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 Policies Map

Policy Number Sustainability Appraisal Table 1.4 i

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 our representations on the Duty to Co-operate set out in response to para 2.3 of the Local
Plan, which also applies to the Sustainability Appraisal.

Table 1.4 of the Sustainability Appraisal is a summary of the Local Plan's overall impacts.

Worryingly, prior to the planned repeal of the Duty to Cooperate and its replacement with the yet
Lnseen ‘alignment test’, Oxford's Regulation 19 Local Plan and SA has been produced with this
noted as it's context (taken from Table 1.6, page 11): "As a result of a memorandum of
cooperation of 2016, the other Oxfordshire authorities' current local plan's are providing for about
15,000 homes to deal with Oxford's unmet housing needs. However, Since the Oxfordshire Plan
050 was shelved and with the Dutv to Coonerate no lonaer heina reauired . the ather
Please use an extra sheet if completing a paper copy.
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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.

This is a serious flaw with the Local Plan amounting to a legal failure to fulfill the City Council's
duty to cooperate, and this 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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Table 1.4 of the Sustainability Appraisal is a summary of the Local Plan's overall impacts.



Worryingly, prior to the planned repeal of the Duty to Cooperate and its replacement with the yet unseen 'alignment test', Oxford's Regulation 19 Local Plan and SA has been produced with this noted as it's context (taken from Table 1.6, page 11): "As a result of a memorandum of cooperation of 2016, the other Oxfordshire authorities' current local plan's are providing for about 15,000 homes to deal with Oxford's unmet housing needs. However, Since the Oxfordshire Plan 2050 was shelved and with the Duty to Cooperate no longer being required, the other Oxfordshire authorities may be less likely in the future to provide for Oxford's outstanding housing need."



Clearly the Duty to Cooperate test has been failed by Oxford for many reasons as outlined in a number of our representations. But this is not surprising if the City Council has denied that it exists and is content to say as much.



At the previous Regulation 18 Housing Need Consultation, we raised serious concerns about the development of the Oxford Local Plan and the evidence that Oxford relies upon. We also clearly set out that we thought that they were failing the Duty to Cooperate. In subsequent meetings in March 2023 our critique of the HENA was replied to later in 2023 with a legal opinion, this is despite us not raising legal concerns about the methodology. 



The City Council has published a 'Statement of Common Ground for Duty to Cooperate Live Document' (August 2023). It contents contain a utopian picture of alignment and agreement but it is effectively a defence of the City's approach, with no reference at all to the fact that its neighbours have raised serious legal concerns about the Duty to Cooperate. 
	Text21: This is a serious flaw with the Local Plan amounting to a legal failure to fulfill the City Council's duty to cooperate, and this cannot be rectified.


