E % Oxford Local Plan 2036
A Main Modifications Consultation
%=
E- e Response Form

COUNCIL

Please note this form has two parts:

Part A — Your details
Part B — Your consultation response

Please ensure you complete both parts of the form. Where possible, we would
prefer responses are provided using our online consultation system econsult.
To respond in this way, please follow this link: www.oxford.gov.uk/mainmods

Responses should be limited to the Main Modifications and the Sustainability
Appraisal of the Main Modifications. Comments will be considered by the

independent Planning Inspectors undertaking the examination of both Local
Plans

All responses must be received by 4pm on 27th March
2020 to:

Planning Policy
Oxford City Council
St Aldate’s Chambers
109-113 St Aldate’s
Oxford

OX1 1DS

Email: planningpolicy@oxford.gov.uk


http://www.oxford.gov.uk/mainmods

PART A — Your details

www.oxford.gov.uk
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Please note: we cannot register your representation without your details.

Your Name:
Helen Marshall

Organisation | cope Oxfordshire
(if applicable):

Add :
ress CPRE Oxfordshire, 20 High Street, Watlington OX49 5PY

Email: .
campaign@cpreoxon.org.uk

Date: 20 March 2020

Do you wish to be notified YES |[[J
when the Oxford Local Plan
2036 is adopted by the NO
Council?

DATA PROTECTION

Please note that your response will be made available for inspection by the public in paper form at the
Council’s offices, or other locations as appropriate for the purpose of facilitating public access.

Your personal details will be properly safeguarded and processed in accordance with the requirements of
General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) 2018. Your information will be used for The Oxford Local Plan
Main Modifications Consultation only, and we will only store your data until the Oxford Local Plan 2036 is
adopted. Information you give in this form will be shared with the Independent Examiners.

Please note: Anonymous representations may not be accepted.

the
2036

If you are happy for us to state your name and the
first line of your address and postcode when []
publishing your response(s), please tick this box:

If you would rather all personal details except your
name and a non-specific address (e.g. Oxford) to be
obscured, please tick this box:
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PART B - Your response

www.oxford.gov.uk

To which Modification(s) or part(s) of the Sustainability Appraisal does this
response relate?

pe . DH1 & Appendix 6.1
Local Plan Modification Number(s) DH2
(Please state) DH3
DH4

Or, if you are commenting on the Sustainability Appraisal of the Main Modifications, please state
which part(s):

Do you Support or Object the proposed modification(s)? (Please tick)

SUPPORT

OBJECT []

If you object, please state why:

The Examination Inspectors are required to consider whether the Local Plans have been properly
prepared against tests set out in the Government’s National Planning Policy Framework (paragraph
182). Please tick any which apply:

Not positively prepared - i.e. strategy will not meet

development needs _
Not justified - i.e. there is no evidence to justify the
modification [
Not effective - i.e. it won’t work

[

Not consistent with national policy - i.e. doesn’t comply with
the law (]




Reason for SUPPORT or OBJECTION:

Please give details to explain why you support or object to the wording of the
Modification(s) or part(s) of the Sustainability Appraisal of the Main
Modifications. (continue on separate A4 sheet(s) if necessary)

PLEASE SEE SEPARATE DOCUMENT ATTACHED - Oxford City Local Plan Main

Modifications Consultation March 2020
CPRE Oxfordshire Response — Design and The Historic Environment




Summary of Representation:

If your reason for support or objection is longer than 100 words, please summarise the
main issues raised.

- for a City of self-recognised international importance for its heritage the Draft Local Plan falls so far short of what it could and should
provide for.

- the heritage provisions could apply anywhere — even the distinctive policy on views and high buildings fails to acknowledge or recognise
that this is not a mere visual issue but should invoke the ‘special regard’ and ‘great weight’ that must be applied to national heritage
designations — in this case an ensemble recognised of international importance

The failure even to mention Oxford’s Heritage Plan, let alone the City’'s commitment to completing and adopting it (still only partially
achieved) and the absence of any review of what progress has been made or the implications for establishing an effective monitoring
regime as proposed, all contribute to making this draft Plan UNSOUND and the Main Modifications also UNSOUND in failing to address the
many shortcomings where it does not fulfil the requirements of NPPF 2019 or the City’s own Core Strategy. The total lack of ANY heritage
background documents used to inform the Plan (https://www.oxford.gov.uk/downloads/20264/local_plan) further calls into question the
validity of the process in the light of PPG 2019 Historic Environment (paragraph 004 Ref ID 18a-004-20190723)

- the policies for the historic environment in the Draft Local Plan are too limited, focussed almost entirely on NPPF paragraph 185 provision
a) and (albeit rather ambiguously) provision c). Even with provision a) there is no explicit policy to prevent heritage assets becoming ‘at
risk’ nor any provision to address those already on the register (Church of St Thomas the Martyr, St Thomas Street; GWR Swing Bridge —
which is being addressed).

In light of the seriousness of the concerns raised, we ask the Inspector to facilitate a discussion and/or online a meeting with the council’s
conservation and archaeological officers to seek a resolution of the issues.
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