From: PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk [mailto:PublicAccessDC.Comments@Cherwell-DC.gov.uk] 
Sent: 10 January 2015 12:36
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 12:36 PM on 10 Jan 2015 from Mr Malcolm West.
	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 Malcolm West

	Email:
	

	Address:
	18 Banbury Road, woodstock ox201lq


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	General Public

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	I Object to this proposed development which would ruin Woodstock and the surrounding area. There is already extensive housing developments in Cherwell and WODC which will amply meet the requirements for the future housing plan so why is this needed? The developers seem to be cynically trying to put two big developments forward on the hope that they are successful with one and by putting this development mostly into Cherwell they try to blur the decision making. Government planning rule are supposed to delegate decision making to local communities and we as a town do not want this ( except for a few short sighted shop owners). Town vote was overwhelmingly against, and the houses are not required to meet plan, and this is a Unesco world heritage site and one of the few fairly original small towns left in the county....it should be left that way with modest low cost developments to support the needs of families here, not these out of character schemes. The roads and other infrastructure of Woodstock will not cope with this. The Shipton Road developments in previous years have had a huge affect on the movement of traffic past the two schools, to a dangerous degree in my opinion and log jams can often occur around school times. Also the very narrow street at the town end of Hensington road is difficult enough as it is with cars on the pavement almost all the time. Also this and the Long Hanborough schemes would make travel into Oxford even more difficult, the A44 through Yarnton is not designed to support even the traffic it currently has, nevermind more. Also I notice that the Canny developers who are offering all these wonderful extra facilities of sports fields and schools and supermarkets.... to be delivered over 20 years.... first thing they apply for is 29 houses. Anyone else getting the sneaky suspicion that it will be houses for the first 19 years and then the rest of the facilities will follow. The offer of municipal facilities is a cynical ploy and Woodstock certainly doesn't need any of it. Until 18 months ago I lived in a house backing on to the proposed site and can provide evidence of the strong wildlife presence in the area, a group of Roe Deer spend most of the year in the field closest to the cattery, A barn owl has the fields on its regular evening route and foxes, badgers and Kestrels and Sparrowhawks are regular visitors. As I see it these fields form a key part of the wildlife corridors through to Bladon woods, filling these fields with human activity all the way to the borders of the airport will cut this off southbound as far as Oxford and northbound the extensive wall of the palace prevents wildlife movements around to Stonesfield and Combe. This ill considered scheme should be rejected.


