Comment for planning application 26/00781/0UT

Application Number 26/00781/0UT
Location Land West Of Warwick Road Banbury

Proposal Erection of up to 200 dwellings, associated public open space, sustainable urban drainage
systems, pedestrian and cycle connections, associated infrastructure, and access from
Warwick Road. All matters reserved except for access.

Case Officer Linda Griffiths

Organisation

Name Carole Mullett

Address Stonesfield House,Main Street,Hanwell,Banbury,0X17 1HL

Type of Comment Objection

Type neighbour

Comments I write to formally object to the proposed development of a further 200 dwellings adjacent to

our village, in addition to the 175 already approved or under construction.

INFRASTRUCTURE CAPACITY

The existing infrastructure is demonstrably unable to support the current level of
development, let alone further expansion. Local schools are already operating beyond
capacity, with children being directed to schools as far as Bicester due to the absence of
local places. GP surgeries and other health and community amenities are similarly
overstretched. No evidence has been presented that the Council has assessed or made
provision for the additional demand that 200 new households will place on these services.
We request a full Infrastructure Capacity Assessment be published before any decision is
made.

HIGHWAY SAFETY AND TRAFFIC

The local road network is not fit to absorb additional traffic. Congestion and road condition

are already a serious concern for residents. A further 200 homes will materially worsen this
situation and we ask that an independent Transport Impact Assessment be carried out and

made available for public scrutiny.

DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARY AND PLANNING COMMITMENTS

It was previously established that development should not encroach within two fields of the
village boundary. That commitment has already been set aside. This further application
represents a continued and troubling erosion of the protections that residents were given
assurance would be upheld.

HOUSING QUOTA ALREADY MET

With 175 homes already under construction directly opposite, our community has already
met and by some measures exceeded its allocated housing quota. There is no justification
for further development here when the resultant population growth cannot be matched by
local resources and services.

I also understand that this proposal is not in the local plan and that the housing quota
required in that plan are already met.

It also seems that developers are choosing an amount of properties so that they do not have
to provide additional services.

BROWNFIELD AND TOWN-CENTRE ALTERNATIVES

There are numerous empty and underutilised buildings in the nearby town, many of which
benefit from proximity to rail connections and existing shops and services. Prioritising these
brownfield sites over greenfield village land would better serve future residents and relieve
pressure on rural communities.

LOSS OF GRADE 2 AGRICULTURAL LAND

The land proposed for development is classified as Grade 2 agricultural land some of the
most productive in the country. At a time of significant global instability, rising food prices,
and heightened concern over energy and supply-chain security, building on high-quality
farmland is contrary to the national interest. Food security and the ability to produce locally



grown food must be weighed seriously against speculative residential development.

CONCLUSION

This proposal does not appear to be supported by any coherent plan for the wellbeing of new
or existing residents. Building homes without the schools, healthcare, roads, and services to
sustain them is not responsible planning. I urge the Council to refuse this application,
prioritise brownfield development, and protect this irreplaceable agricultural land for future
generations.
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