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Contact Information

1 Name

Name:
Cathy Burleigh

2 Email Address

Email:

3 Postal Address
postal address:
4 Postcode

postcode:

5 Organisation Name (if applicable)

Organisation:

6 In what capacity are you responding to this consultation?
Individual/Member of the public

7 If you are commenting on behalf of someone else, please state their name here. If you are representing more than one person or group we
suggest making a separate submission for each.

acting as agent?:
Data Protection Notice and Notification Options

8 Are you happy for the first line of your address and postcode to be published with your response(s)?
| do NOT want my address and postcode to be published with my response.

9 Do you wish to be notified when:

None of the above

10 If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?
Please note: while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to
confirm your request to participate.

No

11 If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please tell us why you consider this to be necessary.Please note: the Inspector will
determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the matters and issues for examination.

reason to attend hearings:
Policy SPE14: Ruskin Field

451 Do you consider that Policy SPE14 is sound?

No



452 If you do NOT consider policy SPE14 to be sound, please select your reasons why from the choices below. Please give precise details for
your reasons in the box below - if you wish to support the soundness of the policy please also use this box to set out your comments.

policy is NOT justified, policy is NOT effective, policy is NOT consistent with national policy
spe14 comments:

| object to this proposal on the following basis

- there has not been sufficient consideration of the traffic impact. There is already issues with traffic at peak times along Marsh Lane and Dunstan Road
and the additional traffic this proposal would introduce would make a bad situation worse.

- increased traffic (pedestrian and on bikes) on Stoke place is a major concern, due to the nature of the bridle way which is at best single file and the road
and bridleway are both in a state of disrepair.

- Parking is already an issue on stoke place and is likely to made worse for residents of stoke place

- this goes against the preservation of the Old Headington Conservation area

- this would destroy an important green area within an urban setting and slice the lungs of headington

- there are also concerns relating to drainage and the increasing amounts of water that flow down to this area that if made into housing would remove
the ability to provide natural drainage

453 Do you consider that Policy SPE14 is legally compliant? If you do NOT consider policy SPE14 to be legally compliant, please give precise
details for your reasons in the box below - if you wish to support the legal compliance of the policy please also use this box to set out your
comments

Not Answered
spel14 legal compliance comments:

454 Please set out, as precisely as possible, what change(s) you consider necessary to make the policy legally compliant and sound, in respect
of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified above. You will need to say why the suggested change will make the Local
Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.

suggested changes to make SPE14 sound:





