
Oxford Local Plan 2040 Proposed Submission Draft Comment Form-- Part B 

DETAILS OF YOUR COMMENT 

Please read the accompanying notes before completing Part B. The notes 
explain what we mean by soundness and legal compliance. These are 
questions that we are expected to ask consultees. 

Part B 
Please use a new 
Part B for each point 
you are commenting 
on.  Attach all 
completed forms to 
Part A. 

Q1. Which part of the document do you wish to comment on? (please give the relevant 
paragraph or policy number) 

Paragraph Policies Map 

Policy Number Sustainability Appraisal

Q2. Do you consider that the document: 

(a) is legally compliant?

(b) is sound?

(c) complies with the duty to co-operate?

Q3. Do you consider that the document is unsound because it is not: (tick as appropriate) 

(a) positively prepared? (c) effective?

(b) justified? (d) consistent with national policy?

Q4. Please tell us below why you consider the document to be unsound, not legally compliant 
or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. If you do believe the document is sound, 
legally compliant, or complies with the duty to co-operate you may use the box to explain 
why. 

Please use an extra sheet if completing a paper copy. 

☐Yes ☐No

☐Yes ☐No

☐Yes ☐No



Q5. What change(s) do you consider necessary to make the document sound or legally 
compliant? Please explain why this change will achieve soundness or legal compliance. 
(Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at 
examination.)  It would be helpful if you could suggest revised wording for the policy or text 
in question. 

 Please use an extra sheet if completing a paper copy. 

This is the end of the comment form 
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	Policy Reference Number: E 1
	Sustainability Appraisal: 
	Is Plan legally compliant?: No
	Is Plan sound?: No
	Is Plan compliant with duty to cooperate?: No
	Not positively prepared?: Off
	Not justified?: Yes
	Not effective?: Yes
	Not consistent with national policy?: Yes
	Text20: CDWA has already provided a detailed response on the issues raised by the proposed policy in relation to the Local Plan 2040 Preferred Options. This response, dated 14 November 2022, is attached and the points previously made are not included again here. However, CDWA does wish to use its previous  response in relation to the present consultation. The suggestion that Oxford needs between 269,000 and 348,000 sq m of additional employment space can not be correct when there is already so much property available for rent in Oxford which is empty. In our response to the Preferred Options we stated that there was 26,000 sq m of office space available in Oxford City. The current figure is about the same,  However,  the development at Oxford North which is in the course of construction will deliver an extra 14,000 sq m in 2024 which will be available to rent in addition. In the meantime there are numerous sites which have stood empty for decades which await redevelopment.  The fact that businesses fail or move is ignored by Lichfields in their report as was the case in the Oxfordshire Growth Needs Assessment.
	Text21: CDWA requests changes to this policy.  The claim that the Local Plan makes it easier to release employment land for housing is contradicted by the numerous barriers suggested in the proposed Policy.  These barriers require additional hurdles to be overcome which are not applied to new housing on green field sites. These barriers should be removed and development on employment sites should be subject to the normal planning rules.


