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Question 1.
Your Name:

You must provide an answer to this question.

Trudy Baker

Question 2.
Your organisation (if applicable):

jevans
Text Box
1952 - 94.1-2 - MM108/SP52, MM107/9.263 	



Greyt Exploitations

Question 3.
Your Address:

You must provide an answer to this question.

 - Redcar - Cleveland - TS10 1LR

Question 4.
Your email address:

You must provide an answer to this question.

Question 5.
Do you wish to be notified when the Oxford Local Plan 2036 is adopted by the
Council?

You must provide an answer to this question.

Yes

No



Question 6.
DATA PROTECTION:

Please note that your response will be made available for inspection by the public in
paper form at the Council’s offices, or other locations as appropriate for the purpose
of facilitating public access.

Your personal details will be properly safeguarded and processed in accordance with
the requirements of the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) 2018. Your
information will be used for The Oxford Local Plan 2036 Main Modifications
Consultation only, and we will only store your data until the Oxford Local Plan 2036 is
adopted. Information you give in this form will be shared with the Independent
Examiners.

Please note: Anonymous representations may not be accepted.

Select at least 1 option.

Question 7.
To which Modification(s) or part(s) of the Sustainability Appraisal does this
response relate?

You must provide an answer to this question.

Policy SP52: Oxford Greyhound Stadium. Pages 201 - 202 and 203

References MM107 and MM108

Policy para 9.263 and SP52

Select this box if you are happy for us to state your name and the first line of

your address and postcode when publishing your response(s).

Select this box if you would rather all personal details except your name and a

non-specific address (e.g. Oxford) to be obscured.



Question 8.
Do you Support or Object the proposed modification(s)?

You must provide an answer to this question.

Question 9.
If you object, please state why:

The Examination Inspectors are required to consider whether the Local Plans have
been properly prepared against tests set out in the Government’s National Planning
Policy Framework (paragraph 182). Please tick any which apply:

Question 10.
Reason for SUPPORT or OBJECTION:

Please give details to explain why you support or object to the wording of the
Modification(s) or part(s) of the Sustainability Appraisal of the Main Modifications.

You must provide an answer to this question.

Support

Object

Not positively prepared - i.e. the strategy will not meet development needs

Not justified - i.e. there is no evidence to justify the modification

Not effective - i.e. it won't work

Not consistent with national policy - i.e. does not comply with the law



Oxford Council's support for the return of greyhound racing is sadly misplaced.

The site was wrongly awarded Heritage status because greyhound racing is not a

'sport'. None of the Sports Councils in Britain – who adopt the European Sports

Charter when determining what is and what is not a sport https://www.coe.int/en/

web/sport/european-sports-charter - recognise greyhound racing as a sport. The

stadium has no special architectural and historic interest and would need to be

demolished and completely redeveloped to comply with more recent building

controls.

Greyhound racing is a gambling industry where 99% of the industry's income is

generated via online betting markets – in particular through BAGS racing held

throughout the day and public attendance is minimal.

Attendances declined to less than 2 million in 2017 and continue to decline due to

the development of tracks for housing and cannot therefore be considered as a

tourist attraction.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greyhound_racing_in_the_United_Kingdom

Oxford Council's Stage 1 Commercial Viability Assessment of Oxford Stadium by

Five Lines Consultancy – dated 26th March 2018 – is unbiased and outdated.

The report quotes Towcester as being a newly opened as a successful track

although it went into receivership some 5 months later in August 2018.

https://www.bbc.co.uk/sport/horse-racing/45208147

The report also case studies Belle Vue dog track in Manchester which has since

been granted planning permission for housing.

https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-news/

historic-belle-vue-greyhound-stadium-17448332



A new feasibility study should be undertaken inviting the wider public to submit

evidence.

Question 11.
Summary of Representation:

If your reason for support or objection is longer than 100 words, please summarise
the main issues raised.

The return of greyhound racing as a community leisure facility is not feasible.

Greyhound racing is purely a gambling industry and is only sustainable through

supplying races to worldwide betting markets. It does not depend on footfall for its

profits – it is not a tourist attraction and is widely considered by the public as an

unethical form of gambling due to welfare issues surrounding injuries and

destruction of dogs.

https://s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/gbgb-prod-assets/wp-content/uploads/2019/

06/12085443/Final-2018-Stats.pdf
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