
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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	Paragraph: 8.2
	Policies Map: 
	Policy Reference Number: 
	Sustainability Appraisal: 
	Is Plan legally compliant?: No
	Is Plan sound?: No
	Is Plan compliant with duty to cooperate?: No
	Not positively prepared?: Yes
	Not justified?: Off
	Not effective?: Yes
	Not consistent with national policy?: Off
	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 paragraph 8.2.

Paragraph 8.2 sets out some context about the development site allocation policies, including explaining that the development site allocation policies have been informed by what is claimed to be a thorough process, building upon urban design appraisals that were carried out for each site. 

The paragraph then says "To ensure that the minimum densities housing numbers are as robust as possible the policy team undertook detailed urban design assessments to ensure that the constraints within the site allocation are fully considered and the appropriate calculation of minimum housing numbers is included in the policy".

A Background Paper 'Site Densities and Capacities' is referred to at paragraph 2.2.4 of the HELAA, but this does not appear to have been published with the Pre-Submission Draft Local Plan: 2040 unless the reference meant to be to Background Paper 15a 'Site Assessment Process (Urban Design and Assessment of Housing Capacity)'.

It has subsequently been confirmed to us by the City Council that the 'urban design capacity assessments' for individual sites are not publicly available and were prepared for internal use only. It was confirmed that they would not be provide to SODC and VOWHDC either. It is not possible therefore to examine those assessments or the approach taken in each case in any detail. 

The plan is not Positively Prepared because we are unable to scrutinise the capacity of allocated sites that seek to meet the area's objectively assessed needs. The plan is also not Effective, because we cannot scrutinise capacity and we are concerned that this has the effect of adding to unmet housing need which is not effective joint working on this cross-boundary strategic matter. The assessments were not published or shared and in this regard the matter fails the Duty to Cooperate�
	Text21: Fails the duty to cooperate and cannot be rectified.


