
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: 
	Policies Map: 
	Policy Reference Number: C3
	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 C3 seeks to preclude improvements to local shops that might fall within Use Class F2 if they would become large enough to then fall in Class E. this seems illogical.  someone will only propose to improve a facility where there is a need and demand for it.  to deny someone the ability to provide a better facility for local people based on an arbitrary floor space that was not of their own making, and does not necessary reflect real world local needs, is unduly controlling and actually self-defeating.  if someone wants a large Class F2 shop in order to better serve their community then that should be allowed not stifled.  other controls are available to prevent the shop becoming some other use- e.g. planning conditions or planning obligations.  this criterion actively seeks to preclude shop owners making better services which is contrary to the aims and objectives of the overall plan
	Text21: these words should be struck out in order to ensure consistency with the aims of the local plan to provide better community facility provisions: strike out: Planning permission will not be granted for the expansionof shops that meet the definition of a local shop within UseClass F.2 if they would become large enough to become UseClass E rather than F.2.


