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Comments I strongly object to this application. I live in Drayton, close to the proposed site, so this is 
not an abstract issue for me. I know these roads, the traffic, the school runs, the villages, 
and how this area actually works day to day. 
 
I am not objecting to housing in principle. I understand the need for new homes, especially 
affordable homes. But that does not mean every field on the edge of Banbury should be 
treated as fair game. This proposal is in the wrong place and too many serious issues are 
being left to be sorted out later. 
 
This is an outline application for up to 200 homes on greenfield land, with only access being 
decided now. The layout, scale, appearance and landscaping are all reserved for later. Surely 
the council cannot approve a major housing estate before the community knows what it will 
really look like or how its impacts will properly be dealt with. 
 
My biggest concern is access and highway safety. Oxfordshire County Council has said a 
simple bellmouth access would not be suitable for this scale of development and that a ghost 
right-turn lane would be required. The Road Safety Audit also raises concerns about the 
national speed limit on Warwick Road, including risks of side-impact collisions, vehicle-to-
pedestrian collisions and rear-end shunts. It also refers to the open ditch at the proposed 
access and restricted visibility at the emergency access. That is the applicant's own road 
safety material showing real problems with the one part of the application that is actually 
being fixed now. 
 
The claim that this is a sustainable location is also very weak. OCC says the nearest bus stop 
is more than 500 metres from all parts of the site and over 800 metres from some parts. In 
real life, many people will not use that regularly, especially with children, shopping, buggies, 
bad weather or dark evenings. 
 
The school issue is even clearer. OCC says the closest primary school is at least a 27-minute 
walk away, creating a potential round trip of more than an hour for families, twice a day. 
OCC also says this is likely to make the car the default option. That is exactly what will 
happen. We already do not have enough school spaces for the children already living here.  
 
There is also a serious drainage issue. The applicant's Utilities and Services Appraisal says 
Thames Water stated there is currently no capacity in the foul sewer network for this 
development because it is served by Banbury Sewage Treatment Works. A 200-home estate 
should not be approved on the basis that sewer capacity might be worked out later. 
 
This proposal would also permanently harm the countryside edge. It is greenfield agricultural 
land between Banbury, Drayton and Hanwell. Planting trees around the edge does not 
change the fact that once this field is built on, it is gone. 
 
As an important sidenote, the ecology evidence is concerning too. The site includes mature 
hedgerows, a veteran oak, bats including barbastelle activity, breeding birds including 
skylark, reptiles, hedgehog, brown hare and common toad. The Ecological Impact 
Assessment says five skylark territories would be lost. The answer appears to be mitigation 
later. That does not alter the basic fact that open thriving farmland habitat would be 
permanently replaced by a housing estate. 



 
This area has already taken a huge amount of recent development. Roman Fields, land east 
of Warwick Road, Hanwell Fields and other nearby growth have changed this edge of 
Banbury dramatically. At some point, the cumulative pressure on roads, schools, healthcare, 
drainage, village identity and countryside has to be taken seriously. 
 
The benefits of the scheme are obvious: more houses with some (not a lot of) affordable 
housing. But those benefits do not automatically outweigh everything else. This site is 
clearly not actually suitable, safe, sustainable not supported by local infrastructure. 
 
Please refuse this application. It is premature, poorly justified and harmful, and it would 
permanently urbanise open countryside through piecemeal expansion.
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