






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Person
ID

Full Name

Company /
Organisation

Agent
ID

Agent's
Full Name

Agent Company
/ Organisation

Plan
Soundness

Comment
Category

Comment Summary

Officer Response

Council will monitor the effectiveness and
implementation of the Local Plan 2031: Part 2 for
each policy. The Council recognises that appropriate
action will need to be taken if implementation of the
plan OR ITS ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL
POLICIES is clearly off track.

Core Policy 47a: Delivery and Contingency

v. ADOPTING APPROPRIATE PREVENTATIVE OR
REMEDIAL MEASURES OR (IF IRREVERSIBLE)
COMPENSATORY IF ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION IS LESS EFFECTIVE THAN IT
SHOULD BE.

Appendix N
Insert following environmental monitoring measures:

OVERALL ENVIRONMENT: NUMBER OF
APPLICATIONS APPROVED CONTRARY TO
EXTERNAL AND/OR INTERNAL TECHNICAL
ADVICE

LANDSCAPE GREEN BELT AND DARK SKIES:

e AONB: NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS PASSED

CONTRARY TO ADVICE OF N WESSEX DOWNS
AONB PARTNERSHIP; NUMBER OF
APPLICATIONS AFFECTING NWD AONB THAT
ARE SCHEDULE 2 DEVELOPMENT UNDER EIA
REGULATIONS AND NUMBER OF SCREENING
OPINIONS ISSUED; NUMBER OF
APPLICATIONS CLASSED AS ‘MAJOR
DEVELOPMENT’ IN NWD AONB AND
PROPORTION APPROVED
GENERAL LANDSCAPE: AREA OVER WHICH
DEVELOPMENT-BASED LANDUSE CHANGE
WOULD LEAD TO ALTERATION OF
a) LANDSCAPE CHARACTER TYPE
BOUNDARIES AND
b) HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTER TYPES;
EXTENT OF CHANGE TO OR LOSS OF PRE-
19TH CENTURY HLC TYPES
DARK SKIES: NUMBER OF DARK SKIES
DESIGNATIONS (DISCOVERY SITES, AREAS,
COMMUNITIES ETC.) RECOGNISED WITHIN OR
PARTLY WITHIN THE COUNCIL’S AREA;
CHANGES TO CPRE DARK SKIES QUALITATIVE
MAPPING; EXTENT OF LIGHT POLLUTION
REDUCTION MEASURES INTRODUCED ON
ROADS AND HOUSING AREAS; NUMBER OF
DARK SKIES COMMUNITY EVENTS;
ASTRONOMERS’ MONITORING OF VISIBILITY
OF KEY STAR CLUSTERS ON CLEAR NIGHTS
GREEN BELT: NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS
APPROVED THAT TRIGGER THE TEST OF
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Agent Company
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Plan
Soundness

Comment
Category

Comment Summary

Officer Response

‘VERY SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES’; NUMBER
OF CASES WHERE THE TEST OF ‘VERY
SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES’ RELATES TO SO-
CALLED ‘FALL-BACK’ POSITIONS ARISING
FROM PERMITTED DEVELOPMENT
PROPOSALS OR POTENTIAL OPTIONS

Development Policies 36 to 39 (Historic Environment):

e CONSERVATION AREAS: NUMBER OF
CONSERVATION AREAS AND PROPORTION
WITH UP-TO-DATE APPRAISALS; NUMBER OF
CA APPLICATIONS THAT ENHANCE A CA,
NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS THAT DETRACT
FROM CA CHARACTER OR RESULT IN LOSS
OF OPEN SPACE THAT CONTRIBUTES TO
CHARACTER; NUMBER OF CASES AFFECTING
THE SETTING OF A CA BY DEVELOPING
COUNTRYSIDE IMMEDIATELY BORDERING
HISTORIC SETTLEMENT.

e LISTED BUILDINGS AND LOCALLY LISTED
BUILDINGS: NUMBER OF LISTED BUILDING
CONSENT APPLICATIONS INVOLVING LOSS OF
FABRIC AND/OR CHARACTER NOT OFFSET BY
BENEFICIAL CHANGES; NUMBER OF
APPLICATIONS NOTIFIABLE TO HISTORIC
ENGLAND AND AMENITY SOCIETIES; NUMBER
OF APPLICATIONS INVOLVING HARM ONLY
JUSTIFIABLE ON BASIS OF BEING CLEARLY
OUTWEIGHED BY SUBSTANTIAL PUBLIC
BENEFITS; NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS IN
WHICH SETTING ISSUES ARE AN ADVERSE
MATERIAL CONSIDERATION,;

e REGISTERED PARKS AND GARDENS:
NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS INVOLVING LOSS
OF FABRIC AND/OR CHARACTER NOT OFFSET
BY BENEFICIAL CHANGES; NUMBER OF
APPLICATIONS NOTIFIABLE TO HISTORIC
ENGLAND AND AMENITY SOCIETY;

e SCHEDULED MONUMENTS AND
ARCHAEOLOGY: NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS
REQUIRING SCHEDULED MONUMENT
CONSENT FOR LOSS OF FABRIC; NUMBER OF
APPLICATIONS REQUIRING DESK STUDIES,
FIELD EVALUATION/SURVEY AND FULL
INVESTIGATION; NUMBER OF EXCAVATIONS
OVER 20M 2

o + RECORDING AND INVESTIGATION: NUMBER
OF APPLICATIONS INVOLVING RECORDING
AND INVESTIGATION ACCORDING TO
HERITAGE ASSET TYPE; VOLUME OF
STORAGE SPACE IN PUBLIC REPOSITORIES
REQUIRED FOR INVESTIGATION ARCHIVES;
NUMBER OF INVESTIGATIONS PUBLISHED (BY
TYPE OF PUBLICATION)

827932

Julie
Mabberley

Wantage and
Grove

No

Monitoring
Framework -

One comment suggests that the wording for the
Monitoring Framework has been written in the passive

The actions set out with the Monitoring Framework to
support the Part 2 plan are consistent with the actions
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Campaign
Group

comments on
style of text

tense, and should be changed to be line with other
actions in the framework:

Comment has suggested an amendment to the
actions, in relation to Development Policies, as set out
in the Appendix N: Monitoring Framework as follows:
“Liaise with relevant stakeholders to determine
challenges-around-the-PROGRESS delivery of policy”

contained in the Monitoring Framework for the
adopted Part 1 plan.
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Appendices

Appendix A — Site Development Templates: General Requirements

Person Full Name | Company / Agent Agent's Agent Company | Plan Comment Comment Summary Officer Response
ID Organisation ID Full Name | / Organisation Soundness | Category
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No Consistency of | The response highlights a minor inconsistency in Noted. The Council agrees that this Additional
Breith Buckinghamshire wording language between the Introduction to Appendix A and | Modification is helpful to provide internal consistency
and Oxfordshire Core Policies 8a and 15a in relation to stakeholder and clarity. The words "AND OTHER
Wildlife Trust engagement in the master planning process. It is STAKEHOLDERS" are proposed to be added to the
suggested that wording is made consistent and that third paragraph on page 1 of Appendix A. This is
the words "AND OTHER STAKEHOLDERS" are described within the Additional Modifications
added to the Appendix A introduction. Schedule.
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No Ecological It is suggested that the proposed allocations have not | Baseline Ecological Surveys have been undertaken
Breith Buckinghamshire Surveys been informed by baseline ecological surveys. These | by the Site Promoters and reviewed by Council
and Oxfordshire are needed to help determine the sustainability and officers. The Council is not aware of any constraints
Wildlife Trust capacity of the proposed developments. that would preclude development coming forward.
The NPPF states that policies within a local plan must | Within the general requirements in appendix A of the
be based upon adequate up-to-date evidence. A lack | Local Plan 2031 Part 2, there is a requirement for
of ecological surveys means the allocations within the | developers to produce an Ecological Impact
Local Plan are not compliant with the NPPF. Assessment to accompany any planning applications.
They will be considered in further detail to inform the
final proposals.
1099907 | Liz Education & Education The Education and Skills Funding Agency welcomes The Council note the support for the wording within
Pickering Skills Funding the opportunity to comment on the Local Plan. They the policies and the site development templates.
Agency aim to work closely with planning authorities and local | Oxfordshire County Council are the Education
education departments to meet the need and demand | authority within the County and the Council will
for new school places and new schools. continue to work with them and other key
They hope the comments submitted are helpful in stakeholders to ensure education facilities and
finalising the Local plan with specific regards to the services are made available to accommodate the
provision of land for new schools. They would like to | expected growth.
continue working with the Council in developing a The County Council have prepared up to date
sound Local Plan which will aid in the delivery of new | evidence to inform planning for pupil places across
schools within the area. Oxfordshire and this has been used by the County
Their specific comments include: Council to inform their responses to the emerging
plan.
The idea of developers contributing to educational
facilities is supported
A planning for schools topic paper should be
produced to demonstrate pupil growth within the
proposed allocations
The Council should consider the Agencies proposals
for forward funding schools to make up the delay in
receiving CIL funding.
They support the provision for education within the
policies and the site development templates.
They would like to continue working with Oxfordshire
County Council and the Vale of White Horse District
Council
They would like to be consulted on any updates to
CIL.
928815 Patrick Highways Highways Highways England recognise that impacts to the SRN | The support is duly noted
Blake England England - have been qualified by the Development Template
Support within Appendix A of the Local Plan which requires a
transport assessment to be submitted with any
planning application in order to identify “the measures
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Person Full Name | Company / Agent Agent's Agent Company | Plan Comment Comment Summary Officer Response
ID Organisation ID Full Name | / Organisation Soundness | Category
that will be taken to adequately mitigate or
compensate for any harmful transport impacts”.
Highways England is supportive of the use of the
Development Template which aligns with the
principles of NPPF, its soundness requirements, and
Circular 02/2013. Highways England’s other policy
comments remain unchanged.
634166 Mr Martin Historic England Yes Historic Historic England welcome the General Requirements | The Council welcome the support from Historic
Small England - for all housing site allocations for Historic environment | England and their positive approach to supporting the
Support and cultural heritage set out within the Introduction to | protection of Local Heritage.
Appendix A. Historic England consider that, in The Council is committed to updating the
principle, these requirements provide sufficient Conservation Area Appraisals across the district and
protection for heritage assets close to the proposed are working through these on an incremental basis.
housing site allocations. However, it is suggested that | The Council will consider prioritising the appraisals for
Character Appraisals should be prepared for the East | East Hanney and Kingston Bagpuize with Southmoor.
Hanney and Kingston Bagpuize Conservation Areas.
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No Management | There is ho mention of long term management of The Council welcomes the comments from the
Breith Buckinghamshire of Green existing and new green infrastructure. Wildlife Trust and is committed to continue to protect
and Oxfordshire Infrastructure It is recommended that a requirement for Landscape and enhance biodiversity within the district. Whilst the
Wildlife Trust and ecological management plans and ongoing long Council does not consider that specific reference to
term management is included either within the ongoing maintenance is necessary within the Site
General requirements within Appendix A or in the Development Templates and do not consider this
development Management policies within the main affects the soundness of the plan, the Council has no
document. particular objection to making an Additional
Modification to provide additional clarity, should this
be considered necessary.
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No Master It is suggested that developers consider the identified | The Site Development Template wording 'subject to
Breith Buckinghamshire planning dwelling numbers within local plans as a given master planning' is consistent for all sites with the
and Oxfordshire number and not a maximum and so may not give exception of two sites that may deliver further housing
Wildlife Trust appropriate regard to any constraints that affect sites. | beyond the plan period. The total quantum of
It is noted that some site templates include the words | development will be determined by a combination of
'subject to master planning' and it is suggested that master planning and further assessment, including for
this should consistent for all sites. example, wider infrastructure requirements to support
The site development templates are welcomed, development at the site. In relation to Dalton
however they pro\/ide limited detail such as the Barracks, this site is also informed by Core POlicy 8b
proposed sites not specifying the distribution of which requires a comprehensive approach to planning
housing and green infrastructure nor having any for the site as a whole. The Council are committed to
mention to long term management of existing and preparing an SPD for this site to ensure the master
proposed green infrastructure. planning and planning for the site are considered
comprehensively and holistically.
The specific details regarding the distribution of
housing and green infrastructure will be informed
within the detailed master planning process for
individual sites.
756175 Mr Robin No Obijection The Local Plan Part 2 is not sound as it makes no The Local Plan is informed by a comprehensive suite
Draper attempt to analyse the cumulative impact of the of technical evidence for which the Council considers
housing provision on top of that already allowed for in | is fit for purpose and proportionate. Many of the
Part 1. This repeats the failure in Part 1 to properly studies and the analysis they inform do consider
analyse the risks across all the infrastructure cumulative impact, including for example, the HRA,
requirements. SA, and ETL.
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No Oxfordshire The County Council welcome the inclusion of Noted. The Council considers that the Development
Breith Buckinghamshire County biodiversity within the site development templates, Template wording, when considered alongside the
and Oxfordshire Council - however believe the wording is not strong enough to wording of CP46: Conservation and Improvement of
Wildlife Trust Biodiversity achieve a net gain as required by national and local Biodiversity, is sufficiently robust, whilst retaining

policy.

appropriate flexibility. The Development Template
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Person | Full Name | Company / Agent Agent's Agent Company | Plan Comment Comment Summary Officer Response
ID Organisation ID Full Name | / Organisation Soundness | Category
They recommend changing the bullet points regarding | wording is consistent with the Part 1 plan wording.
biodiversity with the following: Both the Part 1 plan and CP46, contained within it,
are adopted (December 2016). However, the Council
Important ecological assets should be retained where | Would not object to minor modifications to improve the
possible. If loss is unavoidable then appropriate wording of the Development Template, should that be
mitigation, or as a last resort, compensation considered appropriate.
measures should be provided.
Development should achieve a net gain in
biodiversity, fer-example-by-incorporating-natural
bi : | lasianing buildi
irappropriatecireumstances. WHICH WILL NEED
OT BE DEOMNSTRATED E.G. THROUGH THE USE
OF AN ACCEPTED BIODIVERSITY IMPACT
ASSESSMENT CALCULATOR SUCH AS THE
DEFRA METRIC.
DEVELOPMENT IS EXPECTED TO ENHANCE THE
BIODIVERSITY, for example, by incorporating natural
habitats AND TREE PLANTING into development and
by designing buildings with GREEN ROOFS AND
WALLS and integral bat boxes and bird nesting
opportunities for birds AND BATS in appropriate
circumstances.
928610 Lynette Oxfordshire No Oxfordshire Oxfordshire County Council highlighted a number of Noted. The Council is committed to work positively
Hughes County Council County concerns regarding the IDP and CIL. These are: with Oxfordshire County Council and is grateful for
Council - CIL their support. VOWH acknowledge the County
and IDP Council's comments, although many of them do not

The IDP is missing a number of necessary
infrastructure items that are needed to ensure the
development is sustainable. This could make
development seem more viable than it actually is.

It should be clear that the IDP seeks only to list the
forecasted infrastructure. The key rationale for the
IDP should be to identify broad infrastructure needs
for the purpose of assessing the viability of the
development.

The IDP needs to be updated to take into account the
recent work undertaken by the ETI

Due to the urgency to submit the local plan, key
infrastructure elements have not been adequately
investigated or reflected within the IDP

The County Council faces frequent funding shortfalls
in regards to strategic transports and education
infrastructure due to the limitations of CIL and S106.

There should be a spending strategy for CIL to ensure
all appropriate infrastructure has funding.

There is no agreement for how CIL funding is split
between the County Council and the District Council.

County Council cannot be certain that funds will be
forthcoming in supporting the provision of
infrastructure.

The regulation 123 list needs to be revised to make

provisions for the allocations within the Local Plan
Part 2.

relate to the soundness of the Part 2 plan. The
Council is undertaking a review of CIL to ensure it is
updated to reflect the proposals set out in the Part 2
plan, however this is timetabled to be in place to
coincide with the adoption of the part 2 plan, following
examination. It is not considered necessary, or
appropriate, to adopt any CIL updates, until the Part 2
examination is completed.

The Council is also committed to develop a spending
strategy for CIL and to ensure the County Council are
able to fully participate in its preparation. However,
this does not directly affect the Soundness of the Part
2 plan.

The IDP is a live document and will continue to be
updated. VOWH consults with all infrastructure
providers, including Oxfordshire County Council, and
seeks to ensure that the IDP is based on the best
information available at the time. The Council is
content the IDP is fit for purpose for the purposes of
informing the Part 2 plan process and demonstrate
the sites are deliverable.
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The 123 list is not yet in the process of being
amended, however planning applications for sites
which are subject to draft allocations may be lodged.
Although the CIL process is outside of the Local Plan
process, a consideration needs to be shown as to
how money from CIL and S106 will be contributed for
infrastructure to ensure the site is deliverable.
928610 Lynette Oxfordshire Oxfordshire A Health Impact Assessment should be required as The Council agrees that this Additional Modification is
Hughes County Council County part of a planning application for major development. helpful to provide further clarity. It is proposed the
Council - This will help to meet the strategic objectives for following is added to the bulleted list within Appendix
Health Impact | building healthy and sustainable communities. A: General Requirements under the heading Social
assessment Consider amending the introduction to the Appendix and Community:
A: General Requirements by including the following in
the bulleted list: A HEALTH IMPACT ASSESSMENT THAT
IDENTIFIES AND TAKES ACCOUNT OF THE
A HEALTH IMPACT ASSESSMENT THAT HEALTH STATUS AND NEEDS IN THE AREA AND
IDENTIFIES AND TAKES ACCOUNT OF THE PROVIDES INFORMATION ABOUT HOW TO
HEALTH STATUS AND NEEDS IN THE AREA AND | IMPROVE HEALTH AND WELLBEING
PROVIDES INFORMATION ABOUT HOW TO
IMPROVE HEALTH AND WELLBEING
730017 Ms Ruth South SODC Leisure | The South Oxfordshire District Council propose the The Council considers that these matters are
Cross Oxfordshire Team following amendments to the text in Appendix A: adequately addressed within Development Policies,
District Council comments "General Requirements for Housing sites Contribute that apply to all development, and that no further
towards health care, leisure provision, and other amendment to the Development Site Templates are
community services and facilities where appropriate, required.
in accordance with the requirement of the IDP AND
THE STANDARDS SET OUT IN THE VALE OF
WHITE HORSE REPORTS ON; OPEN SPACES,
PLAYING PITCHES, LEISURE FACILITIES STUDY
AND LOCAL LEISURE FACILITIES STUDY™".
725553 Mr Chris Scottish and SSE - SSE made a number of comments which include: The Council note the comments made by SSE and
Gaskell Southern Energy Electricity will continue to work with key stakeholders to ensure
Power Infrastructure any concerns are resolved. The Development Site

Distribution
(SSE)

The scale of development may affect the electricity
network. If so, this could be overcome within two
years and will not impede on the delivery of the sites.

To minimise costs, overhead powerlines may stay
and be incorporated into greenspace. Where this is
not practical, developers will need to propose a new
route and will need to work with SSE.

If there are any cases of 132kV OTL's on site, these
should be retained. The removal of these are costly
and time consuming and should be prevented.

Development of land should be designed to allow
OTL's to remain undisturbed.

Development beneath overhead lines or
diversion/undergrounding of the overhead lines may
not be possible which could potentially stop the
development taking place.

Any conditions imposed to divert/underground
overhead lines must be placed upon the developers
and not the distribution Network operators.

Developers must work with SSE to determine
contractual agreements, costings, and practicalities.

Templates set out policy requirements for each
proposed allocation relating to utilities. The
practicalities and costings in overcoming issues with
the electricity network will be discussed and agreed at
the planning application stage.

427
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ID Organisation ID Full Name | / Organisation Soundness | Category
This should be done before a planning application is
submitted.
Costs should be placed upon developers and not
Distribution Network Operators.
There has been a lack of cooperation between
planning authorities and SSE in regards to a number
of sites across southern England.
902309 NHS Oxfordshire 1142842 | Mrs Anne No Support Oxfordshire CCG welcomes the requirement for The support is duly noted
Oxfordshire | Clinical Lankester developers to contribute towards improved health
CCG Commissioning care provisions.
Oxfordshire | Group
CCG
1101890 | Richard Hill | Thames Water 1056377 | Ms Savills Thames Water | Thames Water would like the part 2 plan to make The Council agrees that this Additional Modification is
Katherine - Rewording reference to Core Policy 7 which specifically relates to | helpful to improve clarity. Rephrase the following in
Jones water and waste water infrastructure. each of the Development Site Templates: ‘upgrade

Consider rephrasing the term 'upgrade-the-sewer
network' to 'UPGRADES TO THE SEWER

NETWORK MAY BE REQUIRED AHEAD OF
OCCUPATION.'

Thames Water are unable to confirm what upgrades if
any are definitely required.

the sewernetwork’ to 'UPGRADES TO THE SEWER
NETWORK MAY BE REQUIRED AHEAD OF
OCCUPATION.'

428
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Person | Full Name | Company / Agent Agent's Agent Company | Plan Comment Comment Summary Officer Response
ID Organisation ID Full Name |/ Organisation Soundness | Category
1096701 WebbPaton 737353 Mr Nathan | McLoughlin Assessing There are a number of concerns over the assessment | The Council have undertaken detailed testing of sites
McLoughlin | Planning sites of sites for the inclusion within Local Plan 2031 Part 2. | to find the most suitable and sustainable sites for
1144552 | Merton 1144555 | Mr Davies No These include: aIIocqtio_n within_ the Loce}l Plan. _The process i.s. set
College out Wlthln the Site Selection Topic Paper detailing the
The factors for discounting sites close to Oxford Council conclusions upon the sites proposed.
should be considered holistically and balanced
against the positive impacts of locating housing close | All comments received to consultation, including the
to the city Regulation 18 stage have been reviewed and
The costs for allocating sites away from oxford should | considered.
be compared to allocating sites close to oxford
Evidence that has been submitted through the reg 18
consultation has been ignored and therefore sites
have not been tested accurately
1145259 | Mrs Julia Oxfordshire No Biodiversity Proposed sites have been selected without regard to | Whilst the Council has worked with consultants to
Hammett Badger Group the wildlife and habitats residing on the sites. Concern | produce a Habitat Regulation Assessment which
has been limited to SACs and SSSIs and not the considers impacts associated with designated sites
actual site. affected by the HRA Regulations, the Council also
The Council should produce a Comprehensive expects detailed site specific ecological impact
Environmental Impact report and audit of species assessments to be prepared by the site promoters.
before proposing to allocate the sites. Without this, These are reviewed by Council ecologists and form
the Local Plan is not compliant with para 109 of the part of the evidence used to demonstrate the
NPPE suitability and deliverability of the sites. Wider
ecological impacts are also considered in the context
of the site selection process that is summarised within
the Site Selection Topic Paper.
The Council require developers to carry out habitats
and species surveys through the planning application
process to identify the ecology and biodiversity of the
site. These should be in line with the guidelines for
Ecological Impact Assessment as set out within Local
Plan policies and the Development Site Templates.
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No Biodiversity Berkshire, Buckinghamshire and Oxfordshire Wildlife Noted. The Council has followed a comprehensive
Breith Buckinghamshire and Green Trust (BBOWT) raised concerns in relation to the approach to site selection informed by technical
and Oxfordshire Infrastructure | quantum of development proposed in the district and evidence and engagement with key stakeholders.

Wildlife Trust

the impact on wildlife even if the most ecologically-
rich areas are avoided. BBWOT consider it essential
that it is not only located in places where it causes
least environmental impacts but is also of a layout
and design that allows for green infrastructure and
biodiversity to be integrated into the development
creating diverse and high quality environments.

The Council's approach to site selection is set out in
the Site Selection Topic Paper.

Core Policy 46: Conservation and Improvement of
Biodiversity in the adopted Part 1 plan ensures the
protection and enhancement of biodiversity across the
district. The policy ensures development proposals
achieve a net gain in biodiversity.

Core Policy 45: Green Infrastructure of the adopted
Part 1 plan ensures the appropriate provision of
Green Infrastructure through new development,
including taking into account the Council's Green
Infrastructure Strategy, to achieve a net gain in Gl,
including biodiversity through on-site provision or off-
site contributions.

Furthermore, the Site Development Templates set out
site specific and general requirements to support the
proposed allocations in the Part 2 plan and ensure
Green Infrastructure is integrated within the design of
the development proposal and is connected to Gl on
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ID Organisation ID Full Name |/ Organisation Soundness | Category
neighbouring sites. The Site Development Templates
also ensure that development carry out habitat and
species surveys and retain important ecological
assets and for development to achieve a net gain in
biodiversity.

725596 | Mr Nicholas | Stagecoach Comments Stagecoach has raised concerns in relation to the site | The Council has followed a comprehensive approach

Small Oxford from selection process. Specific concerns included: to site selection informed by technical evidence and
Stagecoach engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's

The A338 between Grove Green and East Hanney is | &PProach to site selection is set out in the Site

anticipated to benefit from 8 buses/hour by the end of | Selection Topic Paper.

plan period, and 6 buses/hour at peak times, thisisa | The Site Development Templates to support the

reasonable assumption within the period to 2026 proposed site allocations in the Part 2 plan ensure

It is suggested that best case scenario for the corridor | that contributions are provided towards future

along the proposed North West Grove Link Road enhancements to existing bus services in the area.

would be 3 buses/hour at peak times

Omission of site to the East of the A338 at Grove, and

certain options at East Hanney is a concern and they

are considered sustainable options that have been

ruled out of the Plan

Submission Plan is not legally compliant and is

unsound on basis that it is not robustly and

appropriately justified

741313 Radley College 1145366 | Mr Craig Barton Willmore General There are two general comments regarding site The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Pettit selection. One comment explains the process in to site selection informed by technical evidence and
1144620 | House 1144619 | Mr Mark which the sites are §elected, includir_lg releasing land engagement v_vith key s_takgholders. _The Co_uncil's
Builders Behrendt from the green belt in accord_ance with para 83 of the approa}ch to S|_te selection is set out in the Site
Federation NPPF. The other comment is from the House Selection Topic Paper.

Builders Federation which state they do not comment | This evidence included an assessment of how any

on the individual merit of the sites proposed within the | potential development sites located within the Oxford

Local Plan 2031 Part 2. Green Belt contributed to the purposes of the Green
Belt. Taking this evidence into account and
undertaking site specific assessments of all available
sites, including beyond the Green Belt, the Council
has concluded that exceptional circumstances exist to
justify removing from the Green Belt on additional
parcel of land at Dalton Barracks. The change to the
Green Belt at Dalton Barracks has been informed by
a detailed Green Belt Study of the site and its
surroundings.

1144185 | Mr Yoshi No HELAA - There are two comments which raises concerns over | The HELAA forms the initial step in assessing sites
Nishio Ashbury the sites tested within Ashbury. They state: for possible allocation within the Local Plan. It does

1145537 | Ms Clare Ashbury Parish not ip itself iggqtify sites. for allocation, but instead
Arnold Council ASHBO1 has been tested for 127 dwellings which is a | Provides an initial and high level assessment of the

50% increase of the current number of dwellings in suitability of sites for more detailed testing only. The

the entire parish Coun_<:|ls appro_ach to site selection is set out within

This would be in contradiction of what is deemed as the Slt? Selection Top_|c Paper. The ap_p_ro_ach o

. ) o o preparing the HELAA includes land adjoining

appropriate for a small village as classified within . .

Core Policy 3 settlements and_ so considers sites that have been
promoted and sites that have not been promoted for
development.

1073314 | Ms Kim HELAA - One comment objects to the building of a large The Council has considered the comments received
Dandridge Childrey number of new dwellings (HELAA reference CREYO01, | in

CREYO02, CREY03) due to:

relation to the HELAA.
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Person Full Name | Company / Agent Agent's Agent Company | Plan Comment Comment Summary Officer Response
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the increase in volume of road traffic and negative The HELAA is a technical evidence base document
potential impact of road traffic on pedestrian safety that
the negative impact on the AONB informs the local plan. It is a high-level audit of
the negative impact on the adjacent Childrey developable
Conservation Area land across the district and preliminary assessment
the potential adverse impact to the setting of the which
village and it's listed buildings helps us to consider the possible options in relation to
The comment suggests that the only development meeting future needs for housing development. It has
worth consideration is that area to the south of West been
Street, but consideration to additional traffic past the prepared in accordance with National Guidance.
school needs to be acknowledged in terms of safety. National
Guidance requires an assessment of sites in the
district where
they have been submitted to the Council through a
call for
sites process and which are capable of delivering 5 or
more
dwellings.
The sites suitable for consideration should not be
taken to
imply that the Council will allocate them for housing
development, nor that they would be approved if
submitted as
a planning application. This is further detailed in the
main
HELAA report and the Site Selection Topic Paper.
The
Council has revised these documents to provide
further
explanation in response to these comments.
1143993 | Mr Marc No HELAA - There are a number of issues regarding errors within The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Rawcliffe Error the HELAA. These include: to site selection informed by technical evidence and

SUCTOE6 is stated as not being promoted for
development, when it has been.

SUCTO7 is noted as being within 13m of the proposed
Kelart's Field Ecology site and it is not.

SUCTO8 is states as not being promoted for
development, when it has been. It is also notes as
being within 133m of the proposed Kelart's Field
Ecology site and it is not.

Site known as Matthews Nursery, to the east of
Harlow Road has not been considered when it has
been promoted for development. The site is available
and deliverable and should have been considered.

engagement with key stakeholders. The Council has
considered and assessed the land in question,
referred to as South-East of Sutton Courtenay as part
of this site selection process. The Council's
approach, including an assessment of this site can be
found in the Site Selection Topic Paper.

A list of corrections has been prepared to accompany
the HELAA to clarify where any corrections are
needed. This will also be addressed in a future
iteration of the HELAA document. This reflects land
promoted through planning applications e.g.
P16/V0646/0.

The Council has reviewed the evidence and consider
that the data provided for SUTCO07 and SUTCO8 is
accurate in relation to its proximity to the proposed
Kelart's Field Ecology site.
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1142381 | Ms Lynn No HELAA - There are two responses that make general The HELAA forms the initial step in assessing sites
Mander General comments relating to the HELAA. These include: for possible allocation within the Local Plan. It does
1143289 Lagan Homes | 872479 | Mr Paul Edgars Limited not in itself identify sites for allocation, but instead
Limited Slater Including the Land east of the A338 in any future provides an initial and high level assessment of the
review of the HELAA swtabl!lty of sites for more deta|lled testing onIy.. The
It is concerning, that although sites have not been Counqls appro_ach to site selection is set out within
promoted, the éouncil are still testing the land for the Site Selection Topic Paper. The approach to
suitability’ Development is not wanted on the rural preparing the HELAA inqludes !and adjoining
fields of F.aringdon as it will destroy the rural town settlements and' S0 considers sites that have been
' promoted and sites that have not been promoted for
development.
1143359 | Dr John Yes HELAA - HELAA References KBAGO1, 11,12 and 13 should be | The Council have undertaken extensive testing in
Guy Kingston regarded as undesirable due to the following reasons: | regards to selecting sites for allocation within the
Morgan Bagpuize Local Plan. The Council is satisfied that KBAGO 1 is a
It would result in the loss of Grade 2 agricultural land | Suitable and sustainable site and are therefore
in the open countryside proposing to aII.ocat.e the site wnhm the Loca! Plan
Housing placed on these sites would be distant from part 2. Appropriate mf_rastructure will be provided as
facilities in village centre set out within Appendix A of the Local Plan and the
o ? o Infrastructure Delivery Plan.
Qgggﬁ;::;ﬂggfmg would overload the existing KBAG11,12 and 13 have also been tested through
- _ the site selection process, however have not been
Additional capacity would be needed at nearby proposed for allocation for a number of reasons.
secondary schools These reasons are set out within the site selection
The medical centre at Faringdon is already stretched topic paper.
to point of collapse
The existing sewage work is at capacity
The additional traffic movements onto and off the
A420 would raise safety issues at the badly designed
junction adjacent to KBAG 11 and 12
849982 Mr Vijay No HELAA - There are inaccuracies within the proforma for The Council has reviewed the evidence and consider
Srao Typographical | WOO029 within the HELAA in regards to the location that the data provided for WOOT29 is accurate. The
error of Broom Hill Copse and Blagrove Copse: Council recognises that the majority of the ancient
woodland is not adjacent to the site, however it does
Appendix 58: Wootton and on page 26 WOOT29 is share part of the boundary with this woodland.
INCORRECTLY stated as lying adjacent to the
Ancient Woodland of Broom Hill Copse. Broom Hill
Copse is actually located on of Lincombe Lane.
WOOT29 is not adjacent to the part of Blagrove
Copse which is Ancient Woodland
The triangle of land in Blagrove Copse which is NOT
Ancient Woodland is located next to WOOT29.
849982 Mr Vijay No HELAA — The comment states that WOOT29 is not located
Srao Wootton adjacent to the Ancient Woodland of Broom Hill
Copse, as stated in the HELAA appendices.
1073307 | Mr David HELAA — There is an error in the HELAA with regards to the Noted.
Owen- Uffington allocation of a site between the Parishes of Baulking
Smith and Uffington; the Uffington Trading Estate (HELAA
reference UFFI13) is in Baulking Parish.
879508 Arnold White 879505 Mr Geoff Gardner Housing One comment highlights the new test within the The Council consider that they have tested all
Estates (AWE) Gardner Planning White Paper - | Housing White Paper when proposing to allocate sites | reasonable alternative sites irrespective of whether
Ltd Green Belt within the green belt. The Council have selected 5 they are located within the Green Belt or not and have
Testing non-green belt sites without assessing them as conducted a Green Belt review of all potential Green

reasonable alternatives to the sites within the green
belt. The Council are rejecting sites within the green

Belt sites to consider how they contribute to Green
Belt purposes.
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belt against sites not in the green belt as reasonable
alternatives. This fails the Housing White Paper. The Housing White paper states that: "Therefore we
propose to amend national policy to make clear that
authorities should amend Green Belt boundaries only
when they can demonstrate that they have examined
fully all other reasonable options for meeting their
identified development requirements".
The Council is only proposing to make one change to
the Green Belt, which is a predominantly Brownfield
site that would lead to minimal impact on the Green
Belt. The Council has identified an appropriate
strategy having considered all options. Selecting sites
that are predominantly outside the Green Belt is
considered to be consistent with the Housing White
Paper.
758199 | John Dandara Ltd Inconsistency | There are a number of comments which highlight the | The Council have conducted a detailed, robust site
Richards within inconsistency with evidence. There comments selection process that concluded the sites proposed
Evidence include: are suitable and deliverable. The methodology is
stated within the Site Selection Topic Paper and was
There is inconsistency within the testing of sites being | US€d consistently when testing each site.
proposed as allocations and those that have not. For | The Council are working with developers and the
example, the reasoning to remove a site as a County Council to ensure appropriate strategic
potential allocation is not upheld for those that are infrastructure is delivered. The Grove Northern Link
being proposed for allocation. Road will be planned through detailed master
There is inconsistency in delivering strategic planning with the three strategic sites.
infrastructure improvements. Land is not safeguarded | There is no identified need to deliver the West
and there has been little work completed to assess Wantage Link Road during the plan period. However,
the deliverability or viability for the Grove Northern delivery of strategic highway infrastructure is a matter
Link road or the link road between A420 and A415 for the Highways Authority for which the District
The Site Selection Topic Paper states that no detailed | Council seek to support. This matter may be
feasibility work has been undertaken on how the West | considered in a future update to the Local Transport
Wantage Link road will be delivered despite the land Plan and this canin tL_Jrn, inform a future iteration of
being safeguarded in LPP1 and detailed design and | the Local Plan if required.
costing work being submitted to the council by a
developer.
758199 | John Dandara Ltd Infrastructure | There are a number of proposed allocations within The Council are working with Key stakeholders to
Richards delivery LPP2 that will not benefit from key services required ensure the timely delivery of key infrastructure to
to support the level of growth being proposed. An support the proposed site allocations. The Council are
example includes the primary school in Marcham. Itis | working with Oxfordshire County Council to ensure
currently being expanded but that will only education provision is provided for development at
accommodate the existing need and not the future Marcham and Kingston Bagpuize. Infrastructure
growth planned. The secondary school near Kingston | required is set out within Appendix A of the Local Plan
Bagpuize does not have the capacity to expand to 2031 Part 2.
support the planned growth, and the proposed Kingston Bagpuize falls within the secondary school
allocation does not enable a hew school to be built. catchment of Faringdon, Botley and Abingdon, for
Despite the constraints, the allocation is coloured which there is sufficient capacity to cater for the
green in the site selection topic paper appendix B. proposed growth. A new Secondary School will be
LPP2 is unsound as it does not state how local provided at Dalton Barracks to provide further
infrastructure constraints can be overcome to allow capacity for this catchment in the longer term.
the proposed allocations to be sustainable.
928610 Lynette Oxfordshire Oxfordshire OCC have not reviewed the topic papers in detalil, Noted
Hughes County Council County however it is noted that in some cases the sites has

Council - Site

been assessed positively although they are not
proposed allocations. This does not restrict comments
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Selection from OCC in future should sites be proposed for
Topic Paper allocation or have planning applications.
1095180 | Mr Mark No Reliability of There is one comment which raises concern over the | The Council has produced an extensive evidence
Baker Evidence reliability of the evidence. They believe that: base to support Local Plan 2031 Part 2. The Council
considers that this evidence is robust, fit for purpose
The evidence base is flawed and biased. and proportionate. The approach is consistent with
The reliability and accuracy of the traffic studies are the approach taken to support the submission and
; adoption of the Local Plan Part 1.
questionable. The Council has undertaken extensive testing to
Igﬁsa'f;gg tCOOSUhn(;Z\;:/ frt_]aafg t?,aevﬁyfvig[gi?tgvi';ha front identify the sites to _be included _vvith!n Local Plan 2031
runner rather than to establish whether is should be a Pgrt 2. The Council tested all sites In accordance
candidate in the first place with th_e methgdology as set out W|th!n the $|te
) Selection Topic Paper. The process is consistent
when testing all sites.
1095989 | Mrand Mr J | Mr J Duffield and | 1142270 | Mr Jon Savills No Removal of There is one comment which states the plan is not The decision to remove the site North East of
and W W Cumber and Alsop Site proposed | justified due to the lack of robust and credible Marcham site was a result of a number of reasons.
Duffield and | Son (Theale) proportionate evidence to support the omission of the | The Council received a high number of objections
Cumber Limited previously proposed allocation of land to the North towards the inclusion of this site within the Local Plan
East of Marcham. There has been a lack of evidence | including a response from Oxfordshire County Council
to support the removal of the site on air quality and Highways England. It is noted that both of these
grounds as stated in a Scrutiny Cabinet report. The key stakeholders have revised their opposition for this
site is close to the centre on Marcham, with access to | aspect of the plan.
schools and public transport. Sites close to the
removed site have planning permission and therefore
relates well to the existing and future built up edge of
Marcham. The developers and land owners are
working together to bring the site forward for
development. This includes producing their own
appraisals of traffic generation and air quality impacts
and looking into the options of contributing to the
educational needs of the settlement.
It is understood that 400 dwellings may not be
appropriate for the site, however the site should not
be ruled out for any development
1096815 CEG 1096817 | lan Igloo Planning Site One comment suggests that it would be more The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Gillespie Allocation sustainable to allocate more new sites to expand to site selection informed by detailed technical
Process Parts | existing market towns such as Abingdon evidence and informal engagement with key
1142784 | Mr Brian No 1land?2 One comment suggests that differences of opinion stakeholders. The Council's approach to site
Cooper between developers and land owners should be selection is set out in the Site Selection TOpiC Paper.

resolved in order that the Council can concentrate on
delivering large sites since relying on smaller
developments in rural villages places too much strain
on resources and communities.

The Council is required to make provision for
sufficient housing to meet the identified needs of the
district and to contribute to the unmet housing need of
Oxford City within the plan period up to 2031. The
Council has undertaken a comprehensive approach to
site selection, including the consideration of
alternatives. It is important the plan makes provision
for a range of sites of different size, type and
geography to assist in providing appropriate choice,
meeting different housing needs, and giving
consideration to housing delivery. The provision of
smaller site allocations within the plan is also
important and necessary to ensure housing is
delivered throughout the plan period.
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1143288 | Mr and Mrs 872479 Mr Paul Edgars Limited No Site Selection | One objection was received in relation to the site The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Kauert Slater - Alternative selection process in particular assessment of an to site selection informed by technical evidence and
site at East alternative site at East Hanney and the update to the engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's
Hanney windfall figures. approach to site selection is set out in the Site
Selection Topic Paper and is consistent with the
approach followed to inform the adopted Part 1 plan
and with national guidance.
902666 University 1097195 | Mr Mark Barton Willmore | No Site Selection | One comment raised a concern for the role of smaller | The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
of Oxford Owen - Alternative scale proposals on suitable and deliverable site and to site selection informed by technical evidence and
Sites at that they have been discounted for inclusion with the engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's
Botley and Part 2 plan, which can assist in meeting the Vale's approach to site selection is set out in the Site
University of proportion of Oxford City's unmet housing need. Selection Topic Paper.
Oxford
1022346 | Mrs Victoria | Bovis Homes Yes Site Selection | One comment was received that suggested the Plan The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Trotman Limited - East is not positively prepared or justified. Specific to site selection informed by technical evidence and
Challow concerns included: engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's

Plan’s approach to the apportionment of housing
need, including Oxford City’s unmet need in an
incremental way does not fully represent the issues
delivery issue associated with the large number of site
allocated in the South-East Vale should have been
examined at the time of the Part 1 plan and would
provide the appropriate forum for examining
appropriateness of the sub-area boundaries

20% buffer necessary across the additional housing
number in the Part 2 plan to ensure realistic prospect
of achieving the planned supply, pertinent given
historic under-delivery within the district

Greater certainty on ability to deliver 1,200 dwellings
at Dalton Barracks by 2031 should be demonstrated
or a readjustment of the trajectory for this site and
allocation of additional, deliverable sites

Parts of the Western Vale Sub-Area should be
recognised as capable of providing additional
housing, e.g. East Challow which is a sustainable
settlement excluded from the arbitrary boundaries

approach to site selection is set out in the Site
Selection Topic Paper.

The Sub-Area Boundaries were found to be soundly
based through Examination into the Part 1 plan. The
Council considers that the Part 2 plan is fully
consistent with the Part 1 plan, including the
Settlement Hierarchy and Spatial Strategy.

The Council are seeking to ensure that the agreed
guantum of unmet housing need for Oxford, to be
addressed within the Vale, is met within the
Abingdon-on-Thames and Oxford Fringe Sub-Area
and that at least 2,200 homes are demonstrably close
and accessible to Oxford. The Council does not
consider that the Western Vale Sub-Area is
sufficiently close or accessible to Oxford to be a
suitable location for housing to meet the Oxford need.
This approach, and the sites proposed as allocations
within the Part 2 plan, are all considered to be fully
consistent with both the Settlement Hierarchy and
Spatial Strategy.

Having updated the completions and commitment
figures for inclusion in the Submission Part 2 plan, the
housing requirement for the Western Vale Sub-Area
is fully met, without the need for any further
allocations within the Part 2 plan.

Core Policy 20 was found to be soundly based at
Examination for the Part 1 plan, which also makes
provision for the Presumption in Favour of
Sustainable Development, to ensure the policy and
plan provides flexibility.

The Council is satisfied that the proposed allocation is
deliverable within the plan period and has provided
further evidence from DIO to demonstrate this.

The matter of unmet housing need for Oxford to be
addressed within the Vale is discussed elsewhere.
The Oxfordshire SHMA has been scrutinised at Local
Plan Examination for Vale, Cherwell and West
Oxfordshire and the proposed apportionment of
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unmet need has been agreed by the Oxfordshire
Growth Board.
934607 Mr Robert REDROW Site Selection | Agent on behalf of client's site at Hobbyhorse Lane; The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Love HOMES SOUTH - Land at can support Vale's growth strategy for housing supply. | to site selection informed by technical evidence and
MIDLANDS Hobbyhorse engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's
Lane approach to site selection is set out in the Site
Selection Topic Paper.
1144552 | Merton 1144555 | Mr Davies No Site Selection | Agent on behalf of client's site - Merton College; can The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
College - Merton support delivery of Plan. to site selection informed by technical evidence and
College engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's
approach to site selection is set out in the Site
Selection Topic Paper.
741313 Radley College 1145366 | Mr Craig Barton Willmore Site Selection | One comment suggested that a number of The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Pettit - Radley sustainable and deliverable sites within proximity to to site selection informed by technical evidence and
College Oxford have been discounted from the Plan. engagement with key stakeholders. The Council's
approach to site selection is set out in the Site
Selection Topic Paper.
879508 Arnold White 879505 Mr Geoff Gardner Site Selection | The Publication version and supporting papers show The Council have undertaken detailed testing of sites
Estates (AWE) Gardner Planning and Capacity | no explanation as to the list of sites stated in Core to find the most suitable and sustainable sites for
Ltd Policy 4a and the capacity of these sites. The allocation within the Local Plan. The process is set
comment then continues by quoting para 2.44 of the out within the Site Selection Topic Paper detailing the
Local Plan Council conclusions upon the sites proposed for
allocation. The capacity of the sites have been
considered against the constraints of the site and
Local Plan 2031 Part 1 policies. These are subject to
master planning to ensure the development is
sustainable and in accordance with Local and
National Policies.
879508 Arnold White 879505 Mr Geoff Gardner Site Selection | One general comment was received in relation to the | The Council has followed a comprehensive approach
Estates (AWE) Gardner Planning Process site selection process/methodology. Specific to site selection informed by technical evidence,
Ltd comment raised the following concerns: including Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and
1096069 | Ms Jones Redcliffe Homes No engagement with key stakeholders and has

Ltd

Plan is not positively prepared as it is based on a
strategy where the needs of the Housing Market Area
have not been met

Plan is not justified as it is not the most appropriate
strategy when considered against reasonable
alternatives and site selection is arbitrary

Plan is not effective as it will not deliver sufficient
housing over the plan period

Plan is not consistent with national policy as the plan
does not realistically reflect content of NPPF or the
Housing White Paper

One comment promoted an alternative site at East
Hendred for inclusion in the Part 2 plan. Key
comments included:

Land at East Hendred has not been subject of any
detailed assessment under Stage 3 due to impact on
AONB which has been unassessed

Allocation of land at East Hendred would be part of a
more appropriate and reasonable altetnative strategy
to the proposed allocation at Harwell Campus

considered reasonable alternatives. The Council's
approach to site selection is set out in the Site
Selection Topic Paper.

The Council is seeking to ensure that the agreed
guantum of unmet housing need for Oxford, to be
addressed within the Vale, is met within the
Abingdon-on-Thames and Oxford Fringe Sub-Area
and that at least 2,200 homes are demonstrably close
and accessible to Oxford.

Although the Council are proposing two additional site
allocations within the South-East Vale Sub-Area,
these are for site specific reasons. One of the two
sites (North West Grove) is not expected to deliver
until later in the plan period.

Overall, the Council is content that the proposed
supply set out in the Part 1 and Part 2 plans are
deliverable and is consistent with national policy.
However, the plan already provides flexibility within
the South-East Vale Sub-Area, in the event that some
sites deliver more slowly, as provided by Core Policy
5: Housing Supply Ring Fence. This approach was
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Land has not been considered in the Site Selection found to be soundly based through the Part 1 plan
Topic Paper or the Landscape Capacity Study or the examination.
Sustainability Appraisal
Land is a more suitable location for housing as it is
not in the Green Belt, does not amount to major
development in the AONB and would focus
sustainable growth on a site that relates well to
Oxford and the Science Vale area
1022426 ptarmigan Land 1022427 | Mr Robin Barton Willmore | Yes Support There are two comments which supports the The Council acknowledge the support.
Ltd Shepherd conclusions within the Site Selection Topic Papers.
This includes the testing of sites surrounding Harwell
1100261 Catesby 1096086 | Taylor Turley )
Property Group Cherrett Campus and the proposed allocation at South East of

Marcham
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1095954 | Prof J.H. No Biodiversity One comment discusses the merits of Core Policy 45: | Core Policies 45 and 46 form part of the adopted Part
Cobb and Green Green Infrastructure and alludes to Core Policy 46: 1 plan that have been found to be soundly based and
Infrastructure | Conservation and Improvement of Biodiversity. In subject to scrutiny at Examination. The Council
particular it is stated: 1. To recognise that building on | considers that Gl and Biodiversity is adequately
a green-field site is not sustainable; 2. To recognise planned for through existing policies and the
that it is not sustainable to site urban developments in | Development Site Template requirements. It is not
rural areas to the detriment of the local communities; thought the comments made relate to the HRA
3. To recognise that it is not sustainable to create process.
isolated commuter dormitories distant from places of
employment; 4. To recognise the negative
environmental impacts that such dormitory
settlements would have, including an unnecessary
increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 5. To
remove the Fyfield site from the list of LPP2
allocations.
1096948 | Haidrun Berkshire, No HRA - BBO Comments have been received by Berks, Bucks & Comments from BBOWT are noted. The Council
Breith Buckinghamshire Wildlife Trust Oxon Wildlife Trust (BBOWT) in relation to the would like to respond as follows:
and Oxfordshire Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA). These are
Wildlife Trust summarised as follows: The Council recognises the concerns raised by
BBOWT. The HRA has been updated to add clarity in
BBOWT raise concern about the potential indirect and | relation to the hydrological studies undertaken to date
cumulative effects on Cothill Fen SAC as a result of which demonstrate that it is unlikely that flows would
growth in the district, and in particular at Dalton impact the catchment of the SAC and nearby SSSis.
Barracks. They note that they are guided by Natural Work to date indicates that there will not be harmful
England's response on this particular matter. impacts in air quality, however additional work is also
BBOWT welcome the HRA recognition that the SANG | being undertaken, at an Oxfordshire level, to consider
proposed at Dalton Barracks must also be of a nature | traffic flows and cumulative impacts - this is an
that is likely to attract visitors to utilise it rather than ongoing process. The HRA has been updated to
the nearby SAC. reflect this ongoing work and is addressed within a
BBOWT raise concern that the planned growth will Statement of Common Ground with Natural England.
result in a recreational impact on nature reserves in
the vicinity of Dalton Barracks, including a number The Council welcome the support for particular
which are currently managed by them. sections of the HRA.
The HRA does not consider in detail the impact on the
other nature reserves around Dalton Barracks,
including SSSis, although the HRA has been updated
to include reference to these designated sites and
what, if any, impacts may result from the proposed
development. However, the Council recognise the
issues raised. Mitigation measures are set out in the
Site Development Template for Dalton Barracks
(Appendix A of Local Plan 2031 Part 2). In addition to
this, the Council will engage with BBOWT as part of
work informing the Dalton Barracks Comprehensive
Development Framework to discuss this matter
further and identify opportunities to address this
through the emerging SPD.
1022361 | Ms Natural England HRA - Natural | Comments have been received by Natural England in | Comments from Natural England are noted. The
Rebecca England relation to the Habitats Regulations Assessment Council would like to respond as follows:
Micklem (HRA). These are summarised as follows:

The Council recognises the concerns raised by
Natural England. Additional work is being undertaken
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Concerns are raised in relation to Air Quality and
Hydrology at Cothill Fen SAC. Natural England
suggest that additional modelling should be
undertaking to determine whether there will be an
increase in traffic flows by more than 1000AADT on
the smaller roads around this site. Natural England
also note the reference to Hydrology studies within
the HRA, which demonstrate that it is unlikely that
surface or shallow sub-surface flows from the
development footprint would occur into the catchment
of the SAC and nearby SSSis. Natural England
would like to see these studies presented in the HRA
in order to support the conclusions.

Natural England highlight the recent engagement with
the Oxfordshire authorities to find an appropriate
approach to in-combination assessments of air quality
at Oxford Meadows SAC in their Local Plans. Natural
England note that work for this is ongoing to
determine if there is a likely significant effect from the
in-combination effects of planned growth across the
County on Oxford Meadows SAC, and how this can
be mitigated. Natural England note that it cannot
currently be assumed that the current plan level
measures will be sufficient to mitigate the impact.
Berks, Bucks & Oxon Wildlife Trust (BBOWT) raise
concern about the potential indirect and cumulative
effects on Cothill Fen SAC as a result of growth in the
district, and in particular with Dalton Barracks.

on traffic flows on the smaller roads surrounding
Cothill Fen SAC. The HRA has been updated to add
clarity in relation to the hydrological studies
undertaken to date which demonstrate that it is
unlikley that flows would impact the catchment of the
SAC and nearby SSSis.

The Council recognise the potential for in-combination
effects on Oxford Meadows SAC as a result of
cumulative growth across Oxfordshire. Local Plan
2031 Part 1 set out a number of measures which
sought to ensure that any potential effects could be
mitigated, subject to more detailed work on this
matter. The Council has worked with Natural England
and Cherwell District Council to assess this potential
impact in more detail. The HRA has been updated to
reflect the most recent position in relation to this.

These matters have been addressed in further detalil
through the Statement of Common Ground between
Vale of White Horse District Council and Natural
England and the Statement of Common Ground with
Cherwell District Council also.
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1096915 Rockspring 1022452 | Mr Fenwick | WYG Planning & | No SA - Ab/Ox — A number of comments have been received in relation | The reasons for arriving at the reasonable spatial
Barwood East Environment EHAN to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) where it relates to | strategy alternatives are presented within Chapter 6
Hanney Ltd development in East Hanney. These are summarised | ("Establishing the reasonable alternatives") of the SA
1143288 | Mr and Mrs 872479 Mr Paul Edgars Limited No as follows: Report. Sect_llons.6.4 explams that account was taken
Kauert Slater of the C_:o_uncn s site selecuon process, when .
- The SA is deficient for its failure to consider determining which ‘'smaller site options’ . Section 6.5
1143289 tﬁ]ﬁ\gdHomes 872479 I\S/IlrétPe?ul Edgars Limited reasonable alternatives and should consider a new gﬂ&?&“ﬁggﬂ;ﬂ:‘t:ﬁ'i)ngxxﬁ'cnhss";’gslz Sbrgz:l sites
site not previously tested at East Hanney.
1096915 Rockspring 1022452 | Mr Fenwick | WYG Planning & | No A Coup|§ of sites );t East Hanney has no)t/ been variable’ across the reasonable alternatives. The
; : ; . Councils justification for applying a threshold of 50
Barwood East Environment considered in detail through the SA as they are . : .
Hanney Ltd . ! , dwellings is set out in paragraph 3.11 of the Site
unable to deliver more than 50. This approach is not Selection Tobic Paper 2
considered to be justified. P per .
The SA is difficient in its assessment of landscape for )
the proposed allocation North East of East Hanney, The appraisal of landscape matters through the SA
and has little regard to the strengthening of the has been consistent, ha\{mg regard to the outcomes
northern and eastern boundaries. of the Landscape Capacity Study and subsequent
The SA has discounted the site "East of East Hanney" Addendum which represent the most up to date
S o Y" | evidence. These specifically relate to the capacity of
P””C.'pa!”y on Iands_,cape grounds. This is CO”"""TV to each site to accommodate development. The Site
the findings (.)f the inspectors report on the pIanm_ng Development Templates (Appendix A of Local Plan
ZlEFheeagg;ttglfsES;si. Hi\tr?r?eeczﬁgh are also supportive 2031 Part 2) identified specific landscape mitigation
y ' measures where required for the sites proposed to be
allocated.
730255 Dr Stephen | Fyfield and No SA - Ab/Ox - A number of comments have been received in relation | The SA has been prepared based on the most up to
raser ubney Paris to the Sustainability Appraisa where it relates to ate evidence available, and consultation responses
F Tub Parish KBAG he S inability A isal (SA) where it rel d id ilabl d Itati
Council development at Kingston Bagpuize with Southmoor. received. The Council has worked with Historic
1096329 Blanchard 1096331 | Mr Simon Strutt & Parker No These are summarised as follows: England, .Natural England, .H|ghways England,
Enterprises Handy LLP Oxfordshire County Council and oth_er key
. Comments from the site promoter of land to the south | Stakeholders to ensure that constraints to
1097353 | Liam Ryder S(Iee:/derlrg)a?nents No of Spring Hill disagree with the outcomes of the SA development have been appropriately identified and
P when compared with the proposed allocation to the assessed through the SA.
1097660 | Mr Tim No east of the village. These relate to ecology, proximity
Dougall to services, and transport. Sites are required to be delivered in accordance with

Comments from Fyfield and Tubney Parish Council
which consider that the SA ignores the impact of
development on the nearby settlement of Fyfield
village and its conservation area, including
unsubstantiated claims that the site will deliver a new
school and road improvements in the area.

The SA has not given proper consideration of the
impact of development on the setting of Kingston
Bagpuize House and its associated conservation
area.

Development of the proposed allocation will have
negative impacts on a number of Sustainability
Objectives, including Objective 4 (improve the health
and well-being of Vale residents), Objective 7
(Improve and protect the natural environment) and
Objective 8 (to protect cultural heritage and enhance
archaeological and heritage access). The
Sustainability Objections as a whole have therefore

their respective development templates as set out in
Appendix A of the Local Plan 2031 Part 2. For the
proposed site to the east of Kingston Bagpuize, these
include the provision of a new primary school on site
as well as a link road between the A415 and A420.

The Council has had regard to the outcomes of the
SA before recommending which sites are to be
allocated to meet the specific requirements of Local
Plan 2031 Part 2.
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not been considered in a balanced manner. The
Council have favoured certain Objectives over others.
879508 Arnold White 879505 Mr Geoff Gardner SA - Ab/Ox - A comment has been made in relation to the SA by The Site Selection Topic Paper 2 and SA have
Estates (AWE) Gardner Planning RADL the site promoter for land to the south of Radley. It considered in detail a range of alternative sites in the
Ltd states that the SA has not appropriately considered Green Belt. The SA has tested a number of site
sites within the Green Belt as the report only options, including one which seeks to allocate
introduces Green Belt as a landscape criterion under | additional sites within the Green Belt. The Council
Objective 8. This is erroneous as the Green Belt consider that the approach taken to site selection,
serves quite a different purpose. including through the SA, is robust.
1097353 | Liam Ryder | Gladman No SA - Ab/Ox - A comment has been received in relation to the The Council has noted the comments made with
Developments STEV Sustainability Appraisal (SA) where it relates to the respect to the issue of education provision in
settlement of Steventon. Steventon, which is appropriately addressed through
The comment from site promoters for land in the SA report.
Steventon note the issue relating to school provision
identified in the SA report. It notes that additional
development in the village can assist with this issue,
in addition to providing a number of other benefits
including pedestrian/cycle improvements, the
provision of extra care housing and enabling facilities
such as a 'walking bus' to benefit existing pupils.
1022473 Rosconn 737353 Mr Nathan McLoughlin SA - Ab/Ox - A number of comments have been received in relation | The reasons for including only certain sites as
Group McLoughlin | Planning WOOT to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) where it relates to | variables across the reasonable alternatives are
1143092 | Mrs Sian | David Wilson | 1143090 | Mrs Sophie | Strutt & Parker | No ]Egﬁosﬁstt,'eme”t of Wootton. These are summarised as f’erzzgEfb‘fewéﬁ:‘e'?nggsg;?; gf(”']':esg"g“;g”g”the
Keeling Homes Ltd Horsley ' port.
(Southern) o _
1145100 | Vortal Vortal 724654 Mr Douglas | Woolf Bond No hgg;jszﬁsligaziiﬁ?rﬁ, Wo_ott:)n V\;ﬁs Isctop_ed gxt of the South ofb\lNoolttton If‘ mclud((ejd asa v{alnable, gcrots's ]Ehe
Properties Properties Bond Planning y Appraisal as the Interim reasonable alternatives and was not 'scoped out' 0

concluded that greenfield, Green Belt sites should be
sieved out in favour of Dalton Barracks, a brownfield
Green Belt site. Additional sites need to be allocated
in this sub area to reflect a more realistic delivery
trajectory for Dalton Barracks, and the land at Pages
Farm would make a positive contribution to this.

A site in Wootton (HELAA Ref: WOOT21) has not
been considered in detail through the SA as it is
unable to deliver more than 50. This approach is not
considered to be justified and the site should be
considered further for allocation within Local Plan
2031 Part 2.

The SA should have considered the implications of
not having Dalton Barracks in the Plan (i.e. it should
not be a constant)

Option 3 of the SA identifies that the allocation of 150
dwellings at Wootton represents the best option in
terms of 'homes' and 'movement’. Land to the west of
Lashford Lane, Wootton, should be considered
further.

the report. The Council considers that the sites
proposed to be allocated in Local Plan 2031 Part 2
are most appropriate to deliver the specific
requirements of the plan.

The reasons for arriving at the reasonable spatial
strategy alternatives are presented within Chapter 6
("Establishing the reasonable alternatives”) of the SA
Report. Sections 6.4 explains that account was taken
of the Council's site selection process, when
determining which 'smaller site options' to include as a
'variable' across the reasonable spatial strategy
alternatives. The Councils justification for applying a
threshold of 50 dwellings is set out in paragraph 3.11
of the Site Selection Topic Paper 2.

The reasons for including Dalton Barracks as a
‘constant’ across the reasoanable alternatives are
explained across Chapter 6 ("Establishing the
reasonable alternatives") of the SA Report. Sections
6.3 (plus the associated appendix) and 6.5 (in
particular, Paragraphs 6.5.3 to 6.5.7) explain how
some large sites should be a ‘constant’ and which
should be a ‘variable’ across the reasonable
alternatives.
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A reference is made to Option 3 of the SA, which
relates to the Interim SA Findings (March 2017) and
has been superseded by the SA Report (September
2017).
826174 Mr Daniel No SA - Climate A small number of comments have been received in The Council notes the comments on the SA where
Scharf change relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) where it they relate to climate change and mitigation. The
relates to the impact of climate change. These are Council considers that climate change mitigation and
summarised as follows: adaptation are given appropriate consideration within
the SA report. For example, the SA Framework
The SA does nothing to mitigate against the effects of | includes two objectives relating to climate change
climate change. addressing both adaptation and mitigation.
The reliance on the Core Policies in Local Plan 2031
Part 1 is flawed as the relevant policies are about
generation and adaptation, not mitigation.
874560 | Ms Helen Campaign to No SA - CPRE A small number of comments have been received The SA framework is presented within Chapter 4
Marshall Protect Rural from CPRE in relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (‘What's the scope of the SA’). Messages from the
England (SA). These are summarised as follows: context review are presented within Appendix Il of the
SA Report. The Scope of the SA was subject to
The SA does not comply with SEA regulations in that formal consultation vv_ith Natural England, Historic
it does not predict the actual likely effects on the England and the Environment Agency, to ensure that
environment (Regulation 12(3) and Schedule 2), and the Sustainability Objectives were appropriate for
in particular for landscape quality or character, dark Local Plan 2031 Part 2.
skies and light pollution, loss of tranquillity, loss of
species or habitats; historic landscape and character, | The SA scope was updated in 2017 by splitting
loss or harm to heritage assets and their settings; loss | objective 8, which deals with "heritage and landscape”
of archaeological sites and the implications for local in order to give standalone consideration to both
resources to access and curate resultant materials. heritage and landscape. This reflected understanding
These factors are both predictable and capable of of the emerging plan, and the relevant
being monitored to a reasonable degree. sensitivities/issues.
The SA has not considered the cumulative effects of
Local Plan 2031 Part 1 and Part 2 allocations, as well | The SA has had regard to all of the issues/objectives
as other plans in the region. Particular reference is identified by CPRE when developing and appraising
made to in-combination impacts on the North Wessex alternatives, in addition to appraising the plan as a
Downs AONB, where major developments have been | whole
approved in Berkshire and Wiltshire. The SA should
include ‘an estimate of the overarching cumulative i
impact of proposed site allocations on the AONB riz;rt?grr?)?tulnl]hllﬁ[i\% tgfef)ef:?s roerf)?r:ted:gﬁ ;v ith the
objectives, and taking account of developments in :
adjacent areas, such as the wider Didcot area.’
928815 Patrick Highways SA - Highways | A general comment has been received from The Council has noted the comments made by
Blake England England Highways England in relation to the Sustainability Highways England in relation to the SA.
Appraisal (SA). The comment notes the outputs of
the Evaluation of Transport Impacts assessment
which has informed Local Plan 2031 Part 2, and that
measures to mitigate the impact of transport on the
strategic road network are set out in the Development
Templates contained in Appendix A of the Local Plan
2031 Part 2. Highways England note that the SA
states that 'all sites are broadly supported from a
transport perspective'.
1097353 | Liam Ryder | Gladman No SA - Interim A small number of comments has been received in The Publication Version of Local Plan 2031 Part 2 is
Developments Report relation to the Interim Sustainability Appraisal (ISA), supported by a Sustainability Appraisal (SA - October

which was published alongside the Preferred Options
Consultation (March 2017).

2017) and is justified on the basis of the consideration
of reasonable alternatives presented within Part 1
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The comments raise the question as to how the ("What has plan-making / SA involved up to this
Council reached its conclusion that Option 4 within point?") of the SA Report.
the ISA represents the most sustainable solution
when it scored the lowest for access to services and
facilities and for pollution.
782835 | Mr Hugh Wantage No SA - A comment has been received in relation to SA The Council have noted the comment and welcome
Rees Deanery Objectives Objective 5 of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA). The the support in principle for this particular objective of
(Oxford comment supports this objective but would like see it | the SA.
Diocese) expanded beyond educational achievement and skills
levels, namely to "address the aspects of
endeavouring the individuals to flourish, and start to
break the cycle of low expectations".
879120 | Gow Family SA - A small number of comments have been received in The reasons for including Dalton Barracks as a
Reasonable relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and the ‘constant’ across the reasonable alternatives are
Alternative approach take to determining reasonable alternatives. | explained across Chapter 6 ("Establishing the
1096701 WebbPaton 737353 Mr Nathan McLoughlin SA - These are summarised as follows: reasonable alternatives”) of the SA Report, with a key
McLoughlin | Planning Reasonable concluding statement made at para 6.5.4.
Alternative The SA should have considered the implications of
not having Dalton Barracks in the Plan (i.e. it should The reasons for arriving at the reasonable spatial
not be a constant) strategy alternatives are presented within Chapter 6
Sites have not been considered in detail through the | ("Establishing the reasonable alternatives”) of the SA
SA where they are unable to deliver more than 50 Report. Sections 6.4 explains that account was taken
dwellings. This approach is not considered to be of the Council’s site selection process, when
justified, and recommend that smaller sites should be | determining which ‘smaller site options' to include as a
considered in more detail. 'variable' across the reasonable spatial strategy
The plan fails to consider a more dispersed strategy alternatives. The Cqunci_ls justifica_tion for applying a
for development as a reasonable alternative. threshol_d of 50 d\./vellmgs. is set out in paragraph 3.11
of the Site Selection Topic Paper 2.
Local Plan 2031 Part 1 was taken into account when
arriving at the reasonable spatial strategy alternatives
for Local Plan 2031 Part 2. Chapter 6 of the SA
presents "outline reasons for selecting the alternatives
dealt with".
1096069 | Ms Jones Redcliffe No SA - SouthEast | A small number of comments have been received in In accordance with the Regulations, Chapter 6
Homes Ltd - EHEN relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) regarding | ("Establishing the reasonable alternatives") of the SA

development in the AONB at East Hendred. These
are summarised as follows:

The SA has ruled out the HELAA site EHENO1 at too
early a stage, on the basis on unknown assumptions
and little or no evidence. The site would not
constitute major development in the AONB and
should be considered as a reasonable alternative to
Harwell Campus.

The same site has not been considered in detail
through the SA as it is unable to deliver more than 50.
This approach is not considered to be justified and the
site should be considered further for allocation within
Local Plan 2031 Part 2.

presents "an outline of the reasons for selecting the
alternatives dealt with." A 'staged' approach to
examining site options was undertaken, with a view to
identifying a shortlist of site options that should be a
'variable' across the reasonable spatial strategy
alternatives. The Council considers that development
of this greenfield site would constitute major
development within the AONB and was therefore
discounted at Stage 3 of the site selection process,
prior to detailed testing, including SA.

The site is currently being promoted for around 35
dwellings. Sections 6.4 of the SA explains that
account was taken of the Council's site selection
process, when determining which 'smaller site options'
to include as a 'variable' across the reasonable spatial
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strategy alternatives. The Councils justification for
applying a threshold of 50 dwellings is set out in
paragraph 3.11 of the Site Selection Topic Paper 2.
The Council consider that the site would not deliver a
scheme comparable to the live-work style campus
which will meet the particular needs of the Campus,
including a tailored mix of housing.
1097646 | lan North Wessex No SA - SouthEast | A small number of comments have been received in Paragraph 11.1.6 of the SA report deals with the
Hepburn Downs AONB - Harwell relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) regarding | matter of cumulative effects on the AONB. This
1097815 Gallagher 1097816 | Hannah Turley Campus developmen.t mdthe ?\(ﬁNB f’;l'[ Harwell Campus. These ane#ysi was Is.upp'\l/vlamegt;\r){;o Ithe gnalyzlstresented
Estates and Bowler are summarised as follows: within the earlier ( arc 017) Interim S .eport,
The Crown reflected concerns raised through consultation
Estate The SA has not considered the cumulative effects of | "€SPONSes.
Local Plan 2031 Part 1 and Part 2 allocations, as well
as other plans in the region. The SA should include The Council does not consider the land to the South
‘an estimate of the overarching cumulative impact of of Harwell Campus to be a site option for the
proposed site allocations on the AONB objectives, purposes of detailed testing, including through the SA.
and taking account of developments in adjacent The Council’s justification for this is set out in the Site
areas, such as the wider Didcot area.’ Selection Topic Paper.
Site promoters for the land south of Harwell Campus
has not been considered as a reasonable alternative
to the proposed allocation at Harwell Campus and
should be subject to detailed testing.
1022346 | Mrs Victoria | Bovis Homes SA - Spatial A small number of comments have been received in The Council consider that the preferred option chosen
Trotman Limited Strategy relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) which represents the most suitable and sustainable
. propose a different strategy to those which were approach to delivering the specific needs of Local
1096701 WebbPaton 737353 Mr Nathar_l MCLO[.JghIm already tested. This is summarised as follows: Plan 2031 Part 2. While a significant increase in
McLoughlin | Planning : .
allocations to accommodate 7,000 dwellings for
1144456 | Mr Graham No The Local Plan 2031 Part 2 should increase its unmet | ©xford City may result in positives to one SA
Francis Objective, it would likely result in significant negatives

housing need figure by at least 7,000, and provide a
20% buffer to ensure a realistic prospect of achieving
a supply. This would better reflect the positives
associated with the SA Objective for homes, as
demonstrated by Option 3 tested within the SA report.

Certain parts of the Western Vale sub area, such as
East Challow, should be considered as capable of
providing additional housing sites.

A comment considers the development plan is
unsustainable when related to the objectives set out
by the SA Framework, highlighting that the plan does
not meet any of the objectives. A general suggestion
is made to move development to an area where it
meets the sustainability requirements and not where it
will destroy traditional and historical villages and
surrounding areas permanently.

for a number of other Objectives within the report.
Chapter 8 of the SA presents the Council’s response
to the alternatives appraisal and the Council’s
reasons for developing the preferred approach.

There is a sufficient supply of housing within the
Western Vale to meet the districts own housing
requirements up to 2031. The SA has considered this
matter in section 6.2 of the SA Report (Paragraphs
6.2.14 and 6.2.15). Itis not considered necessary or
appropriate to allocate additional sites in this sub area
due to the projected supply of housing which already
exceeds the requirement. The exception to this is
where the Council has tested in detail land in the
Parish of East Challow where it is adjacent to
Wantage, a market town within the South-East Vale
sub area.

The Council considers that the SA has appropriately
assessed the strategy including reasonable
alternatives against the Sustainability Objectives and
has been informed by a robust set of evidence which
underpins the Local Plan 2031 Part 2.
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The Council does not consider the options tested to
be flawed due to the weakness of individual sites. The
preferred option is a package of sites, to which the SA
needs to test ‘reasonable alternative’ packages of
sites. This is explained in more detail in Section of
the SA.
725596 Mr Nicholas | Stagecoach SA - A comment has been received from Stagecoach in The Council note the comment made by Stagecoach.
Small Oxford Stagecoach relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA). It states The Council have given careful consideration to
that evidence on the existing and potential public accurately examining this matter, including through
transport serving the sites in the appraisal is the SA process, taking account of detailed
inaccurate consultation responses received from bus operators
in the area, including from Stagecoach.
1100261 Cateshby 1096086 | Taylor Turley SA - Support A number of comments of support have been The Council welcomes these comments of support
Property Group Cherrett received by the site promoters for the proposed and has noted them.
allocation to the South East of Marcham where it is
referenced in the Sustainability Appraisal (SA).
1096915 Rockspring 1022452 | Mr Fenwick | WYG Planning & | No SA - Upper One comment objects to the lack of testing of The council note the suggestion that the approach to
Barwood East Environment Thames alternatives through the SA in relation to the safeguarding land for the Upper Thames Reservoir
Hanney Ltd Reservoir safeguarded land for the Upper Thames Reservoir. should be given explicit consideration through the
There is no explicit justification for why this site is a testing of reasonable alternatives.
preferred option. Chapter 5 of the Sustainability Appraisal (“Introduction
to Part 1") explains the decision to focus on 'spatial
strategy alternatives' in order to discharge the
requirement to examine ‘reasonable alternatives'.
Land is safeguarded until a decision is made on the
most appropriate solution to addressing water
resource and supply for the region. This will be made
through the examination of Thames Water's Water
Resource Management Plan 2019 (WRMP19) in due
course. The WRMP19 will be required to test a range
of options, having regard to Strategic Environmental
Assessment and Habitats Regulations Assessment.
1097677 David Wilson 1097679 | David Turley SA - Wantage/ | A number of comments have been received from the | The uncertainty about the deliverability of the
Homes Murray-Cox Grove - site promoter of land to the East of Grove in relation proposed allocation North-West of Grove relates to
(Southern) Tulwick Farm to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA). These are when exactly the site will come forward for

summarised as follows:

Consider the reasons for rejecting the site to the east
of Grove (Tulwick Farm) in the SA are flawed, and
consider the site to be a reasonable alternative to
those sites proposed for allocation with Local Plan
2031 Part 2. Particular attention is given to the
potential uncertainty surrounding the deliverability,
including the allocations North-West of Grove and
Dalton Barracks, and reference is made to the
evidence set out in the Site Selection Topic Paper 2
relating to the site which is also incorrect.

Comments also state that the alternative sites for a
future train station at Grove has not been tested
through the SA.

The methodology informing the SA is also flawed. An
independent appraisal of the sustainability

development (i.e. the year in which building will
commence on this site). There is greater clarity on
the trajectory of delivery of this proposed allocation
following the grant of permission for the existing
allocation Grove Airfield in 2017.

The Council also consider that there is now greater
clarity on the ability for the proposed allocation at
Dalton Barracks to deliver houses within the plan
period.

The safeguarding of land for a future train station at
Grove currently identifies a number of options for this
scheme, having regard to the most up-to-date
evidence available. It does not preclude the
possibility that other options coming forward in due
course, should future evidence demonstrate this. The
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performance of the site to the east of Grove is also removal of safeguarded land to the east of the A338
presented. for a future station as identified through Local Plan
No evidence is presented which identifies the 2031 Part 1 is a response to updated information
potential market capacity issues in the area, which provided by Network Rail. They confirm that this land
are referenced in the SA. is no longer a suitable option due to the electrification
works that have taken place.
758199 | John Dandara Ltd SA - Wantage/ | A number of comments have been received from two | The Council has had particular regard to ensuring
Richards Grove - West sites promoters of land to the west of Wantage in that, following the Preferred Options Consultation, the
1096101 | Mr Randal Drivewalk Ltd 832055 Mr Paul Paul Butt No of Wantage relation to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) where it evidence supporting the Local Plan 2031 Par.t 2 was
Joseph Butt Planning relates to development at Grove and Wantage. upfjated where necessary to reflect the two sites
Pakeman These are summarised as follows: _belng promoted to the west of Wantage. This .
included an Addendum to the Landscape Capacity
The site promoter for the land to the west of Wantage, | Study (October 2017), updates to the SA. and
north of the A417 and south of the canal (HELAA Ref: | reflected in the Site Selection Topic Paper 2.
EACHO06) considers this land is more sustainable,
unconstrained and a reasonable alternative to the Some of the comments for the site EACHO6 where
sites proposed for allocation in Local Plan 2031 Part they relate to the SA refer to the Interim SA Report
2. They consider that the site has not been tested (March 2017) rather than the SA Report (September
robustly through the SA, as it forms part of a larger 2017), which recognises that two separate sites are
and 'merged' site that comprises the whole of the land | being promoted in this area, rather than the singular
between Wantage and East Challow. Some 'merged’ site.
reference is made to where this site performs well
against specific Sustainability Objectives. The site is | 11 jystification for not including the West of Wantage
not in the green belt and would not constitute major sites as a 'variable' within the reasonable spatial
development in the AONB. Comments also state that | girateqy alternatives is presented across Chapter 6
the site relates well to Oxford in terms of public ("Establishing the reasonable alternatives") as a
transport due to its location on the edge of Wantage. whole, with the concluding statement presented at
The site promoter for the land to the west of Wantage, | para 6.5.11. Section 6.3 (plus the associated
south of Downsview Road and north of the canal appendix) of the SA explains how a number of large
(HELAA Ref: EACHO8) provide a number of sites should be a ‘constant’ and which should be a
comments on the SA in relation to ecology, the Wilts | ‘variable’ across the reasonable alternatives.
and Berks Canal, market saturation in Wantage and
Grove, landscape capacity and some of the preferred . . .
site options such as East of Kingston Bagpuize with ISS'engs) haa:]/ﬁrgﬁgp;?Set\(/aig;gcdeega;lsznguh daielg :ﬁgn
Southmooor. The comments object to the SA on the ) . . ;
grounds that there is no clear reason why the site has _cor;sg_ltaﬂop ;N'tth a W'ge rangebof dséal;ehold_e_[]s,
been excluded from District wide reasonable ggﬁnéﬂ%énasiléggtigt tﬂffg(rzlor?]me%dlgtsiens :1ade for
alternatives as set out in Table 6.3 of the SA. . . : . )
these sites, as set out in the Site Selection Topic
Paper 2 (Appendix B) are based on robust and up-to-
date evidence. The Council considers that the SA
adequately reflects the evidence prepared to support
Local Plan 2031 Part 2.
The Council considers the sites proposed for
allocation represent the best strategy for delivering
the specific requirements of Local Plan 2031 Part 2.
1021077 | Taylor Taylor Wimpey | 1097568 | Neil Mantell | LRM Planning SA - Western A number of comments have been received in relation | There is a sufficient supply of housing within the
Wimpey Oxfordshire Ltd to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) which seek the Western Vale to meet the districts own housing
Oxfordshire plan to consider additional allocations in the Western | requirements up to 2031. It is not considered
1022346 | Mrs Victoria | Bovis Homes Yes Vale sub area as an alternative which should be necessary or appropriate to aIIocete_ additional sites in
Trotman Limited tested. this sub area. The exception to this is where the
Council has tested in detail land in the Parish of East
1096069 | Ms Jones Redcliffe No Challow where it is adjacent to Wantage, a market
Homes Ltd town within the South-East Vale sub area.
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1096854 RH Systems 1144378 | Mrs Sarah | Bell Cornwell No Certain parts of the Western Vale sub area should be
Kasparian | LLP conS|derhed as Cﬁpame of P?Vldlgg addltllonal hrc])usmg The Council consider that the SA adequately takes
. . . sites. The SA should consider additional growth in account of adopted Local Plan 2031 Part 1 which sets
1098047 \Tﬁﬂ%réy Taylor Wimpey | 1097568 | Neil Mantell ::SM Planning this sub-area as an alternative. the strategy for delivering growth across the district.

No consideration has been given to growth in
Swindon.

The reasons for selecting the alternatives dealt with
are presented in Chapter 6 of the SA report, as part of
which there is an explanation of why 'no allocation
within the Western Vale' can reasonably be assumed
to be a constant across the reasonable alternatives.
The merits of nil allocation in the Western Vale are
also explored within Chapter 10 of the SA Report (as
they were within Chapter 10 of the earlier Interim SA
Report).

The Council has engaged with Swindon on matters of
strategic, boundary-significance and consider that the
duty to cooperate has been successfully discharged
in relation to this.
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832469 | George No Additional One comment suggested a new policy was required The Council considers that Core Policy 13: Oxford
Lambrick Green Belt relating to development in the Green Belt to provide Green Belt of the adopted Local Plan 2031 part 1
policy additional guidance on what types of development are | provides guidance on inappropriate development in
inappropriate. the Green Belt.
The circumstances and issues arising from recent
decisions reflect how developers seek to maximise Comment about the Council DM process is noted,
the scale of development in the Green Belt and have | although this matter is not thought to affect the
found a means of circumventing the policy set out in soundness of the Part 2 plan.
the NPPF. It is suggested that case officers have
taken previous cases as setting generally applicable
precedents rather than having to explain (or require
applicants to substantiate) in detail the ‘very special
circumstances’ in each case.
872091 Mr Tony Lee No Breach of One respondent suggest that the plan is in breach of | The Local Plan has been subject to a Equalities
human rights the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) Impact Assessment to ensure that human rights will
due to proposed construction traffic, pollution and not be impacted by the policies and proposals as set
noise and will cause the Council to be in breach of out in the Part 2 plan.
Health and Safety Executive (HSE) policy because of
resulting stress in the workplace to public sector staff.
1028150 | Ms Allison HSE Nuclear Comments HSE would be grateful if the Council could provde Noted.
Chippendale | Installation from Health them with the land allocation GIS data for the plan.
Inspectorate and Safety
Executive
728849 Marine Comments Automated response from the Marine Management Noted.
Management from Marine Organisation outlining their purpose and the
Organisation Management necessary processes required should a Local Plan
Organisation impact upon marine environments and species.
1097646 | lan Hepburn | North Wessex Comments The North Wessex Downs AONB Management Board | Noted. Support is acknowledged and welcomed.
Downs AONB from North welcome adjustments made to the Part 2 plan to The Council's response to specific matters raised by
Wessex reflect earlier comments and recommendations made | the North Wessex Downs AONB Board are covered
Downs AONB at the Preferred Options consultation. However, the in more detail in relation to proposed development at
Management North Wessex Downs AONB Board have raised Harwell Campus.
Board concerns with matters related to the Part 2 plan.
This is discussed more in relation to proposed
development at Harwell Campus.
1100197 | Mr Peter South Comments South Oxfordshire District Council expressed support | Support from South Oxfordshire District Council is
Canavan Oxfordshire from South for the close working of the two councils on Didcot acknowledged and welcomed. The Council will
District Council Oxfordshire Garden Town and the Green Infrastructure and continue to work with South Oxfordshire District
District Council | Leisure Facilities Strategies. Council on cross-boundary matters including the
delivery and implementation of the Didcot Garden
Town.
785705 | Mr Brian Sunningwell No Comments Sunningwell Parish Council raised a number of The Council has undertaken an extensive
Rixon Parish Council from concerns in relation to the consultation process. consultation programme in accordance with national
Sunningwell Specific comments included: legislation, policy and the Council's Statement of

Parish Council

There were a number of late changes made to the
Part 2 plan

Consultation has been hastily arranged and residents
affected by the Plan have not had sufficient time to
engage in this process

Community Involvement. Further details on the
Council's consultation programme for the Part 2 plan
is available in the Regulation 22 Consultation
Statement to support the Submission Version of the
Part 2 plan.
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Evidence base documents to support the Part 2 plan
are technically complex and difficult to comprehend
Council could have proactively sought to engage
directly with Sunningwell Parish Council
729061 Ms Laila West Berkshire No Comments West Berkshire District Council have no comments on | Noted.
Bassett Council, from West the Local Plan 2031 part 2.
Planning and Oxfordshire
Transport District Council
Policy
1142392 | Mr Vic No Comparison One comment suggesed that policies from Local Plan | Where appropriate, the Council has updated a
Johnson with Local Plan | 2011 should be reinstated. number of Saved Policies of the Local Plan 2011 in
2011 the Part 2 plan. The Council's assessment of the
Saved Policies of the Local Plan is available to view
in the relevant Topic Papers to support the
Submission Version of the Part 2 plan. This
assessment has considered whether policies remain
appropriate and consistent with national policy and
guidance and if they should be replaced or updated
by new policies within the Part 2 plan.
782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Comparison One comment noted that there has been no change Noted. The Part 2 plan complements the adopted
Rees Deanery with Local Plan | in Plan from Part 1, except projected housing Part 1 plan and sets out:
(Oxford part 1 numbers.
Diocese) Policies and locations for new housing to meet the
Vale's proportion of Oxford's housing need, which
cannot be met within the City boundaries
Policies for the Part of Didcot Garden Town that lies
within the Vale of White Horse District
Detailed development management policies to
complement the strategic policies as set out in the
Part 1 plan, and where appropriate replaces the
Remaining saved policies of the Local Plan 2011, and
additional site allocations for housing.
782835 | Mr Hugh Wantage No Comparison One comment noted that there has been no changes | Noted. The Council considers this matter falls outside
Rees Deanery with the to policies and that the Local Plan part 2 does not the remit of the Local Plan process.
(Oxford Regulation 18 address the deficiencies of Part 1 in that it does not
Diocese) version of endeavour to boost the self-confidence or attainment
Local Plan part | levels of children from families of low attainment or
2 the break the cycle of low expectations.
730255 | Dr Stephen | Fyfield and No Consultation A number of comments have been received The Council has undertaken an extensive
Fraser Tubney Parish process concerned with the consultation process. Specific consultation programme in accordance with national
Council comments raised the following concerns: legislation, policy and the Council's Statement of
782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Comm_ulnity Involve_ment. Further details on the _
Rees Deanery They had not been consulted properly Council's consulta_tlon programme for the preparation
(Oxford Advertising the public consultation was insufficient of the Part 2 plan is set out in the Regulation 22
Diocese) Publi Consultation Statement to support the Submission
ublic events were poorly conducted Version of the Part 2 plan.
871494 | Mr Noel No Ewdence. documents became available during the Appendix 3 of the Consultation Statement to support
Newson consultation process. the Publication Version of the Part 2 plan provides a
1095527 | Mr John No Experienced difficulties in viewing or making summary of the consultation responses received from
Bradley comments on the Plan online, public consultation on the Preferred Options version.
1098082 | Phillip NG The length of the consultation period was too short
Carder
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1141744 | Mr Derek No Their views had not been taken into account in Changes made to the Plan were clearly set out in the
James revising the Plan between the Regulation 18 and 19 relevant Topic Papers to support the Publication
1143295 Grah N consultations Version of the Part 2 plan.
mr >raham 0 The needs of their communities had not been given
Sloper . .
consideration
1144097 | Mr Joseph No The details of the Local Plan part 2 was a 'done deal’
Taylor prior to their involvement
1144151 | Mr Brian No Community engagement has not been undertaken in
Monnery compliance with the Vale of White Horse District
114431 Mr Si N Council’'s Customer Service Standards
318 Berrflmon 0 The preparation of the Vale of White Horse District
y Council Local Plan 2031, Part 2 has not been
1144544 | Ms J undertaken in compliance with the Vale of White
Russell Horse District Council’s Statement of Community
1144867 | Mr Steven No Involvement.
Greenwood
1144869 | Mr Dudley No
Grimwood
1144871 | Mr William
Hailey
1144924 | MR Michael No
Millard
1144927 | Mr William No
King
MClachlan
1144972 | Mr John No
Fisher
1144984 | Dr Leslie No
Russell
1145006 | Mr Terry No
Stacey
1145009 | Mrs Frances No
Stacey
1145019 | Mrs Roberta No
Wheeler
1145022 | Mr David No
Wheeler
1145040 | Mrs Ellen No
Krier
1145331 | Mrs No
Margaret
Harte
1145346 | Mr Edward No
Harte
1101804 | Alex No
Chandler
1145340 | Mr Peter No
Krier
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874315 Mr Anthony No Consultation One comment raised concern that there has been The Council has undertaken an extensive
Mockler process - insufficient consultation regarding changes to site consultation programme in accordance with national
impact on allocations which could affect other allocated sites legislation, policy and the Council's Statement of
North-West (e.g. North West Valley Park) Community Involvement. Further details on the
Valley Park Council's consultation programme for the preparation
Part 1 of the Part 2 plan is set out in the Regulation 22
allocation Consultation Statement to support the Submission
Version of the Part 2 plan.
North West Valley park is allocated within the Local
Plan part 1. The Local Plan Part 2 does not propose
any changes to this allocation.
1095676 | Mrs No Consultation One respondent raised a concern that the Parish The Council has undertaken an extensive
Rebecca Process - Council of Fyfield and Tubney was not consulted consultation programme in accordance with national
Dougall Legality and regarding the proposed allocation at Kingston legislation, policy and the Council's Statement of
transparency Bagpuize with Southmoor (within Fyfield and Tubney | Community Involvement. Further details on the
of plan - Fyfield | Parish) and that the exhibition was held in a Council's consultation programme for the preparation
and Tubney neighbouring parish and that the Council failed to of the Part 2 plan is set out in the Regulation 22
engage explicitly and directly with the affected parish. | Consultation Statement to support the Submission
Concerns are also raised that the director of the Version of the Part 2 plan.
company lobbying for the development is also a local
Conservative Councillor and that this is a conflict of
interest.
1142663 | Mr Sean Yes Consultation One respondent states that the Council has Support is acknowledged and welcomed.
Quiggin process — discharged its responsibilities regarding consultation
support fairly and openly.
1050211 | Mrs Anne Oxfordshire Comments Oxfordshire CCG state that any large scale housing The Council has worked closely with the CCG
Lankester CCG from growth has implications on the delivery of primary throughout the preparation of the plan to ensure
Oxfordshire care services across the District. The CCG would appropriate provision is made for planning for health.
Clinical expect to be consulted on large scale housing growth, | The Council has signed a SOCG with CCG.
Commissioning | in particular anything over 200 units. The CCG would
Group also like to be able to negotiate either Section 106
funds or Community Infrastructure Levy funds to
support expansion and growth of existing GP
practices to continue to deliver primary care services
to the new population.
1097677 David Wilson 1097679 | David Turley David Wilson David Wilson Homes provided an introductory section | Noted.
Homes Murray-Cox Homes to the representation for the Publication Version of the
(Southern) Part 2 plan.
1142381 | Ms Lynn No Difficulty with The consultee has struggled to use the online system | The Council note the comment regarding the difficulty
Mander online system and indicates that this could put people of from with the online system, however highlight that it was
commenting. made clear during the publicity period, that other
forms of representations where acceptable. The
Council responded promptly to address any identified
issues with the online system.
872583 Mrs Sarah Education Development Policy 7: Community Services and The Council are working with the County Council to
Church Facilities, and indeed the whole plan, make no explicit | ensure appropriate education provision is provided

mention of the educational facilities to support
residential housing growth. This may or may not be
appropriate under DP7, but it seemed the nearest
policy type.

The growth of larger villages is placing considerable
stress on local education provision, particularly in
Faringdon. Village schools have expanded where
possible, but in some cases children are unable to

within the district. The Site development templates
sets out the appropriate infrastrucutre needed to
ensure the development is sustainable and the
existing need is meet including provision for primary,
secondary and other education requirements.

Development proposals should also comply with Core
Policy 7: Providing Supporting Infrastructure and

451



Person
ID

Full Name

Company /
Organisation

Agent
ID

Agent's
Full Name

Agent Company
/ Organisation

Plan
Soundness

Comment
Category

Comment Summary

Officer Response

attend school in the village where they live; this is ok
for children whose parents are able to drive, but the
public transport linkages have been terminated by
Oxfordshire County Council. Education is a County
Council responsibililty but it is one that must be
developed in complete coherence with the District
Development Plan. The villages around Farindon with
their own primary schools are sending children to
Faringdon Community College which is expanding to
a 9-form entry. Whilst welcome, this expansion can
only go so far to meet the need. There is a growing
need to consider another secondary school in the
Western Vale to accommodate the number of new
houses. This cannot just be a requirement for the
developers and must be actively pursued by the Vale
of White Horse and County Council together.

Services whcih sets out very clear requirements for
development to contribute towards infrastructure
delivery informed by the Council's Infrastructure
Delivery Plan.

850794

1096815

Ms Sue
Holmes

Oxford
Brookes
University

CEG

1096817

lan
Gillespie

Igloo Planning

General
Support

One comment expressed their support for their
working relationship with the Council in relation to
planning application for the adopted Part 1 allocation
to the North of Abingdon-on-Thames. Oxford
Brookes University expressed their support for the
Local Plan 2031 part 2.

Support is acknowledged and welcomed.

1101804

1145040

Alex
Chandler

Mrs Ellen
Krier

No

No

Glossary

Several comments were made concerning the
Glossary definition of the term AONB. A suggested
amendment was made to the definition as follows:
“AN AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY
(AONB) IS LAND PROTECTED BY THE
COUNTRYSIDE AND RIGHTS OF WAY ACT 2000
(CROW ACT). IT PROTECTS THE LAND TO
CONSERVE AND ENHANCE ITS NATURAL
BEAUTY.”

The Council is satisfied that the definition of Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) is consistent with
the definition as set out in the adopted Local Plan
2031 part 1 and with national policy and legislation.

1145032

Mr D Bond

No

Green Belt

One comment suggested that the submissions
proposals map should be amended so that the
Abingdon-on-Thames and Oxford Fringe Sub-Area no
longer show the proposed changes to the green belt
at North Hinksey, as this is outside the remit of a
Local Plan., but should show the Green Belt as
shown on the adopted policies map of part 1 of the
Local Plan 2031.

Noted. This was an administrative error. The
Policies Map will be updated to support the
Submission Version of the Part 2 plan.

730190

Councillor
Debby
Hallett

Green Belt and
Local Plan part
1

One comment objects that land was taken out of the
Green Belt in Part 1 plan that was not necessary, and
suggest that the Part 1 plan was therefore unjustified.

The Inspector's Report for the Local Plan 2031 Part 1
concluded that exceptional circumstances existed to
release four strategic sites allocations around
Abingdon-on-Thames, Kennington and Radley from
the Oxford Green Belt.

The Inspector's Report did not preclude the Council
from releasing further land from the Green Belt
through the Part 2 plan if the necessary exceptional
circumstances were to be demonstrated.

The Council is not aware of any reason why the four
sites removed from the Part 1 plan are not still
expected to deliver housing, indeed at the time of
plan submission, one site has planning permission
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and three sites have submitted or are expected to
submit planning applications.
782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Housing One comment is concerned that high density housing | Core Policy 23: Housing Density in the adopted Part 1
Rees Deanery density could adversely affect human flourishing. plan ensures that residential dwellings are provided at
(Oxford an appropriate density to reflect the need to use land
Diocese) efficiently, whilst also taking account of local
circumstances. Developers should justify their
approach to density in the Design and Access
Statement.
758065 | Gallagher Gallagher 758063 Mr Andrew | Savills IDP - Monks One comment suggests that the IDP is updated to Noted. The Council has updated the Infrastructure
Estates and | Estates and Raven Farm (Part 1 ensure it complies with the requirements set out in the | Delivery Plan (IDP) to support the Submission
Gleeson Gleeson plan) evidence base Gallagher-Gleeson has previously Version of the Part 2 plan in relation to leisure and
Strategic Ltd | Strategic Ltd made comments in relation to leisure, sports pitch open space requirements.
and play provision on the site at Monks Farm.
728491 Mr Paul Culham Parish No Infrastructure Several comments, including from Culham Parish The Council has worked closely with Oxfordshire
Gibbs Council Council raise concerns in relation to infrastructure County Council and a range of other infrastructure
. delivery. Specific comments included: providers and is satisfied that appropriate
827932 \Is/lu::gberley \c/;vr?)r:/t:ge and No consideration h(";\s been given to this matter.'The
Campaign The infrastructure necessary to support site Development Site Templates set out the policy
Group allocations is not deliverable within the timeframe of | "€duirements that all additional site allocations in the
the Local Plan 2031 Part 2 plan would need to comply with and the plan is
. accompanied by an Infrastructure Delivery Plan and
Concerns over funding for elements of the Viabili
. . L . iability Assessment.
infrastructure proposed, since all funding is not yet in .
place, and it was suggested that this may not be The Infrastructure Delivery Plan _(IDP) has b_een
delivered until 2040 updated and supports the Submission Version of the
It was recommended to the Inspector that following Part 2 plar?. , )
the conclusion of negotiations regarding Brexit, the More detailed comments are provided in response to
SHMA should be updated based on the new pther consultation responses that concern specific
methodology as set out in the Housing White Paper infrastructure requirements, such as for highways,
and that the Local Plan be revised to reflect the new | Waste water, health care etc. These are set out
SHMA elsewhere within the appendix.
Part 1 plan made limited reference to health services
such as NHS England and Oxfordshire Clinical
Commissioning Group or emergency services such
as the Police, Fire or Ambulance Services
Development Policy 8 refers to quality and
accessibility of community services but does not
mention health services or emergency services
Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy states that
delivering the necessary infrastructure to support
growth from now to 2040 is estimated to cost at least
£8.96 billion; national policy requires that
infrastructure is delivered alongside development
928610 | Lynette Oxfordshire No Infrastructure Oxfordshire County Council were supportive that a The Council has worked closely with Oxfordshire
Hughes County Council Delivery number of matters raised through the Preferred County Council and prepared joint evidence to assess

Options consultation on the Part 2 plan have been
resolved through revisions to text and allocations.
OCC commented that decisions are awaited from
Government on funding and future changes to the
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and that the way
forward is joint working. OCC reference progress
through the Oxfordshire Growth Board in relation to
the Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy (OxIS) and
decision in principle to prepare a Joint Statutory

the impact of development. The Council continues to
work with Oxfordshire County Council on a number of
areas of work relevant to the Local Plan Part 2. This
includes refinement of the Infrastructure Delivery
Plan, further Evaluation of Transport Impacts (ETI)
work, including consideration of how the Oxfordshire
Strategic Model validates in the Abingdon area. In
addition, OCC is a key stakeholder in the
development of Supplementary Planning Documents
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Spatial Plan for Oxfordshire. OCC also referred to for both Harwell Campus and Dalton Barracks. OCC
the National Infrastructure Commission's report on were also involved in preparing the brief for the
the Cambridge-Milton Keynes-Oxford Arc. Oxford-Abingdon Sustainable Transport Study and
commented on drafts of the report.
Vale of White Horse District Council will continue to
engage positively with OCC to support effective
planning for highways and infrastructure to support
Sustainable Development in accordance with the
Adopted Local Plan Part 1, Local Transport Plan 4,
Oxfordshire Strategic Employment Plan and
Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy for which the
Council considers there is a high degree of
consistency. This is considered further within the
SOCG between VOWH and OCC.
1144066 | Mr James No Job security One comment outlining their concern relating to their Noted. The Parts 1 and 2 plans support the delivery
Oliphant job security if the Plan goes ahead. of around 23,000 jobs and is supported by the
Oxfordshire Strategic Economic Plan. The Council is
content the plan is positive towards supporting
economic growth.
1145361 Hinton Group 1145360 | Mr James Hunter Page No Land use One comment states that the Part 2 focuses on The Council has published a Brownfield Register
Ltd Griffin Planning housing but should look at leisure, retail and tourism. | which specifies those sites being developed on
It is requested that opportunities to unlock brownfield | brownfield sites or “previously developed land” as
sites should be explored. defined by the National Planning Policy Framework.
Comment also suggests that the implications of the The register focuses on the redevelopment of sites for
proposed alleviation and transport measures are residential use but can include other uses such as
assessed in greater details focusing particularly on offices and retail provided they support a residential
the inter-relationship between the flood alleviation and | €lement.
Upper Thames Reservoir safeguarded land to the Core Policy 43: Natural Resources in the adopted
West of Abingdon and the South Abingdon-on- Local Plan 2031 Part 1 encourages developers to
Thames bypass safeguarded land. make effective use of natural resources including re-
using previously developed land.
Furthermore, planning policies contained in the
adopted Part 1 plan and the emerging Part 2 plan
sufficiently support the provision of leisure, retail and
tourism development, for example Core Policy 31:
Development to Support the Visitor Economy, Core
Policy 32: Retail Development and other Main Town
Centre Uses and Development Policy 13: Changes of
Use of Retail Units to Other Use.
1022473 Rosconn 737353 Mr Nathan McLoughlin No Local A few comments raised concerns relating to the The purpose of the Part 2 plan was modified through
Group McLoughlin | Planning Development approach of the Plan. In particular, the Plan should the Part 1 plan examination and the Inspector made a
1096701 WebbPaton 737353 Mr Nathan McLoughlin Scheme be prepared in accordance With_ the Local mt?dification to define the purpose of the Part 2 plan
. X Development Scheme. At the time of the Preferred as:
McLoughlin | Planning

Options consultation on the Part 2 plan there was no
an up-to-date version of the LDS available.
Comment has suggested additional supporting text
after paragraph 2.8 as follows:

THIS PART 2 PLAN WILL SUPPORT THE ABOVE
OBJECTIVE BY MAKING A RANGE OF HOUSING
ALLOCATIONS TO MEET OXFORD'S UNMET
NEED AS WELL AS THE REQUIREMENTS FOR
'SMALLER DEVELOPMENT SITES' ARISING
FROM PART 1. THIS INCLUDES HOUSING AT
GREEN BELT VILLAGE LOCATIONS.

Main Modification 1:

‘Local Plan 2031 Part 2: Detailed Policies and Local
ADDITIONAL Sites. The Local Plan 2031 Part 2 will

contain-detalled-planning-pelicies-to-guide-day-te-day

SET OUT POLICIES AND LOCATIONS FOR
HOUSING FOR THE VALE’S PROPORTION OF
OXFORD’S HOUSING NEED UNABLE TO BE MET
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WITHIN THE CITY BOUNDARIES. THIS
DOCUMENT WILL ALSO CONTAIN POLICIES FOR
THE PART OF DIDCOT GARDEN TOWN THAT
LIES WITHIN THE VALE OF WHITE

HORSE DISTRICT COUNCIL AND DETAILED
DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT POLICIES TO
COMPLEMENT LOCAL PLAN 2031 PART 1. 1T
WILL REPLACE THE SAVED POLICIES OF THE
LOCAL PLAN 2011, AND MAY ALLOCATE
ADDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT SITES FOR
HOUSING AND OTHER USES.’

On this basis, the Council consider that the Part 2
plan is entirely consistent with the purpose of the Part
2 plan, as set out in the Adopted Part 1 plan and is
soundly based. The Council have since updated their
LDS to reflect the modification made by the Inspector
to the Part 1 plan.

It is clear that the purpose of the Part 2 plan is to set
out policies and locations for housing for the Vale’s
proportion of Oxford housing need unable to be met
within the City boundaries; this does not specify
whether sites are strategic or non-strategic.
Furthermore, the purpose of the Part 2 plan includes
the provision that it ‘may’ allocate ‘additional’
development sites for housing. Again, this does not
specify strategic or non-strategic scale development.
The Council considers that the Part 2 plan is entirely
consistent with the Spatial Strategy set out in the Part
1 plan. The Spatial Strategy includes the following
‘identifying appropriate housing requirements for the
rural areas to inform neighbourhood plans or the
Local Plan 2031 Part 2'. This is fulfilled in the Part 1
plan by identifying Sub-Area housing requirements,
which include residual housing requirements to be
met within the Part 2 plan. There is therefore no need,
or expectation, that the housing requirements for the
Sub-Areas would be reviewed within the Part 2 plan.
The Part 2 plan should add policies and locations to
address unmet need and ‘may’ allocate additional
sites.

934607

Mr Robert
Love

REDROW
HOMES
SOUTH
MIDLANDS

LPP1 Site at
Sutton
Courtenay

One comment was received in relation the site at
Hobbyhorse Lane, Sutton Courtenay that sits within
the allocation in the adopted Part 1 plan for 220
dwellings. This site can deliver up to 200 dwellings
and the delivery of residential development is
fundamental to ensure the Council is able to meet
their housing need in accordance with the adopted
Part 1 plan and the Part 2 plan. This site represents
an achievable, suitable and deliverable site to support
the supply of housing and maintaining a rolling 5 year
supply of suitable housing sites throughout the plan
period. Comment notes that the Part 2 plan does not
seek to review the strategic site allocations in the
adopted Part 1 plan.
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844270 Mrs Angela Miscellaneous | Comment made in reference to the South Oxfordshire | This comment does not relate to LPP2 or Vale of
Ziemelis District Council and Chalgrove Neighbourhood Plan. White Horse District.
1144126 | Mrs Sheila Obijection Several comments wished to make known their Noted.
Bury general objections to the Local Plan 2031 part 2
1144133 | Mr Mark
Rogers
782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Offer to work One comment offers to work with the Council to build | Noted.
Rees Deanery with Council healthy and sustainable communities
(Oxford
Diocese)
1097353 | Liam Ryder | Gladman No Public One comment requests to make their objections Noted. The Planning Inspectorate will be informed of
Developments Examination known at the Examination of the Part 2 plan. all individuals/organisations that wish to participate at
the Examination.
782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Request for One comment requested a response to general A summary of consultation responses received from
Rees Deanery response comments, the consultation process, and specific the Publication Version of the Part 2 plan are set out
(Oxford guestions and concerns and building ways for in the Regulation 22 Statement to support the
Diocese) strategic partnerships to support the successful Submission Version of the Part 2 plan.
integration of new housing developments with the The Council has undertaken an extensive
existing communities consultation programme in accordance with national
legislation, policy and the Council's Statement of
Community Involvement. Further details on the
Council's consultation programme for the preparation
of the Part 2 plan is set out in the Regulation 22
Consultation Statement to support the Submission
Version of the Part 2 plan.
1142381 | Ms Lynn No Site Allocation | One comment suggests a stop to the Highworth Road | The North of Shrivenham site is a strategic site
Mander process - North | development due to its impact on rural countryside allocation in the adopted Local Plan 2031 Part 1. The
of Shrivenham | and lack of infrastructure. Council does not consider this a matter that affects
Site - Local the soundness of the Part 2 plan.
plan 2031 part
1
1149396 | Ms B Tink Site Promoters | One comment raises concerns that site promoters are | All duly made representations received by the Council
allowed to provide information on a site without to the Publication Version of the Part 2 plan will be
scrutiny or addressing issues raised by local forwarded to the Planning Inspector alongside the
residents. Submission Version of the Part 2 plan for his/her
consideration at an independent Examination.
782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Social housing | One comment suggests that social housing should Core Policy 24: Affordable Housing in the adopted
Rees Deanery not be alienated and there should be joined up Part 1 plan sets out the Council's approach to the
(Oxford provision for those living with deprivation. provision of affordable housing as part of new
Diocese) residential development. The Council will seek 35%

affordable housing on all sites capable of a net gain of
eleven or more dwellings and a 75:25 split for rented
(either social or affordable) and intermediate housing.
This policy also ensures that the provision of any
affordable housing is distributed evenly across the
site.

Core Policy 26: Accommodating Current and Future
Needs of the Ageing Population in the adopted Part 1
plan sets out measures to ensure new homes are well
designed and easily adapted to the changing needs
of residents.
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782835 Mr Hugh Wantage No Social One comment raises a concern that the Plan does not | Core Policy 7: Providing Supporting Infrastructure and
Rees Deanery infrastructure develop social infrastructure or the integration of new | Services in the adopted Part 1 plan ensures new
(Oxford residents. community services and facilities are delivered
Diocese) alongside new housing and employment, including
social infrastructure such as education, health
facilities and other community facilities.
The Site Development Templates to support the
additional site allocations in the Part 2 plan set out
site specific requirements relating to issues including
infrastructure provision. Developers will be required
to provide public open space and recreational
facilities or contribute towards health care, leisure
provision and other community services and facilities
in accordance with the requirements set out in the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP). The IDP has been
updated to support the Submission Version of the
Part 2 plan.
934607 Mr Robert REDROW Soundness - One comment raises a concern that the Local Plan in | Noted.
Love HOMES Plan not sound | unsound and requires a number of amendments to
SOUTH Development Policies.
MIDLANDS
1097637 | Lioncourt 724828 Mr Roger Savills L and P No Strategic One comment was received from the site promoter in | Support acknowledged and welcomed.
Strategic Smith Ltd, Mr R Smith, infrastructure relation to the proposed allocation at East of Kingston | The Council has prepared an Infrastructure Delivery
Land Director Bagpuize with Southmoor. Comment supported Core | plan (IDP) to support the Submission Version of the
Limited Policy 4a and the Council's intentions to address Part 2 p|an, Working C|OSE|y with key infrastructure
housing need arising from elsewhere in the Housing | providers, including Oxfordshire County Council as
Market Area, expressly the quantum of housing need | the lead Highway Authority. The IDP identifies the
for Oxford City. Comment suggested that this Plan infrastructure requirements for the site. The IDP has
must consider influences on and the requirements of | peen updated following Regulation 19 Publication and
adjoining areas and how strategic infrastructure is to | further consultation has been undertaken with OCC,
be delivered. other Infrastructure Providers and the site promoter.
This matter is also considered through the SOCG
between OCC and VOWH and the SOCG between
VOWH, Savills and Lioncourt Strategic Land
785705 Mr Brian Sunningwell No Sunningwell / A number of comments objected to the Local Plan The Council notes the objections to the Local Plan
Rixon Parish Council SPADE 2031 part 2 and endorsed the representations made 2031 and support from members of the public for the
1094284 | Mr James No by SPADE and Sunningvv_ell Parish Council and reprgsentation made by Sur_mingwell Parishners
Greenman requested that the Council take SPADE's comments Against Damage to the Environment (SPADE).
into account and give further consideration to the Plan
1142989 | Mrs Fiona No and its proposals.
Freeman
No
1143089 | Mrs Anne No
Newman
1143299 | Ms Marie No
Monaghan
1143365 | Mrs Sheila No
Greenman
1144126 | Mrs Sheila
Bury
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1144133 | Mr Mark
Rogers
1144169 | Professor
Elizabeth
Browne
1144235 | Mr Anthony
Thomas
1144249 | Ms Annabel
Ownsworth
1144316 | Mr Terry
Monaghan
1144775 | Ms J No
Partington
1144868 | Mr D.J. No
Knowles
1144039 | Mr Noel No
Blatchford
1142989 | Mrs Fiona No Sunningwell / One comment thanked the Council for their hard work | Noted and acknowledged.
Freeman SPADE at putting information forward at the public meeting.
support for
consultation
process
879120 Gow Family Sustainability One comment raised a concern that the Local Plan The Spatial Strategy for the Local Plan 2031 supports
policy as it Part 2 makes repeated references to sustainability yet | the delivery of sustainable growth through three key
relates to does not explain how it interprets its understanding of | strands, including promoting thriving villages and rural
alternative sustainability in putting forward strategic plan to 2031. | communities whilst safeguarding the countryside and
sites Concern is also raised that the Council has chosen to | village character. The Plan's strategy supports
state “its Support for Economic prosperity” rather than | appropriate development in smaller villages to help
“Support Sustainable Economic prosperity”. The meet the local needs of rural communities and to
respondent considers that development in the Local focus development within the rural areas to the Larger
Plan is driven by the need for housing and Villages to maintain their vitality and the sustainability
infrastructure without fully considering the wider or of local services.
future impacts on the communities themselves, and Core Policy 4 in the adopted Part 1 plan supports
that this is unsustainable. They raise a concern that limited infill development at Smaller Villages where
development is needed where it can ensure existing | they are in keeping with local character, proportionate
services and facilities remain sustainable for the in scale, meet local housing needs and provide local
communities they serve, which is often in smaller employment, services and facilities. This policy also
rural settlements supports appropriate development in the open
countryside where supported by other relevant
policies as set out in the Development Plan or
national policy.
There are also a number of relevant policies in the
adopted Part 1 plan and the emerging Part 2 plan that
support appropriate development in rural areas.
1144120 | Mr Stephen Traffic issues - | One comment raised concerns regarding traffic levels | The North-West of Abingdon-on-Thames site is a
Fairman North-West of | on Marcham Road, Wootton Road and Dunmore road | strategic allocation in the adopted Part 1 plan. The

Abingdon-on-
Thames site
(Part 1 plan)

which they feel will be exacerbated by the North-West
of Abingdon-on-Thames site allocation

Council has produced an Evaluation of Transport
Impacts (ETI) Study to assess the cumulative impact
of growth from the adopted Part 1 plan and proposals
set out in the Part 2 plan on the existing transport
network.
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1144561 | Ms Diana No General General Objection Noted
Martin Objection
1144562 | Ms Rupert Office use General General Obijection Noted
Martin only - blank | Objection
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