise future
plans.

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-507

What is your name? - Name

Benjamin Hillier

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Bure Park FC

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 good timescale but there are major shortfalls which need addressing in the next 5 yrs.

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

There needs to be a greater focus on sport/recreational facilities.

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

Questions where the latest playing pitch strategy is.

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?

Not enough clear objectives around sport and recreation facility development.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

More space for sports and recreation facilities.

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?

More technology companies.

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?

More realistic affordable housing for first time buyers.

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?

Needs more sports facilities.

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?

The aspirations are good.

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

Not without consideration of appropriate infrastructure first.

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?

Yes, there is a massive shortfall in suitable sports facilities in 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?

Make business rates more affordable.

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

Good idea as long as the rent is affordable.

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

There is a shortfall in suitable sport facilities.

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?

Questions where the playing pitch strategy document is.

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-508

What is your name? - Name

Michael Lowndes

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Lichfields UK

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

North Oxford Golf Course (PR6b) Landowner Group.
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?

The proposed retention of PR6b is welcomed and supported. The landowner is interested in bringing forward the land for development at the earliest opportunity.

Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

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

It shares and supports the vision but The vision should explicitly recognise the role that adjoining urban area of Oxford plays in driving economic success in the district.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

Overall support, suggests ammendments to SO10 so it is drafted in a way to recognise that Cherwell is also helping to meet Oxford's growing housing need.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Broadly in support for the spatial strategy including the emphasis on Kidlington's role in bringing forward new homes to meet Oxford's need.

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?

Broad support for the HENA findings and welcomes the conclusion that there is a need above the minimum level from the standard method. Cautiously agrees that scenario 3 is appropriate but It should be clear that these figures
are a minimum.

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?

The suggested policy suggests an inappropriately rigid split between social and affordable rented housing and that the form and tenure of affordable housing should be more flexible. Recommends that CP36 is adjusted to allow this.

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?




Support for the aspirations that the Kidlington area will deliver 4,400 homes to help Oxford's unmet need.

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

PR6b can provide further opportunities to help meet the housing need through inensification of development to result in additional housing at the site.

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?

Comments in support of the delivery of infrastructure to improve the choice and attractiveness of active and public transport options.




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?

It is important that the timetables for Cil and the Local Plan are properly coordinated and subject to public consultation. Broad support for CP1-5 but Concern than CP2,3,4,5 are poorly drafted and ambigous. Any carbon offsetting
scheme should be carefully devised, evidenced and subject to public consultation.

Summary comments of all questions




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-509

What is your name? - Name

Mr Alan Lodwick

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Kidlington Development Watch

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

Kidlington Development Watch

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?

Concern about the increase in proposed land allocated for the expansion of Begbroke Science Park. If this theme continues across the county, there could be an over-provision of employment 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?

The HENA exaggerates the housing need resulting in issues achieving a 5yr land supply. The council should adopt a lower housing requirement based on the standard method.

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

There is confusion between 'Kidlington' and 'Kidlington area' meaning there is very little housing being provided in Kidlington itself. Notes the partial review sites are to meet Oxford's need but this makes an 'artificial distinction' as
housing cannot be reserved for Oxford, so this is unrealistic. Hence, there is no justification for the further 900 homes proposed.

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?

Stratfield Brake and requests reconsideration for Bury Moor Fields and St Mary's Conservation Area Green Space.

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?




Enough homes are being provided through the partial review sites. Supports improvement of public transport and safer cycle/pedestrian routes, however, need council to acknowledge the need for car movements.

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

Land behind The Moors and land SouthEast of Woodstock should not be explored further for potential housing allocation. Objects to the Moors due to it being in the Green Belt and due to the recreational and biodiversity value it
has.

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?
Begbroke Science park site has proposed an increase in floor space from 46,000 swm to 155,000 sgm and suggests this should be taken into account due to a substatial increase in employment. Questions if there is going to be a

demand for such a large amount

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?

Objection to the development whilst it was in the Green Belt, but as it is partially developed whether or not it is in the green belt does not matter.

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?

Welcome the projects proposed in the Green and Blue infrastructure and promotes a reference to the Green ring promoted by KPC.

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

Supports core policy 44 that Green Belt boundaries will be retained and requests that there are no more revisions to the boundaries. Kidlington infill housing- policy to control redevelopment to apartments requires a policy or
design guide to address isss




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-510

What is your name? - Name

Grant Haly

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?




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

Opposes to The Moors.

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-511

What is your name? - Name

Paul Derry

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Santec UK Ltd

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

Central Land Holdings

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?

So as to provide a choice of well-designed market and affordable homes it would be appropriate to consider a range of locations.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

It should be recognised that sustainable location may be locations that do not fall within the appropriate category in the settlement hierachy but are suitable due to facilities, services and public transport links.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

It is appropriate to avoid unplanned development in the countryside, but only if sufficient land is allocated to avoid this. Site allocations in rural areas are more likely to come forward quickly with less complications.

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

10% BNG should be a minimum but exceeding this should not be mandatory.

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?

The proposed strategy is reliant on large sites at strategic locations but if there are any delays to delivery this would affect the ability to demonstrate a Syear supply.

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?

The council must strike a balance in its policies to ensure that sites are not made unviable by setting unrealistic policy targets.

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?

Site allocation is an effective way to ensure housing trajectory is met, as well as providing opportunities for provision of local green space.

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?

It makes no reference to promotion of development on previously developed land so does not align with requirements of CP24.
62: Do you support our preliminary proposals for housing in our rural areas?

There is more scope for dwellings in rural areas than the plan implies. The settlement hierachy should recognise that smaller settlements could benefit from some additional housing.

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

Land at Sugarswell Lane, Shenington.

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-512

What is your name? - Name

Alan Divall

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Walsingham Planning

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

L&Q Estates

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

The proposed timetable is lengthy and should be condensed to ensure the plan is adopted as soon as possible.

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

There should be a section listing the proposed policies in the plan and it would have been helpful for the mapping to use the same format as the adopted 2015 plan and 2020 partial review to compare sites and boundaries.

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?

Emphasis on addressing climate change will require planning officers to be trained in how to assess new policies/projects regarding this. More detail needed on how any carbon offsetting fund will operate. There should be a viability
assessment of the proposals and that conservation target areas were not identified and agreed in conjunction with the landowners. There has not been a transport assessment which should be a priority.

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

No, but a balance needs to be found. Notes the carbon fund proposed is unnecesary and that there is no justification presented.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

Identification of the proposed employment sites is welcomed. The plan should be explicit about the need to have a containment strategy where provision of employment sites are alongside housing to reduce need for travel.

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?

They welcome the joint HENA. Notes the importance of demonstrating a 5 year supply, and that it is not clear if this is being delivered.

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?

Comments in support, that Banbury should remain at the top of the hierachy.

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

It is unclear if assessment of the anticipated impact of the policy has been undertaken and than more housing is needed to enable a higher volume of 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?

A full viability assessment of the requirements is needed. Concern about CP87 regarding what the measurable triggers are to adress identifying alternative deliverable sites if there is a shortfall in housing delivery.

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?

Supports LPR52

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

Wykham Park Farm, Banbury for 625 homes.

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-513

What is your name? - Name

Matthew Morris

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Avison Young (UK) Limited

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

ALDI Stores Ltd

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?

There is a disproportionate strategy for Bicester regarding employment compared to the other settlements in the district. Suggests that the entire of Bicester 4 allocation should not be included and should be ammended to remove
areas not part of the outli

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

The 12-month marketing period for existing employment sites being reassigned for alternative use should not be the sole test, and should be combined with other tests e.g. supply and demand and characteristics. Notes that CP26
should be redrafted to consid

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?

In support of the policy but questions the justification for the policy to exclude foodstore uses.

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?

Core policy 32 should not suggest that all retail development outside Bicester town centre should be resisted.

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-514

What is your name? - Name

James McAllister-Jones

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Thakeham Homes Ltd

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?

Recommends the period is extented to at least 2042.

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

The plan is simple and straightforward to follow and understand.
3: Do you have any comments on our draft proposals for retaining/saving existing policies?

Supports that policies in the 1996 and 2015 plans are replaced to ensure terminology is in line with national guidance and policies are identifiable in a single document.
Do you have any additional comments on the Introduction Chapter?

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

In full support of the vision and to achieve this allocations should be made specifically for new sustainable communities.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

In support of the objectives.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

In support of district wide strategy to reduce emissions, raise design standards and improve the built environment. Agrees that housing and employment should be focused at Bicester and Banbury before less sustainable rural
locations are considered.

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

Supports the 10% BNG; if increases beyond this are considered this would need to be reviewed regarding the impacts on viability of development. Notes habitat creation e.g. swift bricks do not add to BNG calculation, but are
important- so should be recognised.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

The current approach will not achieve the requirements in the HENA for employment hence, more land should be identified for empoyment.

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?

The approach is appropriate due to the existing transport connectivity and access to workforce which would not be possible if a remote site was identified.

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

Insufficient employment land has been identified, and promotes alocation at South Bicester for 6ha employment.

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?

Welcomes ancillary uses to support existing employment and attract future businesses.

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

There should be a policy to encourage flexibility for employment uses to support the rural economy. Welcomes 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?




Supports hierachy of town centres for new retail development.

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?

The strategy has been based on the economic baseline position, which they do not believe is the correct approach and should be higher e.g. economic development-led approach.

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

Support focusing new development in the three main settlements but suggests a disproportionate amount has been allocated at Heyford Park, as a smaller settlement. Questions where the rural sites will be and recommends these
are allocated.

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

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

In support of the inclusion of a settlement hierachy and supports identification of Bicester and Banbury as the primary locations for growth. Recommends the hierachy is amended to reflect the current sizes of each settlement to
reflect the demand for home

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

In support of the 30% requirement for affordable housing but notes the wording is unclear regarding first homes as it currently reads that first homes should be in addition to the 35% making a 55% affordable target which is
unreasonable.

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?

There needs to be a balance in delivery of all housing tenures.

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?

In support of vision to support further growth at Banbury.

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

In support of continuing to include sites previously allocated in the 2015 plan but recognises that there is a shortfall of 731 units from the target number in CP34 and that these cannot be delivered through windfall. Additional sites
should be allocated

29: Are there any alternative housing sites for Banbury you wish to suggest?
Land west of Southam Road (Hanwell Rise) for 150 net zero carbon homes.

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

CP64 suggests safeguarding land near Southam Road for MS$0 changes but there is no map showing the safeguarded area.

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

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

Supports aspiration to achieve high quality development whilst providing jobs and infrastructure.

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

No objection to the inclusion of these sites but there should be more allocations around Bicester due to unsustainability of locations at Heyford and Kidlington.

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




Land at south Bicester 2,850 net zero homes.

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

Supports identification of new employment land close to the road network and suggests there should be a variety of employment spaces around Bicester to accommodate existing and future opportunities.

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

Land at south Bicester.

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

No, but Thakeham's proposals at south Bicester includes delivery of the south-east link road, hence this allocation will deliver key infrastructure.
37: Are there any other areas of land that you think should be safeguarded for transport schemes at Bicester?

No, but Thakeham's proposals at south Bicester includes delivery of the south-east link road, hence this allocation will deliver key infrastructure.

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

Support enhancing green and blue infrastructure but more could be supported than currently proposed.

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, in support of measures in CP74.

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

In support of conservation-led proposals for 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?




In support of Kidlington being a local service centre. Any further allocations should be in accordance with the strategic aims of the plan.

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

Any new allocations should be in accordance with the plan principles and should be in sustainable locations with good access to infrastructure.

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

No, allocations identified will be sufficient housing for a local service settlement of Kidlington's scale.

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

Yes, and supports new employment space at Begbroke Science park.

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

Yes, but not in Kidlington, promotes land at South Bicester.

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

Yes, the boundary should be amended to reflect the edge of the existing settlement.

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

Including further employment land would result in encroachment into the Green Belt and closer to Woodstock, risking coalescence.

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

In support of aspiration to improve public transport infrastructure but increasing service and shelter numbers does not make public transport a quicker or easier option. Promotes introducing bus lanes and bus priority junctions to
reduce reliance on cars.




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

No, other than priority bus routes.

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?

No due to Green Belt constraints and the substantial number already allocated - any further development would adversely impact the landscape and cause a strain on infrastructure and services.

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 scale of the development is not in-keeping with the aims of the plan and that there are more sustainable sites in the higher order settlements.




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

No, it is a small settlement similar in size to many larger villages and should be classified as such.

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

Any development should only be considered with the previously devveloped land, but transport infrastructure should be in place to support this to ensure it is a sustainable location.

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

The proposal discusses 'wider public transport improvements' but does not suggest how this will be funded, delivered and if bus companies want to support this approach.

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 new development should occur until all infrastructure works have been implemented. No new residential development should be focused here until new employment has been identified.

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?

No, as there are no site specific allocations in the local plan which is making us reliant on neighbourhood plans coming forward.

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?

Welcome the commitment to continued annual monitoring but notes the language for contingency measures are not definitive enough, there needs to be a more decisive in identifying alternative deliverable sites.




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

Promotes land at South Bicester.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-515

What is your name? - Name

Louise Steele

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Framptons Planning

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

Hallam Land

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?

Support for retaining Banbury 4 but CP34 identifies a housing need of 25,860 which allocations fall 39 houses short of

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?

The strategy is unambitous and should refer to additional growth not 'limited additional growth' at Banbury.

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

The 10% is consistent with the Environment Act 2021 but The 20% is not justified and should be removed.

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?

Supportive of a trend-based approach but any shortfall should be seen as a minimum as it is calculated against an untested housing target. The economic led scenario is overly optimistic of the present economic conditions.

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

In overall agreement. Housing should be directed to the edges of the main towns but more sites should be allocated.

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

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

In support, particularly Banbury as a focus for development and It is consstent with national policy.

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

Housing growth will drive housing prices down and allocating more sites will allow for the delivery of 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?

The tenure and type of affordable homes should be determined on a site by site basis.

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?

More housing should be allocated 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?

Sites should be additional not alternative, promoted land adjacent to Bankside Phase 2 Banbury for 260 dwellings.

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

Support CP40 but self-build and custom build should only be required on the site if there is a clear market need in the Banbury area. On CP1-4 that the council should follow national policy as differing policies slow down
housebuilding. Comments in suppor




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-516

What is your name? - Name

Stephen Brett

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?




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

Ensure brownfield land is reviewed and considered over greenfield.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-517

What is your name? - Name

Alan Vincent

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?




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

Need to look at brownfield sites, and good quality apartment blocks should be provided.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-518

What is your name? - Name

Alice and Alan Bowmaker

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?




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

Need to reconsider using brownfield sites not greenfield to prevent erosion of countryside and ruin of rural roads.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-519

What is your name? - Name

Amanda Darley

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?




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

Ensure brownfield land at Heyford Park is reviewed for new homes instead of greenfield.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LRP-C-520

What is your name? - Name

Ann Lesley Milroy

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?




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

Brownfield land should be prioritised at Heyford Park over greenfield.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-521

What is your name? - Name

Anne Facciol

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?




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

Use brownfield land at Heyford Park.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-522

What is your name? - Name

Anthea Unsworth

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?




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

Objection to building on greenfield land when there is a large brownfield site (Heyford Park) available.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-523

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?




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

The ecotown principles need strengthening to ensure proper adherance with principles. Traffic infrastructure should match growth of homes and the housing numbers proposed are too high, as are the housing densities.
Brownfield land, e.g. at Heyford Park, s




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-524

What is your name? - Name

Jane Olds

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Launton Parish Council

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

Launton Parish Council

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

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

No view.

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

One of the best that has been done, but there are some typos and maps are poor quality. Notes the colour coding is useful.

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?

The vision is aspirational rather than realistic.

5: Do you have any observations on our objectives?

They make sense.

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




6: Do you have any comments on our strategy?

Directing development at the larger villages will threaten their character and deprives the smaller villages of becoming more sustainable.

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

Unable to answer without knowing what requirements would be sacrificed.

8: Should we identify further land for employment?

No, but any identified land should be readily accessible to the local workforce with infrastructure and transport.

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 seems sensible but sites must be sustainably chosen.

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

CP26 seems sensible.

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

CP27 seems sensible.

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

It is acceptable.

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

It is a sensible approach.

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

CP31 does not specify if all items on the list should apply or only some.

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




It is sensible, but needs to be enforceable.

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

The Dean's Court shopping area in Bicester town centre has not been included.

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

Yes.

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

They lack the expertise to comment here.

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

Concern about the 800 houses south east of Wretchwick Green which will come very close to Launton and will have a detrimental effect.

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

No.

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

The village designations should be reviewed regularly and meet a specific set of criteria on services available. A larger village now may have no facilities in a few years. Requests fixed definitions on what constitutes each designation.

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

It should not be less than 30%, and ideally more.

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?

This cannot be answered without knowing sacrifices being considered but do support maximising delivery of affordable housing.

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?

Nothing in Launton.

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

CP43 and CP45 are important for retaining the character of the villages and providing a buffer between settlements.

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?

It is aspirational and says the right things.

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

Sites 1 and 3 are unsustainable, site 1 should not be part of Bicester and site 3 will have to be carefully designed to avoid coalescence with Launton.

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?

They make more sense than the housing allocations.
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?

Infrastructure for Sustrans Route 51 ends at bridge at Launton and should be improved.

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?

Nothing specific.

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?

In reality people will want to continue driving to Bicester and reducing parking facilities will threaten Bicester's viability.

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

Proposed approach is laudable.

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?

Objection to directing development solely to larger villages.

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

They seem sensible subject to consultation being held with the 11 larger villages about the allocations for the 500 dwellings.
63: Are there any potential rural housing sites you wish to suggest?

Not in Launton.

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

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

Additional consultation with the 11 larger villages should be a prerequisite to regl9.

65: Do you have any comments on these measures?

There is nothing stating the housing being phased over the life of the plan.




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

66: Do you have any comments on the appendices?

Maps are poor quality and difficult to read, and there should be an explanation comparing the timescales involved in categorising deliverable and developable sites. There is no Launton road in Launton, Pg276 definition of Launton is
incorrect.

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-525

What is your name? - Name

Bridget Lewis

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?




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

Greenfield should not be developed over brownfield sites e.g. Heyford Park.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-526

What is your name? - Name

Carole Cutcliffe

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?




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

Use brownfield at Heyford Park.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-527

What is your name? - Name

Clive Wilkinson

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?




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

New housing should be at brownfield e.g. Heyford Park not greenfield.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-528

What is your name? - Name

Daniel Rhodes and Jennifer de Beyer

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?




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

Brownfield sites e.g. Heyford Park should be developed first.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-529

What is your name? - Name

David and Beryl Greenwood

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?




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

Brownfield sites e.g. Heyford Park should be developed first and that road systems cannot cope with the increased traffic from new development.




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-530

What is your name? - Name

Chris Seal

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?




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

The ecotown principles need strengthening to ensure proper adherance with principles. Notes traffic infrastructure should match growth of homes and that the housing numbers proposed are too high, as are the housing
densities. Brownfield land e.g. at Heyfo




Consultation Statement

Rep ID No

LPR-C-531

What is your name? - Name

Derek Dudley

What is your organisation (if applicable)? - Organisation

Are you submitting On behalf of another person or organisation? - Act