
Gladman consider all correspondence received and our response to the issues raised will be set out in a Statement of 

Community Involvement (SCI).  As part of a planning application, Gladman submit to the Local Planning Authority a 

complete copy of all correspondence received (including any details such as you name, address and email where you 

have provided them).  This ensures all your comments are available to the Council during the consideration of an 

application and shows who we have consulted.  As the SCI forms part of the formal application documents, the Council 

may publish it online, subject to their own Data Protection policies.  Should the application be the subject of an appeal, 

the same information will be forwarded to the Planning Inspectorate.  If further consultation is carried out as part of the 

planning process, Gladman may use your details to make you aware of this and to ask for your views, but will not use 

this information for any other purpose. 
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Land west of White Post Road, Banbury Statement of Community Involvement 

  

 

1.1.1 This statement sets out the process of community engagement that has been undertaken by 

Gladman Developments Ltd to inform a planning application for housing and open space for 

up to 280 homes on land west of White Post Road, Banbury.   

 

 

1.2.1 This statement has been prepared in order to provide a considered response to matters that 

have been raised during the pre-application consultation stage and how they have been 

addressed or acknowledged in the application submission and proposed development. 

 

The Localism Act (November 2011) 

1.3.1 In November 2011, the Localism Act received Royal Assent. This is the Government’s method 

of devolving greater powers to Councils and neighbourhoods in order to give local 

communities more control over planning decisions. 

 

1.3.2 Of particular relevance is paragraph 122 of the Localism Act which came into force on the 

17th December 2013 and introduces a new requirement for developers to consult local 

communities on a wider range of developments before submitting planning applications.  

 

1.3.3 Section 61W dictates the requirement to carry out pre-application consultation where a person 

proposes to make an application for planning permission for the development of any land in 

England, and the proposed development is of a description specified in a development order. 

 

1.3.4 Whilst the ‘development order’ is yet to be published and may now be in 2015 and therefore 

during the determination of the Application, the exact guidance as to which schemes this will 

apply is therefore unavailable, but it is anticipated to include major schemes. Gladman see it 

as good practice to adhere to this approach now.  

 

1.3.5 Where section 61W applies, section 61X sets out there is a duty to take account of responses 

to consultation. Applicants should consider responses received before proposals are finalised 

and show how they have been taken into account through the application submission.  
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1.3.6 Notwithstanding this, GDL maintains it is good practice to seek the views of the local 

community prior to the formal submission of the application. 

 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 

 

1.3.7 In March 2012, the Government published the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). 

This document aims to simplify the planning system in the UK. It is this new found accessibility 

which aims “to put unprecedented power in the hands of communities” directly affected by 

development.  

1.3.8 As Greg Clark MP wrote in the Forward to the NPPF:  

 

“People have been put off from getting involved because planning policy itself has become 

so elaborate and forbidding – the preserve of specialists, rather than people in 

communities…This National Planning Policy Framework changes that…we are allowing 

people and communities back into planning”. 

 

1.3.9 There is therefore a clear rationale from the Coalition Government to increase the amount of 

public consultation undertaken in the planning process. 

 

1.3.10 The NPPF section “pre-application engagement and frontloading” states how early 

engagement can “improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the planning application system 

for all parties” thus leading to “better coordination between public and private resources and 

improved outcomes for the community.”  

 

1.3.11 Paragraph 189 further states that whilst a Local Planning Authority (LPA) “cannot require that 

a developer engages with them before submitting a planning application”, they should 

nevertheless “encourage take-up of any pre-application services they do offer”. Furthermore 

and where deemed to be beneficial, the LPA should “encourage any applicants who are not 

already required to do so by law to engage with the local community before submitting their 

applications”. This is to ensure that any potential issues are resolved as early in the planning 

process as possible. 

 

1.3.12 Gladman has therefore endeavoured to undertake a consultation exercise that complies fully 

with both national and local policy guidance. 

 

Cherwell’s Statement of Community Involvement 2006 

1.3.13 Cherwell District Council (CDC) adopted their Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) in 

July 2006.   

 



Land west of White Post Road, Banbury Statement of Community Involvement 

  

1.3.14 The SCI states that the Council is committed to working in partnership with a wide range of 

organisations and will provide opportunities for applicants to discuss development proposals 

with Planning Officer before they submit an application for planning permission. Where 

proposals are likely to be of significant interest to the wider community, the Council also 

encourages applicants to undertake community consultation exercises before submitting an 

application. 

 

1.4.1 Having considered the Council’s adopted SCI, GDL have completed a programme of 

community engagement which is considered appropriate for the proposed development on 

this site.  

 

1.4.2 This report details the programme and results of the consultation, meeting the requirement 

to submit such a document as part of a planning application. 
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2.1.1 GDL engaged with officers during the pre-application stage. A letter was sent to officers on 03 

March 2014 including a copy of the draft proposals to allow for feedback to be provided by the 

Council on the content of the proposal. A pre application meeting was held with Cherwell District 

Council on 26th March 2015. The Council provided the applicant with a pre-application 

consultation letter on the 21st April 2015 which can be found at Appendix A.  

 

2.1.2 An EIA Screening Request to determine whether the planning application required an 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) was submitted to the Council on 13th May 2015. This 

correspondence can be viewed in Appendix B. Cherwell District Council issued a screening 

opinion on the 3rd June 2015 outlining the Council’s belief that an Environmental Impact 

Assessment would be required. As such, the applicant has submitted an Environmental 

Statement with this planning application.  

 

2.2.1 GDL both directly and through consultants have proactively engaged with other 

stakeholders during the pre-application stage including: 

 Oxfordshire Highways Authority 

 Oxfordshire Archaeological Officer 

 Oxfordshire Ecology Officer 

 Utility Providers 

 NHS Oxfordshire Clinical Commissioning Group 

 Bishop Loveday Primary School 

 

 

 

2.3.2 Leaflets outlining the development principles and seeking comments were distributed on 23rd 

June 2015 to approximately 630 households & businesses within the proximity of the site.  A 

copy of the leaflet is included at Appendix C. 

 

2.3.3 8 people had responded to the leaflet by post and via email at the time of submitting the 

Application.   
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2.3.4 All Copies of feedback received are included at Appendix D. 

 

 

2.4.1 GDL wrote to Banbury Town Council on 23rd June 2015 outlining the proposals of the outline 

planning application. A copy of the correspondence is included in Appendix E. 

 

2.4.2 In addition, GDL wrote to Bodicote Parish Council on 23rd June 2015. A response was received 

on 23rd June 2015 from Val Russell (Clerk to the Parish Council) the contents of which are 

located in (Appendix F). 

 

2.5.1 GDL also wrote to the four Ward Councillors for Banbury on the 23rd June 2015 outlining the 

proposals of the outline planning application. A copy of one of the letters is included in 

Appendix G. 

 

2.6.1 GDL have a dedicated website for each of its projects. These contain details of the project, 

copies of the display boards and other information about the particular scheme.  The website 

also allows feedback to be sent via email to GDL.  The Banbury website is www.your-

views.co.uk/banbury and became operational on 23rd June 2015 to coincide with the 

distribution of the leaflet. Extract pages are shown in (Appendix H). The Website remains 

available and open for comment. 

 

  

http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury
http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury
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3.1.1 GDL is pleased that a number of people engaged with the consultation process for the proposed 

site and provided comments during the pre-application process.  Whilst many respondents 

objected to the principle of residential development on the site, others offered constructive 

comments. 

 

3.2.1 Responses to issues which emerged from the various forms of community engagement are 

detailed in the table below, together with the applicant’s response. 

 

3.1.2 GDL is pleased with the general level of response that have been expressed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Land west of White Post Road, Banbury Statement of Community Involvement 
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4.01 Throughout the consultation process, Gladman encouraged suggestions as to how the local 

community could benefit from the proposed development.   

 

4.02 Potential suggestions must be tested against Government rules which limit what those seeking 

planning permission can offer (which exist to ensure developers cannot ‘buy’ consents).  

However, the applicant will discuss the ideas put forward with the Local Planning Authority to 

ascertain what can be delivered within the test of planning statute. 

 

4.03 Implementation of the agreed community benefits will be guaranteed through their inclusion 

within a Section 106 agreement. 
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Head of Planning 

Cherwell District Council 

Bodicote House 

Bodicote 

Banbury 

Oxfordshire 

OX15 4AA 

 

Letter by Email Only 

13 May 2015 

 

 

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

Proposed Residential Development at land south of Salt Way, Banbury 

Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England Wales) Regulations 2011: 

Request for a Screening Opinion Pursuant to Regulation 5 

 

Revised EIA Screening Thresholds  

 

Following on from the Government laying before Parliament that EIA screening thresholds are to be raised 

from areas exceeding 0.5 hectares to 5 hectares, and as of 6th April 2015 urban development projects will only 

need to be screened if; 

 

 the area of the scheme is more than 5 hectares; 

 it would provide a total of more than 1 hectare of development which is not dwelling house 

development; or 

 the development includes more than 150 dwelling houses. 

 

We refer to the above site and formally request the adoption of a Screening Opinion pursuant to Regulation 

5 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011, for: 

 

“Proposed outline application with means of access to be considered for residential development of up to 250 dwellings 

(use class C3), access, open space and associated infrastructure.” 

 

In addition in accordance with Regulation 5(2), of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 

Assessment) Regulations 2011, we enclose a Site Location Plan (reference 2014-021/ 100) and set out below 

a brief description of the nature and purpose of the proposed development and its possible effects on the 

environment. This Screening Request considers these matters in full. 

 

Site Location 

 

The proposed application site is located to the south of the Salt Way, Banbury and comprises three agricultural 

fields with a number of mature trees and hedgerows which denote the boundaries of each of the fields. The 

site is presently in use predominantly as agricultural land. The site has an area of approximately 17.53 hectares. 

 

Development Proposals 

 

The proposals for the application site comprise a residential development comprising up to 250 no. dwellings, 

with associated access, landscaping and amenity space.  The site would be accessed from White Post Road.  
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It is intended that the application will be supported by a number of technical reports to assist the Local Planning 

Authorities determination of this application, these will include: 

 

 Design and Access Statement; 

 Landscape and Visual Appraisal; 

 Transport Assessment; 

 Flood Risk Assessment; 

 Air Quality Assessment; 

 Phase 1 Site Investigation Report; 

 Foul Drainage Strategy; 

 Noise Screening Assessment; 

 Arboricultural Assessment; 

 Ecological Appraisal; 

 Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment; and, 

 Supporting Planning Statement. 

 

 

Determining whether Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is required 

  

The determination of whether an assessment is required rests in the consideration of whether the 

development is: 

 

 Schedule 1 development – in which case EIA is necessary; or 

 Schedule 2 development – in which case EIA is necessary only if the development is likely to have 

significant environmental effects.  

 

Guidance on assessing whether a development would have significant environmental effect is contained in 

Schedule 3 to the Regulations. 

 

The proposed development does not meet any of the categories of development in Schedule 1 of the 

Regulations for which EIA is mandatory. It does, however, fall within Category 10(b) of Schedule 2 of the 

Regulations ‘Urban Development Projects on sites exceeding 0.5ha’. 

 

Accordingly it is necessary first to consider whether the development is located in a “sensitive area” as defined 

by the regulations and whether it is likely to have any significant effects on the environment.  

 

The development is not located in a sensitive area, nor is there a high level of contamination. This is highlighted 

in the NPPG (Paragraph 4-057-20140306) which states, “when considering the thresholds, it is important to 

also consider the location of the proposed development.”   

 

The NPPG also sets out key issues to consider in relation to Category 10(b) development which may occur 

from development, these are noise, traffic and emissions. In regards to the proposed development we believe; 

 

 Traffic: the Transport Assessment has concluded that the proposed residential development would 

have a minimal impact on the highway network. 

 Emissions: An Air Quality report produced for the proposed development has concluded that the 

background pollutant concentrations are ‘well below’ the annual mean air quality objective, therefore 

any slight increase in pollutant concentrations due to additional traffic will not cause any quality 

objectives to be approached or exceeded at existing or proposed receptor locations. 

 Noise: Additional road traffic generated by the development is likely to result in a small but 

imperceptible increase in noise levels at existing receptors.  
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In relation to the guidance set out in the NPPG and following the Schedule 3 criteria it is necessary first to 

consider whether the development is located in a “sensitive area” as defined by the Regulations and whether 

it is likely to have any significant effects on the environment. 

 

Sensitive Area 

 

The Regulations define sensitive areas as being:  

 Sites of Special Scientific Interest (including their consultation areas); 

 land to which Nature Conservation Orders apply, International conservation sites; 

 National Parks, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty; 

 World Heritage Sites; and, 

 Scheduled monuments. 

 

Having consulted the online Magic Map1 it is confirmed the proposed development is not within a “sensitive 

area” for the purposes of environmental assessment as set out in the Regulations Nor is the Site defined within 

a “sensitive area” on the Local Plan proposals map. 

 

Schedule 3 Selection Criteria 

 

A simple consideration of high level sensitivity is not a robust consideration of the potential effects which could 

arise from any development. Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulations provides a selection criteria for Screening 

Schedule 2 development, which includes three broad categories:  

 

1. The characteristics of the development;  

2. The environmental sensitivity of the location; and 

3. The characteristics of the potential impacts. 

 

In considering the likelihood of effects arising,  we consider it is appropriate at the Screening stage to consider 

the potential effectiveness of mitigation measures and the likelihood that mitigation can result in an effect not 

being considered to be significant2. 

 

1. The characteristics of the development 

 

The proposed development is for a residential development of up to 250 units with access from White Post 

Road. As identified above we have instructed a number consultants to prepare technical surveys, initial 

information has been received on a number of matters, as a result we are able to confirm residential uses do 

not result in any significant emissions or waste, and do not involve processes which will introduce new 

pollutants, significant noise or any hazardous materials to the area. It is therefore our view that the 

characteristics of the development will not give rise to any likely significant effects on the environment. 

 

In summary, we consider the proposed development does not require an EIA based on the above areas that 

would warrant an EIA.  

   

 

 

 

                                                        
1 http://www.natureonthemap.naturalengland.org.uk/ (last accessed 31/03/2015) 
2 This statement follows the logic of the Bellway Southern v Gillespie case of 2003, where it was held that all elements 
of a project, including the potential mitigation to be undertaken as part of that development, can form part of the 
consideration of whether an effect on the environment is likely or not and that if the remedial measures are “plainly 
established and plainly uncontroversial” then the case may not necessarily call for EIA. 

http://www.natureonthemap.naturalengland.org.uk/
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2. The location of the development 

 

Schedule 3 of the Regulations indicates that when assessing the environmental sensitivity of an area, particular 

regard must be had to: 

 

• Existing land use; 

• Relative abundance, quality and regenerative capacity of natural resources; and 

• Absorption capacity of the natural environment. 

 

The Site is currently used for agricultural purposes. The Arboricultural Report has confirmed that the majority 

of the existing trees are being retained with areas of public open space with proposed new tree planting which 

will increase tree cover of the site. The residential proposals will take account of the character of the existing 

residential development in relation to the Site, which is not particularly sensitive given residential use would 

be a compatible neighbouring use, and management of the construction process will ensure that no significant 

effects arise. In addition the proposals will provide appropriate landscape buffers to the northern and western 

boundaries to mitigate any potential landscape impacts to views beyond in the countryside. 

 

The proposal would not have materially adverse (or positive) impacts upon natural resources in the area such 

that it would require EIA.   

 

The impact of the proposed development on to the following areas is considered below: 

i. Wetlands – Not applicable.  

ii. Coastal Zones – Not applicable. 

iii. Mountain and forest area – Not applicable. 

iv. Nature reserves and parks – Not applicable. 

v. Classified areas – Not applicable. 

vi. Areas where environmental quality standards are exceeded  - Not applicable 

vii. Densely populated areas - The site is located adjacent to the existing urban area of Banbury and the 

proposal will be of a character and density that is in keeping with the pattern and density of surrounding 

land uses and which will not adversely affect the capacity of the urban area surrounding it. The 

characteristics of likely effects on nearby residential uses is considered further below.  

viii. Landscapes of historical, cultural or archaeological significance – The site is not within a Conservation 

Area, and there are no listed structures on the site. There is nothing intrinsically important or special 

about the quality of the landscape on site.  

 

The proposed development would have no impact on the above areas that would warrant an EIA. 

 

3. The characteristics of any potential impact  

 

Schedule 3 of the Regulations requires potentially significant effects to be considered having regard to: the 

extent of impact / geographical area of affect; any transfrontier effects; the magnitude and complexity of the 

impact; the probability of impacts; the duration, frequency and reversibility of such. 

 

We consider that development of up to 250 dwellings is of a scale which can only be considered to be of local 

importance.  The development is similar in nature to the surrounding housing and will not have any complex, 

hazardous or significant environmental effects which suggest that the area is not suitable for this type of 

development in environmental terms.  There will be no trans-frontier effects arising from the development 

and the nature of effects likely to arise is considered further below. 

 

We consider the following matters to be relevant to the environmental considerations of the proposals and 

the characteristics of any potential impact on these matters is set out below: 
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 Arboriculture: Mature trees and established hedgerows are located on the perimeter boundary of 

the site.  The proposals would seek to retain these wherever possible and will also include new 

landscaping which will be designed to compensate for any trees lost as a result of the proposal. 

 Archaeology/Heritage: A full Archaeological Evaluation has been carried out on the proposed site. 

Correspondence with the County Archaeologist has confirmed that a condition recommending a full 

archaeological excavation (probably in the form of a ‘strip, map and sample excavation’ that can take 

place during the ground works phase of construction work on-site) of the two archaeologically-

sensitive areas (i.e. the higher ground near the allotments and the area in the south west corner of the 

site) should the intention be to construct housing and/or related infrastructure in these areas. At this 

stage, the applicant is proposing to locate a cricket pitch in the south western corner of the site, to 

comply with the policy requirements of Banbury 17.  

 Air Quality: The site is not located within an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) which suggests 

that relevant air quality objectives are not close to the national target values.  Therefore it is not 

considered the impact of the proposals are likely to be significant. 

 Drainage and Flood Risk: The Environment Agency Flood Map confirms that the entire site lies 

within Flood Zone 1 and is considered to be at a low risk of flooding. A site wide drainage system will 

be designed to ensure that run-off rates and discharge are limited to the existing rates with an 

allowance for climate change.   

 Ecology: The site is not sensitive in ecological terms; however, the scheme design would include the 

retention where possible of any habitats which are potentially of value, including the existing trees and 

hedgerows. The scheme will also provide some new habitats, including landscaping, open space and 

garden areas. It is considered that if any protected species are using the site, then it should be possible 

to employ a range of tried and tested mitigation techniques to ensure that the relevant habitats or 

species are protected, replaced or relocated to a suitable area of the site which will not harm their 

inherent interest. 

 Highways and Transportation: Given the scale of the proposed development, the impact of the 

proposed development in traffic, transport and highways terms is not considered to be significant. The 

site occupies a sustainable location within walking distance of shops, local schools, services and 

community facilities. The area is also not sensitive to traffic borne pollution and therefore no significant 

effect is likely. 

 Noise and Vibration: The proposed development is not of a scale or nature that will create 

additional noise and/or vibration nuisance during the operational phase. The effects during the 

construction phase will be short term and will cease when construction ends.  Best practice measures, 

including restricted hours of working and proper maintenance of plant and machinery, will assist with 

ensuring that construction stage noise does not cause a nuisance. 

 Sustainability / Energy: The proposed dwellings will deliver high levels of energy efficiency in 

accordance with current Building Regulation requirements. 

 

 

Conclusion 

 

Having regard to the above consideration of the relevant criteria and thresholds set out and explained within 

the Regulations, it is evident that the proposal is not a Schedule 1 development but is considered to fall within 

those developments listed in Schedule 2 of the former EIA Screening thresholds. 
 

The Site is not considered to be sensitive, and a review of the Site and location indicates that the chances of 

significant effects arising on this Site itself are minimal. The characteristics of the development are identical to 

adjacent land uses and receptors including nearby residents and the water and air environments, ecological 

receptors are either not affected by, or can be protected from, adverse effects using standard and commonly 

employed mitigation techniques.  
 

The effects which are likely to arise from the proposed development have been considered and it is concluded 

that none of the likely effects are considered to be significant to warrant EIA.  
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In arriving at our conclusion we have had regard to the fact that the Council has agreed that larger greenfield 

schemes in the District, notably up to 400 dwellings on land to the west of the A361 Bloxham Road 

(14/00031/SO), did not constitute EIA development.  
 

For the reasons set out above, the proposals are not considered to be of a scale or character that would be 

likely to have significant environmental effects on the environment.  

 

This consideration of issues which may give rise to potential effects on the environment has highlighted matters 

where further detailed assessment would be appropriate to accompany any planning application on the Site. 

Nonetheless, these issues are not considered to be significant enough to require EIA and it is concluded that 

normal planning controls, with recommended mitigation techniques can be utilised to address these issues.      

 

This letter takes into account the construction and operational phases of development and it is concluded that 

the proposal does not comprise “EIA development” as defined in the Regulations. We therefore request that 

the Local Planning Authority adopts a Screening Opinion to confirm that no ES is required. In accordance with 

Regulation 5(5) we look forward to hearing from you within the statutory period of 21 days from the date of 

this letter.  When replying, I would be grateful if you would confirm that you have the necessary 

authority to do so on behalf of the Council and provide a summary of your reasons. 

 

If you need any further information or assistance to enable the Council to address this request, please do not 

hesitate to contact me. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 
 

Liam Ryder 

 

Gladman Developments 

01260 288912 

l.ryder@gladman.co.uk 

 

Enc:  Site Location Plan  
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le h

o
u

sin
g

 esp
ecially 

fro
m

 young fam
ilies. 

C
ouncils have a duty to ensure that suffi

cient housing can b
e delivered to m

eet 
all of the housing needs of the p

op
ulation in a 5 year rolling p

eriod. To do this 
they m

ust identify suffi
cient land to m

eet their w
ider housing need. Presently 

w
e do not b

elieve C
hew

ell D
istrict C

ouncil can do this. 

This site has been identified by the Council and is a proposed housing allocation 
form

ing part of Banbury 17 w
ithin the em

erging local plan.

N
EX

T STEPS
W

e w
ill take into account all com

m
ents and

 sug
g

estions p
rovid

ed
 to us as 

p
art of this consultation. O

nce a p
lanning

 ap
p

lication has b
een sub

m
itted 

you w
ill also b

e ab
le to m

ake further rep
resentations to C

hew
ell D

istrict 
C

ouncil w
ho w

ill take these into account b
efore m

aking
 their d

ecision on the 
p

lanning
 ap

p
lication.

Yo
u

 can
 keep

 u
p

 to
 d

ate o
n

 p
ro

g
ress u

sin
g

 o
u

r d
ed

icated
 w

eb
site w

h
ich  

includes an online feedb
ack form

 for m
aking com

m
ents:

w
w

w
.your-view

s.co.uk/b
anb

ury

Sh
o

u
ld

 yo
u

 b
e u

n
ab

le to
 access th

e in
tern

et an
d

 w
o

u
ld

 like to
 req

u
est a  

p
rinted

 cop
y, p

lease w
rite to:

Your View
s Banb

ury 
G

ladm
an H

ouse, A
lexandria W

ay, C
ongleton, C

heshire, C
W

12 1LB

O
U

R A
PPRO

A
C

H
 

G
ladm

an D
evelop

m
ents recognise its resp

onsib
ility to resp

ect the character  
an

d
 n

eed
s o

f th
e existin

g
 co

m
m

u
n

ity, as w
ell as p

rovid
in

g
 h

o
u

sin
g 

fo
r new

 and existing residents. W
e are also fully com

m
itted to delivering  

additional b
enefits to Banb

ury and Bodicote w
herever p

ossib
le.  A

s such 
p

lease do tell us if there are any com
m

unity facilities that you w
ould like to see 

im
p

roved or develop
ed as p

art of this schem
e.

W
ith the help

 of our consultant team
, w

e are form
ulating our p

rop
osals to  

deliver a high quality, low
 density housing schem

e. Throughout the p
rocess 

each m
em

b
er of the team

 p
rovide their sp

ecialist advice and inp
ut to ensure 

that the design of the site resp
onds p

ositively to its surroundings, taking into 
account any constraints.  

B
EN

EFITS 
O

ur housing p
rop

osals w
ill b

ring a w
ide range of b

enefits to Banb
ury and  

Bodicote in the form
 of: 

• 
N

ew
 high quality housing;

• 
A

ff
ordab

le housing (up
 to 30%

 / 84 no dw
ellings);

• 
O

ver 50%
 form

al and inform
al p

ub
lic op

en sp
ace on site including sp

ace 
for a new

 cricket p
itch;

•  
Im

p
roved / enhanced footp

ath / cycle links;

•  
D

rop
 off

 car p
arking facility for the p

rim
ary school on W

hite Post Lane ; 
and

•  
Increased sp

ending and custom
ers to sup

p
ort local b

usinesses and  
facilities such as the local school.

•  
A

ccess to the develop
m

ent w
ill b

e p
rovided off

 W
hite Post Road w

ith 
footp

ath / cyclep
aths;

•  
Youth gam

es court.

M
ore inform

ation, including a short technical sum
m

ary of key top
ics can b

e 
found on our w

eb
site:

w
w

w
.your-view

s.co.uk/b
anb

ury



O
U

R PRO
PO

SA
LS

ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY



1. H
IG

H
W

AYS A
N

D
 TR

A
FFIC

For each p
lanning ap

p
lication w

e em
p

loy sp
ecialist highw

ay consultants, w
ho liaise 

w
ith the local highw

ay authority, to produce a suitable highw
ays strategy. This w

ill  
include 

p
roviding 

a 
safe 

m
eans 

of 
access 

into 
the 

site 
and 

ensures 
that 

the  
develop

m
ent w

ill not adversely im
p

act the surrounding road netw
ork. 

W
hilst there w

ill be som
e additional traffi

c generated  from
 the proposed developm

ent, 
the harm

 w
ill b

e off
set by enhancem

ents to the local footp
ath and cycle netw

ork 
to encourage p

eop
le to travel m

ore sustainab
ly. If necessary w

e w
ill also carry out 

local highw
ay im

p
rovem

ents to ensure that the additional traffi
c does not p

roduce a 
severe im

p
act. 

It is intended that access into the site w
ill b

e p
rovided by a p

riority junction off
 W

hite 
Post Road. W

e b
elieve that this form

 of access is the safest and m
ost ap

p
rop

riate w
ay 

to enter the site. 

The existing footp
ath crossing the site (Footp

ath N
o 137/13) w

ill b
e retained in its  

current location through the site. Through the p
lanning ap

p
lication w

e are p
rop

osing 
up

grade / enhancem
ent w

ork to this footp
ath.  

2. B
U

S SER
V

IC
E

The b
est and m

ost sustainab
le w

ay of m
aintaining and im

p
roving b

us services is by 
additional custom

ers using the existing routes and creating revenue for the O
p

erators.    

N
ew

 hom
es not only increase the p

op
ulation, they  help

 to redress the b
alance  

tow
ards the national dem

ograp
hic p

rofile, b
ecause new

 hom
es are usually occup

ied 
by younger fam

ilies w
ho are currently excluded from

 this area due to aff
ordab

ility and 
lack of fam

ily hom
es. Just the extra custom

ers w
ho b

us op
erators rely up

on for custom
.

3. SC
H

O
O

LS A
N

D
 ED

U
C

ATIO
N

A
s p

art o
f th

e in
itial site review

 p
ro

cess w
e h

ave liaised
 w

ith
 th

e Lo
cal Ed

u
catio

n 
A

u
th

o
rity in

 o
rd

er to
 estab

lish
 th

e cu
rren

t an
d

 fu
tu

re cap
acity in

 lo
cal Prim

ary an
d 

Sen
io

r sch
o

o
ls.

It h
as b

een
 id

en
tified

 th
at th

ere is lim
ited

 cap
acity in

 th
e Prim

ary / Sen
io

r Sch
o

o
l to 

acco
m

m
o

d
ate th

e exp
ected

 n
u

m
b

er o
f ch

ild
ren

 w
h

o
 w

ill b
e livin

g
 o

n
 th

e co
m

p
leted  

d
evelo

p
m

en
t. A

s su
ch

, if p
lan

n
in

g
 p

erm
issio

n
 is g

ran
ted

, a co
n

trib
u

tio
n

 w
ill b

e 
p

aid
 to

 th
e Lo

cal Ed
u

catio
n

 A
u

th
o

rity to
 en

su
re th

at su
fficien

t sch
o

o
l p

laces are 
m

ad
e availab

le.    

4. FLO
O

D
IN

G
The site is w

ithin Flood Risk Zone 1 and therefore has the low
est risk of flooding. This is 

confirm
ed by the Environm

ent A
gency’s Flood M

ap
 D

ata.

A
 Flo

o
d

 R
isk A

ssessm
en

t w
ill b

e p
ro

d
u

ced
 b

y o
u

r ap
p

o
in

ted
 sp

ecialist co
n

su
ltan

ts 
to

 acco
m

p
any o

u
r p

lan
n

in
g

 ap
p

licatio
n

. Th
e assessm

en
t w

ill dem
onstrate how

  
surface w

ater w
ill be dealt w

ith at the proposed developm
ent.  

In ord
er to ensure flood

ing
 d

ow
nstream

 from
 our site is lessened, rather than increased, 

as a result of our d
evelop

m
ent, w

e are p
rop

osing
 to p

rovid
e an attenuation p

ond 
(som

etim
es called

 a “Balancing
 Pond

”).  This p
ond

 collects the rainfall from
 our land 

and
 d

ischarg
es it into the netw

ork at the rate the land
 currently releases rainfall, this 

is often referred
 to as the “G

reenfield
 Run off

 Rate”.  The p
ond

 w
e p

lace on site w
ill 

b
e 20%

 larg
er than that req

uired
 to accom

m
od

ate rainfall from
 our site alone. This 

extra cap
acity lessens the likelihood

 and
 am

ount of existing
 flood

ing
 that m

ay have 
alread

y occurred
 further d

ow
nstream

.

5. G
P C

A
PA

C
ITY

It has b
een identified that there is lim

ited cap
acity in your local G

P surgery.  If p
lanning 

p
erm

ission is granted, a contrib
ution w

ill b
e p

aid to your clinical com
m

issioning group
 

to ensure that suffi
cient cap

acity is m
ade availab

le through additional cap
acity in your  

existing surgery or via additional G
P facilities.

6. ECO
LO

G
Y

A
 sp

ecialist ecology consultant has b
een ap

p
ointed to survey the p

rop
osed site for 

p
rotected sp

ecies.  Their initial investigations have found that there is p
otential for 

b
ats, new

ts etc on-site.  To ensure that w
e have com

p
rehensively evaluated the site for 

ecology and w
ildlife, additional surveys w

ill take p
lace p

rior to the determ
ination of 

the p
lanning ap

p
lication.

W
hilst the additional surveys m

ay identify that there are p
rotected sp

ecies on-site, 
the develop

m
ent p

rop
osals w

ill p
rovide adequate m

itigation, and w
herever p

ossib
le  

enhancem
ent, to ensure these sp

ecies are p
rotected. 

Th
e lan

d
 w

e are p
ro

p
o

sin
g

 to
 b

u
ild

 h
o

m
es u

p
o

n
 is cu

rren
tly ag

ricu
ltu

ral lan
d

. It is  
accep

ted
 b

y w
ild

life exp
erts th

at su
b

u
rb

an
 g

ard
en

s, b
alan

cin
g

 p
o

n
d

s an
d

 g
reen  

sp
aces on new

 develop
m

ents p
rovide a hom

e to a vastly greater range of w
ildlife and 

flora than any farm
ed field. Therefore the range of b

iodiversity w
ill b

e greatly increased 
by this p

rop
osal.

                     FR
EQ

U
EN

TLY
 A

SK
ED

 TO
PIC

S
                     FR

EQ
U

EN
TLY

 A
SK

ED
 TO

PIC
S



7. FA
C

ILITIES IN
 TH

E LO
C

A
LITY

W
e believe that, if possible, a schem

e like the one w
e are proposing, should help provide 

additional facilities to im
p

rove the range of services that are currently availab
le 

in Banbury and Bodicote. A
ny facility w

ill be able to offer am
enity to new

 and 
existing residents alike, and w

ill m
ake you com

m
unity m

ore self-suffi
cient (“sustainable”).

Throug
h this consultation, p

lease let us know
 your op

inion on w
hat facility w

ould
 b

e 
of m

ost value to your household
 and

 com
m

unity. 

8. JO
B

S A
N

D
 LO

C
A

L ECO
N

O
M

Y
Your Local A

uthority has an enviable record for job creation and enjoys a very low
 level 

of unem
ploym

ent, w
hich at 4%

 is w
ell below

 the N
ational average of som

e 6%
.

It is a com
b

ination of the skilled and w
ell educated p

op
ulation living in your locality, 

along w
ith a high p

rop
ortion of entrep

reneurs and a sup
p

ortive council that has given 
rise to a far higher level of new

 b
usiness start-up

s and job
s in typ

ically the fast grow
ing 

know
ledge, technology and service sectors of our econom

y.

The develop
m

ent of 280 dw
ellings could p

rovide up
 to 800 new

 residents in Banb
ury. 

O
f 

these 
new

 
resid

ents 
470 

are 
exp

ected
 

to 
b

e 
econom

ically 
active. 

These  
econom

ically active resid
ents could

 g
enerate a total gross exp

end
iture of £2.6m

 
annually, a p

rop
ortion of w

hich w
ill b

e sp
ent w

ithin the locality. 

9. A
FFO

RD
A

B
LE H

O
U

SIN
G

The p
rop

osal w
ill include up

 to 30%
 aff

ordab
le hom

es. The hom
es p

rovided w
ill 

b
e “aff

ordab
le” as defined by the G

overnm
ent.  The range is exp

ected to b
e shared  

ow
nership, discounted op

en m
arket and rented hom

es.  The exact m
ix of house sizes 

and tenures w
ill b

e decided by negotiation w
ith your Local A

uthority H
ousing team

.

Typ
ical occup

ants of the “A
ff

ordab
le” hom

es are skilled w
orkers, new

ly m
arried locals, 

teachers, nurses, p
olicem

en or local p
eop

le w
anting to return to the area they grow

 
up

 in for exam
p

le those local ‘children’ returning from
 U

niversity. Providing a range of 
aff

ordab
le hom

es on site ensures that those living in the locality have access to a range 
of housing op

tions.

10. O
PEN

 M
A

RK
ET H

O
U

SIN
G

This w
ill form

 the other 70%
 of the hom

es to b
e b

uilt and typ
ically attracts b

uyers 
w

ith young, or im
m

inent, fam
ilies w

ho norm
ally have a local connection to the area.  

These fam
ilies typ

ically use the schools, shop
s and p

ub
s in the area to a greater extent 

than the older generation and help
 ensure the continued survival of these com

m
unity  

facilities, as w
ell as creating a m

ore b
alanced age p

rofile. 

W
ithout m

ore housing, the children of this p
art of Banb

ury have tended to have to 
m

ove aw
ay to areas w

ith m
ore aff

ordab
le housing, w

hen in p
reference m

any w
ould 

have p
referred to stay far closer to hom

e, friends and fam
ily.

11. PO
TEN

TIA
L RESID

EN
TS

M
any of our p

revious p
ub

lic consultations have raised concerns ab
out the p

otential 
influx of p

eop
le aff

ecting the harm
ony of the existing settlem

ent. 

In our exp
erience the b

iggest p
rop

ortion of new
 residents w

ill b
e p

eop
le w

ho already 
know

 and love this area. They w
ill often have b

een b
rought up

 here, have relatives 
here, w

ork locally or already live here and m
ay b

e m
oving to a m

ore ap
p

rop
riate  

accom
m

odation to m
eet their needs.

                     FR
EQ

U
EN

TLY
 A

SK
ED

 TO
PIC

S
                     FR

EQ
U

EN
TLY

 A
SK

ED
 TO

PIC
S

G
ladm

an consider all correspondence received and our response to the issues raised w
ill be set out in a Statem

ent of 
Com

m
unity Involvem

ent (SCI).  A
s part of a planning application, G

ladm
an subm

it to the Local Planning A
uthority  

a com
plete copy of all correspondence received (including any details such as your nam

e, address and em
ail w

here 
you have provided them

).  This ensures all your com
m

ents are available to the Council during the consideration of an 
 application and show

s w
ho w

e have consulted.  A
s the SCI form

s part of the form
al application docum

ents, the 
Council m

ay publish it online, subject to their ow
n D

ata Protection policies.  Should the application be the subject 
of an appeal, the sam

e inform
ation w

ill be forw
arded to the Planning Inspectorate.  If further consultation is  

carried out as part of the planning process, G
ladm

an m
ay use your details to m

ake you aw
are of this and to ask 

for your view
s, but w

ill not use this inform
ation for any other purpose.





Your Views Banbury
Gladman House 
Alexandria Way 
Congleton 
Cheshire 
CW12 1LB

www.your-views.co.uk/banbury

Please note that all of the information we are providing to you in this  
document and on our Website is in draft form and will be refined and  
updated as part of the entire Consultation exercise. Not only will our  
proposals be shaped by your responses, we also cannot be as  
knowledgeable as local people who have lived and often grown up in  
Banbury, so if we have made errors or omissions in our work to date we  
will be grateful for help in correcting these. 





Land west of White Post Road, Banbury Statement of Community Involvement 
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Leaflet Feedback 

  













1

Alice Weston

From: Scott <joedabadboy@hotmail.com>
Sent: 06 July 2015 19:17
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Mon, 06 Jul 2015 19:17:10 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Looking at the plans, do you have any comments that will help us shape our masterplan?: My 
suggestion for shaping your plan would be to build elsewhere, as usual you are company coming in who 
have no idea about the local area. This is shown by certain points within your consultation plan, first is the 
way you aim to just throw money at problems within your health and education topics and then of course 
take the profit run away and leave locals to suffer. Plus your lack of knowledge with your road suggestion 
and bus ideas, if you knew anything about the area the road is planned to come out in front of the local 
primary and to clear the traffic from White Post Road and the surrounding roads your suggested car park 
would need to be multi storey. Also as the local council are considering the road to be a link road between 
Oxford Road and Bloxham Road the potential traffic is going to be more than you can envisage as roads in 
the Easington area are already rat runs. 
Would you like to suggest any changes to improve the proposals?: Why build another youth games court 
in such a ridiculous place right next to a busy traffic area, Why put a cricket pitch away from the cricket 
club.  
My main complaint about the whole plan is the appalling idea of bringing a road out I front of a local 
school, ridiculous 
Are there any other comments you would like us to consider?: If the building goes ahead, hopefully not 
how are lorries going to get down White Post Road because at present no buses go down the road due to the 
parking and traffics, do remember many ideas have been put forward to solve the traffic issues all failing 
and with the cricket and council banning local users of the school from parking within there grounds.I 
would love to know how building houses in the parish of Bodicote are going to bring in additional facilities 
as you're not building any. Also under affordable housing how dare you insult my intelligence by making 
out that all people buying the housing will all be professional or with degrees, when affordable should be for 
everyone, plus I have three children who are grown up and moving from the area has nothing to do with 
housing for most it's to do with employment as Banbury is consider a reasonbly priced area. 
Prefix:: Mr & Mrs 
Your name: Scott 
Your email: joedabadboy@hotmail.com 
Address: 23 Sycamore Drive, Banbury 
Postcode: OX16 9HF 



2

Alice Weston

From: ridding <peter.ridding@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: 02 July 2015 15:08
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Thu, 02 Jul 2015 15:08:17 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Looking at the plans, do you have any comments that will help us shape our masterplan?: 1. I know 
this area of land very well. Development here is particularly ill-considered. It is a valuable green field open 
space enjoyed by residents for recreation, walks, & dog walking. Building here would ruin the wonderful 
views towards Bloxham. 
2. Any development here would have a significant impact on local wildlife, with the loss of hedgerows & 
fields & agriculture land. 
3. The immediate area may well be unable to cope or accommodate even a small increase in traffic. 
4. Any development would have a detrimental effect on the character of the neighbourhood. 
5. Lack of public transport, Oxfordshire County Council has at this time a consultation program seeking to 
achieve a possible reduction in local bus services.  
6. Under development of brown field sites in the local area. 
7. There is limited capacity for school & G P surgery, with the developers only making an unspecified 
contribution to upgrade already stretched services. The extra cost will therefor fall upon local tax payers. 
8. Most employment opportunities are located, south or east of the proposed development, thus increasing 
the traffic on roads that already are on there maximum flow rate. Ie Oxford Road /Farmfield Road, 
Maximum flow according to Ox County Council. 
 
Prefix:: Mr 
Your name: ridding 
Your email: peter.ridding@hotmail.co.uk 
Address: 88 Grange Road 
Postcode: ox16 9au 



3

Alice Weston

From: Valerie Russell <bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk>
Sent: 01 July 2015 10:06
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Wed, 01 Jul 2015 10:05:37 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Looking at the plans, do you have any comments that will help us shape our masterplan?: 1) The 
internal spine road is shown as coming out directly onto White Post Road. Although designated for local 
traffic only at this stage, there is nothing to stop all traffic from using this as a "rat-run". White Post Road is 
already severely congested at school times and with vehicles coming to the District Council offices. 
2) The area involved is shown as extending right down to Wykham Lane, although we had understood that 
BAN17 did not extend this far down. There must be no housing this close to Wykham Lane, as the 
temptation will be to bring traffic out onto this road, which is a narrow, winding country lane. 
Would you like to suggest any changes to improve the proposals?: 1) We had understood this spine road 
would exit at the mini-roundabout at the top of White Post Road and that remedial measures would be put in 
hand to alleviate traffic congestion. What measures can be put in place to stop non-local traffic from using 
the spine road? 
2) As stated, there must be no housing as far down as Wykham Lane, for the reasons stated above. What is 
actually planned close to Wykham Lne? 
Prefix:: Mrs 
Your name: Valerie Russell 
Your email: bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk 
Address: Bodicote Parish Council 
26 The Rydes 
Bodicote 
Banbury  
Postcode: OX15 4EJ 



4

Alice Weston

From: Vine <svine25@yahoo.co.uk>
Sent: 25 June 2015 20:43
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Thu, 25 Jun 2015 20:43:27 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Looking at the plans, do you have any comments that will help us shape our masterplan?: I am 
concerned about the building of a road adjacent to the front of a primary school ! This would be heavily 
used with people taking short cuts to work and using it as a rat run let alone the most important aspect of the 
safety of the children that walk to school from the surrounding area. Police already have to come over to the 
roundabout now and again to police traffic at school times due to safety of the children and ridiculous 
parking. Surely a road a is not allowed to be built across a public right of way? 
Houses in the middle field is not a good idea knowing how much noise we currently hear from the cricket 
club every weekend in our house let alone in the garden. I think of houses in that field would not be saleable 
once people know. 
 
Would you like to suggest any changes to improve the proposals?: !1) Move the youth games court away 
from the already busy white post road and make the car park bigger by covering that as well. Because it will 
need to be that big. Locate the youth games court by the 3rd field just behind Cricket club by trees. 
2) If there must be a road it needs to be accessible from the entrance near the allotments on Wykam Lane. 
Along side the Public right of way.  
3) Swap houses from middle field to the proposed area for a Cricket pitch away from the noise of the 
Cricket club. Or move the attenuation basin there with more trees for conservation. 
$) We already have a lovely play area why build another one?  
4) Widen Wykam Lane to dual carriage way.  
5) The only way traffic will ever be reduced in this town is for the county council to provide free bus service 
for everyone. With electric buses being used this would be economical and saver for the environment.  
Are there any other comments you would like us to consider?: Personally I would rather see a lovely 
field to look over for horses or sheep, or a field filled with trees for conservation. but if you have to build 
anything in the middle field I would suggest bungalows for the old people as hopefully they will not hear 
the noise so much coming from the cricket club at night. It is really loud when I walked over the field. I said 
then if any houses were built here no one would buy them No brick walls can hide it as I can hear it from 
my house let alone houses right on the next field. Definitely not saleable.  
Already the new development across the oxford road is poorly designed with very limited off road parking. 
4 bed houses having space for one car plus garage is not adequate for that size house. Terraced houses have 
no front gardens and no parking area so when the estate is fully built the parking and congestion will be like 
west street in Grimsbury area of Banbury. A nightmare... just ask the taxi drivers in town. Similar problem 
in white post road only difference is it is around school time and not all night as well.  
Prefix:: Mrs 
Your name: Vine 
Your email: svine25@yahoo.co.uk 
Address: 10 
Postcode: OX16 9EZ 
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Alice Weston

From: Janice Rea <Janiceread21@yahoo.co.uk>
Sent: 25 June 2015 14:50
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Thu, 25 Jun 2015 14:49:48 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Looking at the plans, do you have any comments that will help us shape our masterplan?: There are 
enough affordable houses going up without the need for any more 
Why do we need another cricket pitch when there are already two nearby? 
The saltway footpath is fine as it is, please leave it alone. It shouldn't be crossed again by a new road. 
Drop off car park facilityfor the local school? You wouldn't be able to make one big enough 
The school is over subscribed already, where will all the new children go....not within walking distance, 
leading to yet more congestion through Easington. 
How can you think access for approx 560 cars can be provided so close to a primary school. From the plans 
it looks like it's off Sycamore Drive which is equally as bad 
Would you like to suggest any changes to improve the proposals?: Halve the number of houses  
Access from Bloxham road only..no way can Easington/Timms estate, already a rat run, sustain this amount 
of traffic 
 
Are there any other comments you would like us to consider?: You state that ' whilst there will be some 
additional traffic generated from proposed development, the harm will be offset by local footpath and cycle 
network to encourage more people to travel more sustainably.' What a pile of crap. 
People these days have an average of two cars per household. The majority of people on this estate will be 
young professionals who will need their cars to travel to the other side of town where most of our industry 
is, or to take their children to school as they can't get into local one. The impact of traffic around Timms 
estate will be detrimental to the lives of the predominately older generation that live here. 
Prefix:: Mrs 
Your name: Janice Rea 
Your email: Janiceread21@yahoo.co.uk 
Address: 48 Grange Road, Banbury, Oxon,  
Postcode: OX169AU 
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Alice Weston

From: Richard Swinford <swinfordsrppm@btinternet.com>
Sent: 25 June 2015 13:52
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Thu, 25 Jun 2015 13:52:15 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Are there any other comments you would like us to consider?: Sorry to trouble you again, but where will 
the proposed access for construction traffic be during the building of your development. This is also very 
relevant to my previous comments regarding school parking at present. 
Prefix:: Mr 
Your name: Richard Swinford 
Your email: swinfordsrppm@btinternet.com 
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Alice Weston

From: Richard Swinford <swinfordsrppm@btinternet.com>
Sent: 25 June 2015 13:46
To: YourViews; test@pearsontreehouse.co.uk
Subject: Comments - Banbury

Banbury 
Form Name: Banbury 
Date of Submission: Thu, 25 Jun 2015 13:46:19 +0100 
Your server: www.your-views.co.uk 
URL of page containing form: http://www.your-views.co.uk/banbury-comment/ 

Looking at the plans, do you have any comments that will help us shape our masterplan?: Thank you 
for sending the information and giving the opportunity for constructive feedback.You may be aware of the 
amount of parking that occurs along White Post Road and into Sycamore Road at School start and finish 
times (Bishop Loveday). Due to proposed vehicle access to development are there proposals to put traffic 
management measures into place ( e.g. double yellow lines) to help ensure the safety and well - being of 
children and adults. Is the proposed car park large enough to take a good proportion of the present parked 
school traffic that presently exists. 
You mention up to 30% of the housing will be ' affordable', is this 'Social Housing' and will the landlord be 
a local Housing Association. 
Are there any other comments you would like us to consider?: Is the 'Attenuation' basin a type of lake, if 
so what safety measures will be made to ensure safety for children and adults. 
The 'space' for a new cricket pitch, will this be for public use or have been purchased and maintained by a 
local cricket club. If Banbury CC is to be owner / user of this area, would it be more convenient for it to be 
next to the present club ground. 
What date is planning permission be sought from Cherwell District Council and then will the public be able 
to have input into this process. 
Prefix:: Mr 
Your name: Richard Swinford 
Your email: swinfordsrppm@btinternet.com 
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Alice Weston

From: Andy Green
Sent: 08 July 2015 13:32
To: Alice Weston
Subject: FW: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development

 
 

From: Val Russell [mailto:bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk]  
Sent: 01 July 2015 10:08 
To: Andy Green 
Cc: Susan Steel; Ron Glynn; Pat Cowan; Nigel Buttler; Margaret Christer; Keith Humphries; Joyce Washburn; Jim 
Blencowe; Jeremy Sacha; Ray Phipps; 'christineheath42'; Lynda Thirzie Smart; Fatemian, Arash 
Subject: Re: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development 

 
We are submitting the following comments/objections:- 
  
1)  The internal spine road is shown as coming out directly onto White Post Road.  Although designated for local 
traffic only at this stage, there is nothing to stop all traffic from using this as a "rat-run".  White Post Road is already 
severely congested at school times and with vehicles coming to the District Council offices. 
We had understood this spine road would exit at the mini-roundabout at the top of White Post Road and that remedial 
measures would be put in hand to alleviate traffic congestion.  What measures can be put in place to stop non-local 
traffic from using the spine road? 
 
2)  The area involved is shown as extending right down to Wykham Lane, although we had understood that BAN17 
did not extend this far down.  There must be no housing this close to Wykham Lane, as the temptation will be to bring 
traffic out onto this road, which is a narrow, winding country lane.  What is actually planned close to Wykham Lane? 
 
Regards 
Valerie Russell 
Clerk to Bodicote Parish Council  
  

----- Original Message -----  
From: Andy Green  
To: 'Val Russell'  
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 1:27 PM 
Subject: RE: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development 
 
Dear Val 
 
Since circulating the leaflet we have received a number of comments from Parish Council members and wanted to 
provide you with a single response to some of the matters raised, as follows: 
 

1.       Consultation Closing date – There is no final date but obviously we encourage comments to be made 
sooner rather than later. In is our intention to submit the application next month but that does not prevent 
comments being received and us making changes to the proposals at any in the same way as comments 
made to Cherwell Council as part of the normal planning application consultation process (that will 
commence once the application has been submitted). As the leaflet confirms we will respond to those 
comments received prior to the application submission within a Statement of Community Involvement.  

 
2.       Orange Stars on the plan – these represent the location of listed buildings that will be considered within a 

heritage report with the application documents. 
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3.       White Post Road in Bodicote – The development is part of the Banbury 17 allocation, hence the 
development is identified as an extension of Banbury in planning terms albeit it is acknowledge that it is 
close to Bodicote and located with the Bodicote Parish boundary.  

 
4.       Position of the car park and ball court – Whilst we will be submitting an outline application with just the 

access submitted for approval, we are showing on the illustrative layouts where the car parking and ball 
court is located but these are not yet fixed and we will happily consider suggestions for these to be located 
in a slightly different location and any reasons for this. We had located the ball court in a location that we 
were advised was preferred by the Parish Council but would happily review this if this is not the case. 
 

5.       Allotments – As we have shown the application boundary will not include the allotments on Wykham Lane 
and these will not be affected by our proposals. 

 
We have had a few comments stating the website does not work ‐ It does work (click on link below) 
http://www.your‐views.co.uk/banbury/ ‐ however, if you type to address in to the google search box it will not 
bring up the website up. The address has to be typed in to the internet address box at the top of the page. 
 
Regards 
 
Andrew Green 
 
 

From: Val Russell [mailto:bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk]  
Sent: 24 June 2015 09:00 
To: Andy Green 
Subject: Re: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development 

 
Another point which Councillors have raised, is that the final field to the east of White Post Road is BODICOTE, as is 
White Post Road itself.  This should be acknowledged in all your paperwork. 
Regards 
Valerie Russell 
Clerk to Bodicote Parish Council  
  
----- Original Message -----  
From: Andy Green  
To: 'bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk'  
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 9:45 AM 
Subject: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development 
 

 

Dear Mrs Russell, 

Please find attached a letter regarding our proposed development at White Post Road, Banbury and our Public Consultat
leaflet to be distributed to residents shortly. 

Our project Website is now live 
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http://www.your‐views.co.uk/banbury/ 

Regards 

Andrew Green   

Andy Green ‐ Project Manager | a.green@gladman.co.uk | DDI: 01260 288 820 | www.gladman.co.uk 

  

 
 

No virus found in this message. 
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com 
Version: 2012.0.2250 / Virus Database: 4365/9573 - Release Date: 06/22/15 

No virus found in this message. 
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com 
Version: 2012.0.2250 / Virus Database: 4365/9619 - Release Date: 06/29/15 
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Alice Weston

From: Andy Green
Sent: 08 July 2015 13:33
To: Alice Weston
Subject: FW: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development

 
 

From: Val Russell [mailto:bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk]  
Sent: 23 June 2015 14:51 
To: Andy Green 
Cc: Susan Steel; Ron Glynn; Pat Cowan; Nigel Buttler; Margaret Christer; Keith Humphries; Joyce Washburn; Jim 
Blencowe; Jeremy Sacha; Ray Phipps; Fatemian, Arash; Lynda Thirzie Smart; 'christineheath42' 
Subject: Re: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development 

 
Thank you for this.   
I have a couple of questions:- 
When does the consultation close? 
What are the orange stars on the plan representing? 
Regards 
Valerie Russell 
Clerk to Bodicote Parish Council  
  
----- Original Message -----  
From: Andy Green  
To: 'bodicotepc@tiscali.co.uk'  
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2015 9:45 AM 
Subject: White Post Road, Banbury Residential Development 
 

 

Dear Mrs Russell, 

Please find attached a letter regarding our proposed development at White Post Road, Banbury and our Public Consultati
leaflet to be distributed to residents shortly. 

Our project Website is now live 

http://www.your‐views.co.uk/banbury/ 

Regards 

Andrew Green   

Andy Green ‐ Project Manager | a.green@gladman.co.uk | DDI: 01260 288 820 | www.gladman.co.uk 
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Ward Councillor Correspondence 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 













Land west of White Post Road, Banbury Statement of Community Involvement 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix H 

Consultation Boards 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 






















