
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 


	DUTY TO CO-OPERATE
	LEGAL REQUIREMENTS
	SOUND
	GENERAL ADVICE
	Useful links
	http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2004/5/contents

	Paragraph: 
	Policies Map: 
	Policy Reference Number: C8
	Sustainability Appraisal: 
	Is Plan legally compliant?: Yes
	Is Plan sound?: No
	Is Plan compliant with duty to cooperate?: Yes
	Not positively prepared?: Yes
	Not justified?: Yes
	Not effective?: Yes
	Not consistent with national policy?: Yes
	Text20: Policy C8 criterion c)- the wording of this criterion directly results from a poorly worded and unclear existing policy (M3 in the current OLP) that was newly introduced into the plan adopted in 2020 but unfortunately muddled and led to uncertainty for developers and LPA development management planners.  it is welcome that the policy is now clearer on the sort of 'shop' that is deemed to be a supermarket.  however the policy is still insufficiently clear and not really justified.  the size criteria given is insufficiently explained or clarified.  there is more than one way of measuring floor space.  the nature of the measurement should be made clear that it is GIA or gross internal area.  it should also clarify that where it states 'retail' space that this really means trading space open to the public.  back of house storage or toilet space is potentially still 'retail' space as it falls within Use Class E.  the lack of clarity of the existing policy led to at least one unnecessary appeal. By the addition of extra words the better but still deficient new policy can be clearer for all. in its present wording the policy is not effective nor sound because it lacks clarity and is therefore not consistent with the intentions of national policy on effectiveness and consistency and helpfulness to the development control/management process.  People who are considering undertaking development will not know what goes on back of house in any shop.  However if the policy were clearer and identified to the publicly accessible areas they are able to make their own judgement on whether a local facility meets these criteria or not.
 
furthermore it should be made clear that the facility should be offering a choice of such items listed.  there are many shops and i am thinking here of fuel stations which may offer a single fridge containing all the listed items, but such a facility would not be sufficient for people to live from.  to live a happy life people need choice and variety in food, and a good supply of it.  the policy risks including facilities that are not really supermarkets
 
 please note that we are also making additional comments on this policy 
 

	Text21: Policy C8 criterion c should be made clearer.  this can be done by imposition of additional words
 
 
within 800m walk to a local supermarket or equivalent facility with a minimum floor area of 130m2 of 
retail space (which is floor space that is accessible to the public and displays produce, and excludes back of house areas and public toilets)
which sells a range and choice of essential items such as milk, bread, pasta and fruit and vegetables


