From: PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk [mailto:PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk] 
Sent: 25 January 2015 21:05
To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 14/02004/HYBRID

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 9:05 PM on 25 Jan 2015 from Mr Neil Preddy.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	Land South Of Perdiswell Farm Shipton Road Shipton On Cherwell 

	Proposal:
	OUTLINE:- Up to 1500 dwellings, including affordable housing and up to a 150 unit care village (C2) with associated publicly accessible ancillary facilities; site for a new primary school; up to 930sqm of retail space; up to 7,500sqm locally led employment (B1/B2/B8) including link and ride; site for a football association step 5 football facility with publicly accessible ancillary facilities; public open space, associated infrastructure, engineering and ancillary works, (all matters reserved except for means of access to the development); and Full Planning:- development of Phase 1 at the south western corner of the site for the erection of 29 residential dwellings (29 or the 1500 described above) with associated open space, parking and landscaping; with vehicular access provided from Upper Campsfield Road (A4095), Shipton Road and Oxford Road (A44) 

	Case Officer:
	Tracey Morrissey 

	Click for further information


	Customer Details

	Name:
	Mr Neil Preddy

	Email:
	

	Address:
	8 Churchill Gate, Woodstock OX20 1QW


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	General Public

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	I now understand that this site is also for the submission of comments to West Oxfordshire District Council for this planning application. I would like to add to my earlier comments with West Oxfordshire in mind. I object to this proposal for the following reasons: 1. The scale of the development is completely out of proportion with the character of Woodstock. It would more than double the size of the town to the detriment of its current character as a market town and a settlement that grew up to service the Blenheim Estate and former Royal Park over hundreds of years. The number of homes proposed far exceeds the number foreseen in the West Oxfordshire Plan and Planning Policy Guidelines. 2. The development beyond the boundaries of the built-up area and on good agricultural land will also set a precedent for further development. Blenheim Estates has mentioned that proceeds of the development will be used to maintain the Palace. The logic here is clear; the Palace is not self-sustaining under private ownership and therefore, in the long run, the Estate will seek to sell more land until only the Palace and Park remain. This would entirely change the character of the area around the Estate. 3. The development will add considerably to the already congested road network. In particular routes into Oxford along the A44 and through Kidlington will be badly affected. The developers mention planned improvements to the roundabouts in North Oxford. However, as the West Oxfordshire Plan mentions, new road building in itself generates more traffic. Moreover, developments in Hanborough, Witney and other areas will add traffic in the coming years. Therefore, the likelihood is that gains made by the road improvements will be short lived and journey times will worsen to current levels again. 4. The developers proposals for alternatives to the car are inadequate relative to the scale of the development. No bus lane currently exists until after the Peartree roundabout and the developer is entirely dependent on Oxfordshire County Council to change this. The cycle tracks between Woodstock and Oxford are of poor quality in many sections and I have noticed increasing numbers of cyclists choosing to use the main carriageway increasing the risk of accidents. 5. It is clear from town meetings and the town poll that the vast majority of residents are against this development. The developers so far seem to be contemptuous of local opinion and the plans have changed little despite the residents’ views being made clear in consultations. 


