– Secure the highest possible number of trips by sustainable travel
Again, I find it hard to fathom how the current development could ever fit in with any of the above aims.
How will placing a development in a location that solely relies on employees commuting to the site by
motor vehicle seek to support sustainable transport and reduce the need to travel by private car?
Sustainable travel to the proposed site is not an option and Certas’s employees will need to travel to work
by car. It seems pertinent to point out here that viable site alternatives, that may or may not include
sustainable transport solutions, have been identified, but do not appear to have been adequately
considered. I do understand that a balance is required and that it is important, particularly as we start to
see the economic impacts of Covid-19, that local infrastructure is supported - but I just cannot see how this
development satisfies CDC’s eco and environmental aims in doing so. It would also have a catastrophic
impact on the existing small independent business of Hornton Grounds. Can a happy medium of relocating
the Certas depot to an industrial urban site not be suggested? I feel that this would ensure that all aims an
objectives are met. In addition, how does the current development deliver high energy efficiency? I would
argue it will deliver exactly the opposite and perpetuate an outdated reliance on fossil fuels.
At the very beginning of the Vision document, CDC set out the following in relation to your environmental
objectives:
"An environmental objective – to contribute to protecting and enhancing our natural, built and historic
environment; including making effective use of land, helping to improve biodiversity, using natural
resources prudently, minimising waste and pollution, and mitigating and adapting to climate change,
including moving to a low carbon economy."
Again, I ask you, does this development help to improve biodiversity? Does it use natural resources
prudently? And does it minimise waste and pollution? I put it to you that the answer to all three questions is
‘no’. And in fact it will likely have a negative affect on all three. There is also yet further mention here of
CDC aiming to move to a low carbon economy.
Finally, CDC’s Vision document identifies the Ironstones Downs as a tranquil space and the following is of
particular note:
“Tranquil areas can be beneficial to our health, helping to reduce stress, and may also benefit the economy
in attracting visitors to the area. The CPRE’s tranquillity map (2007) indicates that our most tranquil areas
are concentrated in the north west of the district in the ironstone downs, including part of the Cotswolds
AONB, and in the south of the district in Otmoor. In preparing our new Plan we will need to consider
whether to identify and protect those areas which are relatively undisturbed by noise and are valued for
their recreational and amenity value.
2.43 Light pollution mapping shows high levels of light pollution above Banbury, Bicester, Kidlington and
Yarnton, however there are still significant areas of the district with relatively low levels of light pollution,
with the CPRE estimating that Cherwell is the 103rd darkest district out of 326 in England. Whilst artificial
light can in some cases be necessary and beneficial it can also be the source of annoyance, have a
detrimental impact on the character of the countryside, the tranquillity of an area and enjoyment of the night
sky, and be harmful to wildlife.’
Again, I argue that the proposed development would be detrimental to CDC protecting a designated
tranquil space and would negatively impact on a dark sky area, which CDC recognise as being of great
importance. CDC have identified the following as a key issue:
‘The need to identify where development would be inappropriate. For example, identification of ‘valued
landscapes’, areas of environmental or historic significance, and areas of tranquillity’
I argue that the current proposal is an example of where development would be inappropriate. Please help
to set an example and stay true to your planning principles and uphold an apparent promise made to the
local community to return the land back to agricultural land, thereby allowing the local community and
tourists to enjoy the Oxfordshire countryside as nature intended and free from potentially dangerous
pollutants. Stay true to your vision for 2040 and reject this proposal in favour of Certas being supported to
relocate their site to a more environmentally sustainable site that allows their employees easier access and
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has no detrimental impact on the surrounding natural environment, neighbouring conservation villages and
a successful local business.
Please do feel free to contact me if you would like to discuss our objections further. I trust that these will be
put forward to those involved in discussing these plans at the committee.
I kindly ask that in publishing this email you redact my email address and any further contact details that
serve to identify me, other than my name and the first line of my address.
Many thanks.
Best wishes
Dr Ivan Ghio
The Berries, West End
This e-mail (including any attachments) may be confidential and may contain legally privileged information. You
should not disclose its contents to any other person. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender
immediately.
Whilst the Council has taken every reasonable precaution to minimise the risk of computer software viruses, it
cannot accept liability for any damage which you may sustain as a result of such viruses. You should carry out your
own virus checks before opening the e-mail(and/or any attachments).
Unless expressly stated otherwise, the contents of this e-mail represent only the views of the sender and does not
impose any legal obligation upon the Council or commit the Council to any course of action..
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