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Sent: 20 February 2015 11:59
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 11:58 AM on 20 Feb 2015 from Miss O Robinson.
	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:
	Bob Duxbury 

	Click for further information



	Customer Details

	Name:
	Miss O Robinson

	Email:
	

	Address:
	Churchill Close, Woodstock OX201LG



	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	General Public

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	Dear Sir/Madam, As a Woodstock resident I am not opposed to development to provide attractive housing in keeping with its surroundings, built to a density level that will support local shops and ensure and encourage cycle and pedestrian access to local amenities. However, I do not feel that the development proposed in 14/02004/HYBRID is in the best interests of either local residents, business-owners or the needs of Oxford's ever-expanding housing requirements. I would suggest that the scale and scope of the development is not appropriate for a suburban extension of Woodstock. The site has been poorly chosen, perhaps seeking legitimacy by building near an existing settlement, but in effect its scale points more to a self-contained unit with its own shops, school, transport etc. It will not form any integral part of Woodstock either in its character or function and will necessarily generate unwarranted road 'shuttle' traffic to the existing centre which can ill afford more cars. In its current form I would urge the council not to approve the plans. However, should some permission be granted for the development of the site, I would like the following comments to be considered: Transport Cars are too prioritised in the plan. A far more creative interpretation should be made of the space to encourage children to walk or cycle to school and commuters use the bus or rail networks. Pedestrians will be forced to walk along roads rather than using dedicated paths and look like they will take a circuitous route to reach the north-western edge of the development. Even the primary road is too narrow to safely deprioritise cars over pedestrians and cyclists. Ideas and inspiration might perhaps be garnered from European new housing developments (eg. Freiburg, Copenhagen - both constrained by space). A cycle path is urgently needed to connect Woodstock to Long Hanborough station and the state of the current cycle path from Woodstock to Oxford is shocking. The stretch from the Bladon roundabout to Woodstock centre is virtually non-existent. Perhaps building/repairing these could be proposed as a condition of the development if it goes ahead. The trip from the outer edges of the proposed development to Woodstock centre will take at least 20-30 minutes to walk, so safe DEDICATED bike and walking connections to the main town MUST be addressed. I'm amazed that shops have not been suggested as being built into this route so that en route to picking up children from school, or reaching the Park & Ride facility people can use the shops etc. The proposal suggests: 'Discussions with Oxfordshire County Council will ensure that a deliverable and sustainable transport strategy to support the development is in place' but does not say by when. A development of this size should have no support at all until transport links to and from Oxford are in place. To do so otherwise would be irresponsible. Loss of land If the site is to offer a football pitch, I would expect the land alongside Willoughby Way (currently used by the football team) to be safeguarded from all future development as it is one of the few urban green areas remaining in Woodstock. With no town green or recreation areas now open to members of the public (Pye Homes are building on the land by the OWL) this is vital to ensure some central space is prevented from being further developed. Housing types I note that Oxford City Council is attempting to discourage buy-to-let purchasers from buying homes on the new Barton Estate. I would hope the same could be achieved for Woodstock to ensure the new site serves residents of Oxford/Woodstock and not unconnected financial investor landlords/ladies. I also notice that the proposed housing does not take advantage of southerly aspects to maximise light and heat (eg. 8.6 of the D & A statement). Why are gardens facing north? It does not take a lot of effort for a design consultancy to produce light-maximising house aspects and this lack of attention to detail to provide important environmental benefits for residents makes me question the logic of any of the site plans. Far more detail and creative interpretation of the site needs to be addressed by the developers if this type of large-scale development proceeds. Finally, Woodstock is home to a World Heritage Site and in itself is a tourist destination increasingly visited by overseas visitors. If we are going to allow development on its fringes, let's aim for the best and show off the assets of this wonderful town. Please don't allow mediocre quality housing, space planning, urban design, poor environmental strategies and an old-fashioned road-dominated estate to blight the unique and famous town of Woodstock for generations to come. This is a dreary and uninspiring proposal and I would urge the council to reject it at least in its current form. Yours sincerely, Miss Robinson




