DETAILS OF YOUR COMMENT Part B

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

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

Paragraph 3.7 Policies Map

Policy Number Sustainability Appraisal

Q2. Do you consider that the document:

(a) is legally compliant?

QOvYes ©No
(b) is sound? QYes ©No
Qves B©No

(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? D

(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.

See the representations on the Duty to Co-operate set out in response to para 2.3 of the Local
Plan, which also applies to paragraph 8.7.

Paragraphs 8.6 to 8.8 sets out how Oxford City Council wants any supposed unmet need to be
dealt with.

Of interest, paragraph 8.7 claims "During the Plan's preparation work has continued with

neighbouring districts whereby discussions were held about how to accommodate the additional

Lnmet need beyond that already agreed to 2036." The names of those neighbouring Districts

aren't specified, but to be clear South and Vale have attended relevant sessions of the
xfardshire Plannina Paolicv Officer meetinas and have exnressed at thase meetinas that the
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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.

Falils the Duty to Cooperate and cannot be rectified.

Please use an extra sheet if completing a paper copy.

This is the end of the comment form
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Paragraphs 8.6 to 8.8 sets out how Oxford City Council wants any supposed unmet need to be dealt with. 



Of interest, paragraph 8.7 claims "During the Plan's preparation work has continued with neighbouring districts whereby discussions were held about how to accommodate the additional unmet need beyond that already agreed to 2036." The names of those neighbouring Districts aren't specified, but to be clear South and Vale have attended relevant sessions of the Oxfordshire Planning Policy Officer meetings and have expressed at those meetings that the fundamental issues with Oxford's HENA and HELAA are unresolved, and as we disagree about the need for additional unmet need, this prevents us all from being able to move on to discuss how any apportionment, if any exists, could be distributed, or how Oxford can best accommodate a realistic level of need. 



This is not Effective as it Oxford have not dealt with the cross-boundary matter which remains unresolved, nor has the Duty to Cooperate been complied with. 



The paragraph then states "In several instances the sites identified in Figure 8.2 above are already indicating a greater capacity than previously estimated, so it may be that the additional unmet need to 2040 can be met this way". This is over-reaching. The last round of Local Plans around Oxford have all contributed to meeting Oxford unmet need in various different ways. It is not clear how Oxford can pre-empt the next round of plan-making for its neighbours to demand more capacity on some sites/areas to come forward. This is especially troubling because surrounding plans may not have explicitly expressed in their adopted local plans that any headroom capacity would be planned to offset Oxford housing need again. The headroom in allocated sites or areas may be required to meet their own needs.
	Text21: Fails the Duty to Cooperate and cannot be rectified.


