


6. The 600 lower skilled staff will either be lured from other Bicester businesses, which are already 
understaffed; or will commute and use their cars to this village location. New business such as 
Next and M&S, Sports facilities such as the Local Gym’s and the new David Lloyd pool that is due 
to open.

There is no provision for staff accommodation on site.


7. We looked online at other waterparks and their surroundings. Milton Keynes have a couple and 
the roads and roundabouts are fit for purpose so you can see the logic of building them there. 
Woburn has a centre parks, Swindon, Birmingham, Bracknell etc all have water/theme parks and 
access to support it. This village location doesn’t support the current traffic let alone extra traffic 
that would ensue. Also these other sites are all within an hour of Bicester. 


8. On the other side of Bicester we recently had an Eco village built, the main focus of which was 
to build a sustainable estate. Having a waterpark that wastes gallons of water, electricity and gas 
flies in the face of the conservation the council has already permitted. The proposed site is 
opposite Chesterton Belt. Added noise pollution, light pollution, smell from chlorine and other 
waste that needs to be pumped away from the site, due to the restaurants and bedrooms along 
with the waterpark its self contradicts the reasons given for building the Eco Village.

The waste will also need to be filtered away through the small village of Chesterton into an already 
over used system that cuts across fields. Areas around the village already flood. Fields along the 
Hale for example and Little Chesterton. Will the proposal be “Consistent with the Governments 
zero carbon buildings policy”.


9. The traffic at Middleton Stony traffic lights will be backed up even more so during peak traffic 
times with the estimated 500,000 extra cars, not to mention delivery lorries once its built or the 
disruption, noise and waste while the site would be being built. 


10. We also believe that the proposal in this location on the M40 with flood lights, a colourful 
imposing building and slides would be a huge distraction for the safety of motorway drivers on the 
M40. 

This article in the Oxford Mail said there was a probe into the increase in accidents on the M40 at 
Junc 9 - Junc 10 stretch. Statistically this will only increase due to the increase in traffic by the 
proposal.

https://www.oxfordmail.co.uk/news/13098707.increase-crashes-section-m40-subject-probe/


Public safety all around this proposed site is a huge concern. I have also looked into why other 
proposals in the village have not been permitted and outlined a few below that are all in the same 
area along the M40 next to the proposed site:


- An erection of an Agricultural building that would have less of a detrimental affect on the 
surrounding areas was rejected (Application NO: 06/02274/F “INAPPROPRIATE, INTRUSIVE” 
IN THE OPEN COUNTRYSIDE. 

- Sports fields opposite the Bicester Golf club, which marked out a football/rugby pitch was 
rejected


- Flood lights for the Sport ground were rejected due to high pollution and distraction to the M40 
drivers


I have also looked at the The Cherwell Local Plan2011 - 2031 (Part 2) that is requiring Bicester to 
expand.


Vision 
3.4 Local Plan Part 1 contains the following vision for the District: “By 2031, Cherwell District will 
be an area where all residents enjoy a good quality of life. It will be more prosperous than today. 
Those who live and work here will be happier, healthier and feel safer.” 

The quality of life with be detrimentally impacted and the increased traffic imposed on residence 
will not be safe. 


https://www.oxfordmail.co.uk/news/13098707.increase-crashes-section-m40-subject-probe/



