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Comments Application Ref: 25/03183/SO - Screening Opinion for up to 220 homes west of Warwick 
Road, Banbury 
 
I wish to formally object to this screening opinion request and the principle of the proposed 
development on the following material planning grounds, in conflict with the Cherwell Local 
Plan 2011-2031 (Part 1) and saved local policies. 
 
1. Cumulative traffic impact and highway safety (Policies SLE4, PSD1, ESD1) 
This site, proposed for up to 220 homes adjacent to existing and consented residential 
developments, will add significant traffic to an already congested network. Warwick Road 
and surrounding routes experience substantial delays during peak hours, particularly for 
traffic accessing Banbury railway station and the M40. The application does not demonstrate 
that cumulative impacts with neighbouring developments will not lead to severe highway 
disbenefits. Given the proximity to existing and planned residential estates, cumulative 
traffic modelling and mitigation measures should be robustly assessed. This approach 
accords with Policy SLE4's requirement for sustainable transport and highway capacity 
evidence. 
 
2. Lack of supporting evidence for infrastructure capacity (Policies BSC11, BSC15, PSD1) 
Banbury's healthcare (GP and dental services), education, and other community facilities are 
already under strain from recent housing growth. This screening opinion request lacks 
evidence that essential services have capacity, nor secured commitments for infrastructure 
delivery in line with occupation of new homes, contrary to Policies BSC11 and BSC15. 
 
3. Education capacity concerns (Policies BSC11, PSD1) 
The application does not provide detail on education provision or demonstrate sufficient local 
school capacity. Policy BSC11 requires education infrastructure to be planned and delivered 
in line with housing growth. Without confirmed mitigation, the proposal places further 
pressure on already stretched local schools. 
 
4. Affordable housing delivery and local need (Policies BSC2, BSC4) 
While affordable housing is referenced, the application does not provide sufficient detail on 
type, tenure, or how it meets the local affordable housing needs for Banbury. The ongoing 
delivery of affordable homes at nearby estates (e.g., Bourneleigh) suggests that this 
proposal may not meaningfully address unmet need, contrary to Policy BSC2's and BSC4's 
requirements for a balanced housing mix and meeting identified need. 
 
5. Development scale and the Local Plan spatial strategy (Policies BSC1, PSD1, ESD15) 
The proposed development's scale must be considered within the context of Banbury's 
cumulative housing delivery and broader Local Plan spatial strategy under Policy BSC1. 
Continued growth without commensurate infrastructure delivery risks undermining long-term 
sustainability and local distinctiveness, contrary to Policy ESD15. 
 
6. Environmental impacts and the need for comprehensive assessment 
The screening opinion request itself signals potential significant environmental and socio-
economic impacts. Given the scale and location of the proposal, and its proximity to multiple 
housing developments, a full Environmental Impact Assessment should be pursued if the 
development is taken forward, to ensure potential effects on highways, ecology, heritage 



assets, landscape, and services are comprehensively evaluated. 
 
Conclusion 
For the above reasons - particularly highway capacity, infrastructure delivery, education 
provision, affordable housing detail, conflict with the Local Plan spatial strategy, and the 
screening opinion's own implications - I object to this application and urge the council to 
consider refusal or to require a full planning application with an EIA.
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