
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: SPE14
	Sustainability Appraisal: 
	Is Plan legally compliant?: Yes
	Is Plan sound?: No
	Is Plan compliant with duty to cooperate?: Yes
	Not positively prepared?: Off
	Not justified?: Yes
	Not effective?: Off
	Not consistent with national policy?: Off
	Text20:  We support the allocation of the site for improved health care facilities, associated administration, and/or residential including employer linked affordable housing. 

 We support the inclusion of the following sentence: ‘Other complementary uses will be considered on their merits’. 

 However, we would like to see the uses broadened to include:
- extra care accommodation;
- student accommodation;
- employment uses; and, 
- academic institutional and education uses. 

 The site represents a good opportunity to redevelop a previously developed site within a highly sustainable location. We consider density and building heights can be maximised whilst safeguarding and improving the environment, as well as ensuring safe and healthy living conditions of future occupants. We consider the site can deliver a well-designed place which will function well and add to the overall quality of the area over the lifetime of the development.

 We support the need for high quality design. We consider the site can be developed to provide high-quality urban design where the siting, massing and design creates an appropriate visual relationship with the built form of the local area.

 A mixed-use development can be provided which is aligned to meeting the economic, social and environmental needs of the city, as well as provide a wide range of land uses. 

 We support the protection and enhancement of green infrastructure features, including the protection of existing trees, but this should only be provided where it does not prejudice site layout and design, as well as affect the financial viability of development. 

 We support the requirement to provide biodiversity mitigation and net gain.

 We support the need to protect surface and groundwater flow to the Lye Valley SSSI, as well as minimising surface water runoff. In addition, development should not have adverse impacts on the integrity of Brasenose and Shotover Park SSSI

 We support the need to demonstrate that development will not lead to the harm or loss of peat reserves associated with Lye Valley. 

 We support the need for sustainable and accessible design, and the need for applications to be accompanied by a Transport Statement and Green Travel Plan. On the basis the site benefits from a wide range of amenities and public transport connections, we consider a housing scheme can be delivered as a car free development. 



	Text21: We consider the list of appropriate uses should be broadened to include:
- extra care accommodation;
- student accommodation;
- employment uses; and, 
- academic institutional and education uses. 

It should be recognised that the site can provide a mixed-use development that is aligned to meeting the economic, social and environmental needs of the city, as well as provide a wide range of uses.

Provision of a higher resolution Sites and Policies Map clearly showing the policy designations as they affect the site. 



