
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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	Text20: See our representations on the Duty to Co-operate set out in response to para 2.3 of the Local Plan, which also applies to Policy C8.

Paragraph 7.47 of the plan advises that the objective of parking design policies and standards is, alongside the range of measures to reduce the need to travel and to encourage active travel modes, seeking to reduce the opportunities for parking across the city.

Paragraph 7.50 describes that the level of car ownership is expected to decline in future with the emergence of car clubs and new technologies as well as improved public transport, walking and cycling.  

Paragraph 7.51 points towards opportunities to deliver successful low car housing development in Oxford because of the coverage of Controlled Parking Zones (CPZ) and the availability of good quality walking and cycling routes and facilities and reliable public transport.  

For new residential schemes of 100+ dwellings the plan indicates that it may not be appropriate to provide one parking space for each dwelling unit.

According to paragraph 7.55, HMO developments would be excluded from obtaining CPZ permits and therefore limit the need for additional parking provision for the HMO which could otherwise be higher than for a single household occupied property.

With respect to public parking the plan recognises the need for some on and off-street parking to meet requirement of those using city and district / local centres for business and leisure. The plan does not support growth in either on-street or off-street public parking provision.  

Although it is not stated in the plan, the restrictions on public parking provision, together with other private vehicle access restrictions, could provide the opportunity to re-assess the need for and scale of public parking available with the possibility of re-development of public car parking facilities for other uses (or combined with other uses), including residential development above car parking facilities. This would help make more efficient use of land in the city and be another contributor to housing land supply.

Draft Policy C8 therefore provides the basis for a strong positive approach to re-organisation of provision for private vehicles in Oxford with a clear direction towards restriction of parking provision over the plan period. A key benefit of this would be a reduction in the amount of land and space needed to accommodate private vehicles overall and the potential to release such land for residential or other development.

As written, the policy and approach taken in the plan is not Positively Prepared because it doesn't seek to meet the area's objectively assessed needs. The policy is also not Effective, because it has the effect of adding to unmet housing need which is not effective joint working on this cross-boundary strategic matter.�
	Text21: Fails the duty to cooperate and cannot be rectified. But some reflective changes to the approach to seek to deliver housing need in Oxford uses would have helped to avoid the failure. 


