
Appendix 4 Relevant Objections 

1. 
From: Cathy MAYCOCK   
Sent: 23 May 2026 08:53 
To: Licensing (CDC) <Licensing@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk> 
Subject: Street Trading Bowmont Square Bicester 
 
Sirs,  
 
I have received notification regarding an application for a street trading licence in Bowmont Square, 
Bicester. 
 
I would like to object for the following reasons. 
 
Litter - the green area alongside the car park and the "Danger Field" wildlife reserve opposite already 
suffer from excessive litter, from purchases at the local shops  This is likely to become worse. 
 
Footfall - this is an extremely busy car park which overflows into local streets already.  Passing trade 
causes traffic congestion at busy (morning & evening) times.  Another outlet could extend the more 
congested times into later evenings. 
 
There are 2 convenience stores already alongside, both selling snacks, sandwiches, soft drinks 
etc.  There is an established hot food outlet (Fish & Chips, hot pies, burgers) in the current row of 
shops. 
 
The Shakespeare pub shares the car park and is very popular for meals, which already attracts a large 
number of cars and footfall to the area. 
 
The siting of an additional food outlet would only serve to attract higher footfall and possibly more 
vehicles to an already very busy area.  
 
Local streets are already affected by car park overflow, please do not inflict more of the same on local 
residents. 
 
Regards 
C Maycock 
 

2. 

From: AJ Brunt   
Sent: 29 May 2026 20:04 
To: Licensing (CDC) <Licensing@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk>; Licensing@cherwell--dc.gov.uk 
Subject: The Wrap Shack Application for Street Trading Licence at Bowmont Square Bicester 

To whom it may concern, I object to the grant of any licence for The Wrap Shack as there are already two 
stores (Tesco and Premier), a Fish and Chip shop and a Pub (The Shakespeare) at the proposed location. 
These provide hot and cold food and non-alcoholic drinks amongst many other items. Another business is 
unnecessary and would only increase the amount of littering and anti-social behaviour. 

AJ Rose 



3. 
 
From: Christopher Russell-Gray   
Sent: 05 June 2026 22:45 
To: Licensing (CDC) <Licensing@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk> 
Subject: Objection to THE WRAP SHACK BICESTER 
 
Hi,  
 
I would like to object to “THE WRAP SHACK” reading in BOWMONT SQUARE car park in Bicester.  
 
I feel like this would cause extra anti social behaviour in the area especially as there is already enough 
of this from the pub. When drunk people are gathering around a food van, things will become heated 
much quicker.  
 
The amount of rubbish in the area is already at a state that is in manageable and this would just 
further add to this.  
 
I believe that the items they serve (looking at a menu posted online) the smell of grease and kebabs 
will further make the area unbearable for us local residents.  
 
Sound and noise levels would also be higher and a nuisance for local residents from the increased 
level of people crowding in an area as well as the noise coming from the generator to run all the 
equipment in the van.  
 
With the above mentioned reasons, I think it would be unjustifiable to allow this trader to be in this car 
park.  
 
We recently said the same thing about another food van and I know he was told by the council that he 
couldn’t trade there so I hope this has the same effect.  
 
Kind regards 
Chris Russell.  
 
 
4. 
 
From: lesley beagent   
Sent: 06 June 2026 19:15 
To: Licensing (CDC) <Licensing@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk> 
Subject: Response to the application for THE WRAP SHACK for a licence as a street trader 

 Dear Sir 

I am writing in response to the application by Laurentiu Daniel Turean trading as THE WRAP SHACK for a 
licence as a street trader in Bowmont Square  car park Bicester OX26 2GJ, Monday to Sunday 14:00 to 
22:00. The application is to trade hot and cold food and non-alcoholic beverages. 

I have several objections to this application. Firstly, there are already several establishments selling food 
and drinks on the square, namely the Shakespeare Pub, the fish and chip shop and two supermarkets. This 
is a residential area. There are no nearby offices, factories or businesses who might require lunch or 
snacks, so a fast-food van is not required.  Another supplier is not needed and would impinge on the 
slender profits of the sellers already trading there. Secondly, the carpark is already congested with 



shoppers, people attending the community centre, pub customers and children using the adjacent 
playground. An additional vehicle would occupy precious space making parking even more difficult and the 
vicinity dangerous for visitors. Lastly, and most importantly for those visiting the existing shops later in the 
day, the van would encourage gangs to hang around causing anti-social behaviour as has been experienced 
in other parts of the town.   

Yours faithfully 

Lesley Beagent 

5. 

I wish to object to the planning application for a hot and cold food van at the car park off Shakespeare Drive, 
Bicester. 

 

My objections are as follows: 

 

1. This location is in a residential area; not a large retail park, to which I believe it would be better suited. 
There are 3 shops and a pub, all of which already sell food. A further ‘shack’ is superfluous. 

2. Concern regarding litter, smell and noise generated by the unit, causing unwanted disturbance to 
residents in the area. 

3. The proposal to use the car parking area for retail purposes is quite frankly beyond belief in my opinion. 
Residents taxes pay for the upkeep of the car park for their use, a designated car parking area. In addition to 3 
shops and a pub, there is also a community hall, all of these require a safe place to park. I do not believe 
residents should be subsidising a private business to use a public place for their business. 

4. The car parking area is is well used. 

5. There is also an ATM located adjacent to the car parking area: the possible gathering of large groups of 
people in the area would be an intimidating factor to the users of the ATM, especially at night. 

6. The car parking area is also adjacent to a recreational play area. I object on the grounds that a fast food 
van is inappropriate and unnecessary. There is national concern regarding unhealthy eating increasing in young 
people; the irony of a fast food van being next to a young people’s play area seems absurd. Surely the council 
should be supporting the adoption of healthy eating, not promoting it. 

 

I attach some photographs of the car parking area taken just after 2pm on 1.6.26 to illustrate my response. 

 

J. Gilson 



 

 



 




