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	This matter is being dealt with by Dawn Pettis
	Direct Line:   01865 815320

	Rebecca Horley
Cherwell District Council
Bodicote House
Bocicote
Banbury
Oxon
OX15 4AA
My ref: DP
Your ref: 13/00001/SCOP
12 April 2013
Email:  dawn.pettis@oxfordshire.gov.uk
	 


Dear Rebecca
RE:  Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report - Land North of Gavray Drive, Bicester
1. Thank you for consulting Oxfordshire County Council on the above Scoping Report. Set out below are comments from key service areas, but please note that those from Transport Development Control will be sent to you at a later date. These are officer comments.

Education

2. Previously the county council has advised that a 1 FE primary school will be required on this site. However, the council would be willing to consider whether alternative solutions, for example the expansion of existing primary schools, would be a viable and suitable option, Once timescales are clearer on this application the county council could consider various options, but at this time the position remains that a new school will need to be provided.

3. In terms of secondary education the county council will seek contributions from all the proposed developments in Bicester towards the long-term new secondary provision in the town.

4. The county council will also seek contributions from all developments towards the expansion of Special Educational Needs (SEN) provision on a pooled basis.

5. For more information please refer to the Pupil Place Plan which can be found at http://www.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cms/content/pupil-place-plan . For more detail please see the document (Bicester Infrastructure Response, May 2012) at Annex 1 which was sent to Cherwell District Council in summer 2012. My colleague, Barbara Chillman (Barbara.chillman@oxfordshire.gov.uk), would be happy to be contacted directly if you have more detailed questions about education provision in the context of the proposed development at Gavray Drive.

Transport policy

6. The ‘Transportation and Access’ section/chapter of the emerging Environmental Statement and indeed the accompanying Transport Assessment  need to be in line with the Cherwell Local Plan, the Bicester Master Plan and the Bicester Movement Study. Where relevant there should be reference to these strategic documents, in particular the objectives and infrastructure requirements that have been identified in order to support or realise these objectives. 
7. The county council would welcome an early pre-application discussion with the developer to discuss the Transport Assessment and proposed highway proposals.
8. The first bullet point under Para 5.91 could be amended to read ‘The development and promotion of sustainable transport for the development including public transport, walking and cycling.’ This would then cover the investment in physical transport infrastructure and intangible measures such as travel plan implementation or marketing.       

9. Para 5.93 – mentions the 22 and 23 (hourly Langford/Caversfield circular service), but fails to mention the S5 bus service. The S5 also serves Langford area of Bicester and is a key element of the town’s bus network. The S5 should be included to provide an accurate picture of the bus services near the development site. 

10. Oxfordshire County Council and its partners have aspirations to enhance the Bicester bus network and sustaining local buses, particularly in the south east of the town, in order to facilitate future growth and encourage sustainable trips. This development will be required to contribute towards the development of bus services in south east Bicester. 

11. Para 5.93 touches on rail access and distance to the two stations. There should be reference made to the future improvement to rail services (in terms of service speed and frequency) and Bicester Town Station as part of East West Rail and Evergreen 3. These future rail enhancements are seen as key catalysts of economic growth in Bicester and will put increasing demand on access to the Bicester Town Station by all modes. Therefore effective pedestrian and cycling links to the station from the development will be essential.   

12. Para 5.94 - details the site’s pedestrian and cycle access. There is a need to ensure connectivity of the existing provision with pedestrian and cycle routes between this site and key destinations within Bicester. Further pedestrian and cycle improvement work may be required to address any gaps in these networks to the south east of Bicester. This would also need to be complemented by effective marketing and signage initiatives to further maximise people’s awareness of sustainable links. This development will be required to contribute towards delivering such improvements in order to promote sustainable travel.  

Drainage

13. Drainage content in the Scoping Report is limited other than to say that SUDs will be implemented on this scheme. Discharge into public surface water sewers is mentioned as the likely scenario, in which case Thames Water will need to agree the rates of discharge. The proposed site is within Flood Zone 2 and 3 and therefore at risk of flooding at its current level. Development at this site will need full SUDs.

Rights of Way

14. The EIA should include the impacts of the proposed development on the amenity and setting of the existing footpaths and include details of how these routes will be accommodated and enhanced.  

15. As part of assessing the potential for sustainable transport, the EIA should also assess the impact and mitigation of the provision of one or more controlled pedestrian and bicycle crossing points of Gavray Drive to connect existing housing and the greenspace area to the south of the site. An important potential connection is also north from the site to Bicester Park’s Charbridge Way adjacent to the railway. Financial provision for improvements to the existing public right of way may enable more sustainable transport journeys to be made.

Ecology

16. The scope of the proposed ecological surveys is acceptable, which will cover the grassland, bats, great crested newts, reptiles, badgers and five butterfly species. Previous surveys have shown that otters and water voles are not currently present and are unlikely to use the site in the near future. The species and number of birds using the site is also unlikely to have changed significantly from previous surveys. 

17. The EIA needs to state how the mitigation issues arising from the presence of each of these species will be addressed. This information should then be used to inform the proposed layout of the development. Previous surveys have revealed that great crested newts are present; the appropriate mitigation they require (by licence) is something that needs to be taken into account when designing the layout. 

18. With regards to the proposed survey effort for reptiles, five visits in one month is not in line with best practice guidelines. Froglife Advice Sheet 10 states that to gain some idea of population size, at least 20 visits per season, in suitable weather, are required. Since the presence of reptiles has already been established, five further survey visits are unlikely to yield any useful information other than whether or not they are still present. And since reptiles are often not found on each visit, especially if the refugia are unsuitable, then five visits may not be sufficient to determine even that. Therefore serious consideration should be given to increasing the number of survey visits to a minimum of 10, preferably more, otherwise the results may be misleading. At least half the refugia should also comprise of corrugated metal or plastic roofing materials, to increase the likelihood of grass snakes using them. 

I trust these comments are helpful. Please contact me if you have any questions.

Yours sincerely

Dawn Pettis
Senior Planning Officer
Infrastructure Development
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