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From: Andrew Langley   
Sent: 02 December 2020 14:45 
To: Malcolm, Suzanne; Benjamin Clayton  
Subject: RE: HIF 
 
Hi Suzanne,  
 
Thank you for your questions. I have discussed this with colleagues 
responsible for HIF and they have provided their view below which I 
hope you find useful.  
 
We can confirm that Housing Infrastructure Fund for the Didcot 
scheme will be withdrawn unless there is an adopted local plan in 
place.  Although in theory alternative sites involving a similar level of 
housing output with a clear link to the infrastructure and which can 
be delivered within the Housing Infrastructure Fund timetable might 
be found, in practice this is not achievable. 
 
Thanks 
 
Andrew Langley  
Plan Delivery Team Leader 
Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government  
Third Floor, Fry Building, 2 Marsham Street, London SW1P 4DF 
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South Oxfordshire District Council, 135 Eastern Avenue, Milton Park, Abingdon, Oxfordshire 
OX14 4SB www.southoxon.gov.uk  
 
  

  

 

 

 
 

Rt Hon Christopher Pincher MP 
Minister of State for Housing 
Ministry of Housing, Communities and 
Local Government 
2 Marsham Street  
London 
SW1P 4DF 
  

 

Councillor Sue Cooper 
Leader of the Council 

  
Sue.Cooper@southoxon.gov.uk 

 

Tel: 01235 422693 
135 Eastern Avenue 

Milton Park 
Oxon 

OX14 4SB  
 

 

 

 
 
3 December 2020 
 
 
Dear Mr Pincher, 
  
Thank you for your letter of 2 December 2020, the contents of which I note.  I am 
grateful for your recognition of the hard work that the Council has put into this 
process under the Direction from the Secretary of State. 
  
You asked me to set out the Council’s intended next steps.  I can confirm that the 
officer report, along with the Inspector’s report has now been published 
http://democratic.southoxon.gov.uk/documents/g2733/Public%20reports%20pack%2
0Tuesday%2008-Dec-2020%2018.00%20Cabinet.pdf?T=10 
  
The report will be considered by Council’s Scrutiny Committee on Monday 7 
December.  Following that, the Cabinet will consider the report at its meeting on 
Tuesday 8 December and make a recommendation to Council which meets on 
Thursday 10 December. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 

Councillor Sue Cooper 
Leader of the Council 
 
 
 

Page 4

Agenda Item 6

http://www.southoxon.gov.uk/
http://democratic.southoxon.gov.uk/documents/g2733/Public%20reports%20pack%20Tuesday%2008-Dec-2020%2018.00%20Cabinet.pdf?T=10
http://democratic.southoxon.gov.uk/documents/g2733/Public%20reports%20pack%20Tuesday%2008-Dec-2020%2018.00%20Cabinet.pdf?T=10


East
Hagbourne
Parish
CounciN East Hagbourne Parish Council

Laura Lloyd, Parish Clerk

12a The Croft, East Hagbourne, Didcot,
Oxfordshire, OX11 gLS

easthaqbou rneparishcou ncil@qmai l. com

Mark Stone, Chief Executive Officer
Cllr. Sue Cooper, Leader
South Oxfordshire District Council
135 Eastern Avenue
Milton Park
Milton
Abingdon
Oxfordshire
OX14 4SB

2 December 2020
Dear Mr Stone and Cllr. Cooper,

RE: South Oxfordshire Local Plan 2034

East Hagbourne Parish Council is very pleased to note the recommendation in the Public Reports
pack to adopt the Local Plan. We are impressed by the large number of very salient points raised in

support of this decision and look forward to having a solid defence against speculative development.

The process of how we got to this point has been controversial and not to everybody's liking but now
we have got there we will be able to work with all members of the South Oxfordshire Community on
planning matters without having to spend our energy and time fighting speculative applications.

We look forward to helping SODC with many of its futuristic policies in the Corporate Plan to ensure a
healthy and sustainable environment for future generations.

Yours sincerely,

Laura Lloyd

Clerk to East Hagbourne Parish Council

CC: Cllr. Anne-Marie Simpson, Cllr. Jane Murphy
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Ann Henman 
 

 

 

To SODC Councillors                       Re: SODC Local PLan 2011-2034 

Dear Councillor, 

    Along with many others, I am appalled at the Inspector’s final report on the SODC Local 
Plan. I watched the hearing, was completely impressed with what was said about the in-
feasibility of the plan, could see that the people who spoke came from a wide spectrum of 
backgrounds, and felt it was completely evident that the plan did not follow the rules set 
out for such a plan to be authentic.  Inspector Bore’s response to what was presented is a 
travesty of responsible decision making based on written guidelines. 

Please continue to vote against the plan.  I, and many others will be with you, and will be 
willing to do whatever we can to stop the plan going forward.  I spoke against the plan at 
SODC meetings a year ago and would be willing to speak again if you, or anyone else, 
thought I had anything to add or say.   

My main arguments are:    

1) The City of Oxford needs to create housing inside its city limits in order to be viable now 
and in the years ahead.  As of this year (and Covid), political and business leaders are 
saying City Centres can and must survive, but not as they have been; shops will be less, 
places for people to live and services for these people need to be brought in.  Oxford City 
can and should be vibrant with life based on a full spectrum of age and economics, rather 
than on the limited spectrum of tourism, shopping, and student housing. 

2) The figures used for the exceptional need to the take land out of the Green Belt in order 
to meet Oxford City’s unmet housing need were not factual. There is space within city 
boundaries to meet the City’s needs. City housing must include social and truly affordable 
housing to meet the needs of a wide range of people, including key workers, people just 
starting out with their own housing, people down-sizing, as well as those with special 
needs. Vibrant cities need diverse populations drawn from all ages and backgrounds.   

3) The government has said it wants to reduce emissions, plant trees, produce greener 
housing.  Building executive homes and the accompanying roadways on land taken out of 
the Green Belt does not go along with these objectives.  Flooding is and will be a big is-
sue.  Concreting more and more land flies in the face of common sense.   

4) It is time for the people of Oxford, and beyond, to call things for what they are:  the 
SODC local plan for 2011-2034 is a plan devised by what is essentially a property lobby 
(land owners, property developers, and investors who are out to make a short-term finan-
cial profit at the expense of giving away the future. Sadly, Oxford Colleges and many of 
our pension funds are included in this amalgamation. .  All of us must re-look at our 
choices and look at the ramifications these choices produce. An excellent book on this is 
The Property Lobby: The Hidden Reality Behind The Housing Crisis by Bob Colenutt. 

5) “Build build build” is not going to produce the future the people of the UK, and Oxford in 
particular, deserve.  It is time to look at what is being allowed to happen and to say that 
“the emperor has no clothes”.  People know what needs to be done but are being silenced 
by those organised and given authority by a system which sees financial greed as the bot-
tom line for success. 

Please do not give in.  We are with you.    Ann Henman     
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From: Cushla Cooper  
Sent: 04 December 2020 11:04 
To: Cooper, Sue <  
Subject: Sandhills Greenbelt  
Dear Councillor Cooper 
As you may be aware, there is great opposition to the proposed development on the greenbelt land 
in Sandhills (Strat 13), and an impending “rat-run” this would create through our garden estate. The 
development of extortionately priced houses on the small bit of green space we have available to us 
is not welcomed by the community, the wildlife nor the children that thrive on having such space so 
close by. The rat-run of a road that is proposed to come through Sandhills is absolutely terrifying. 
Our roads barely handle the local traffic – there is currently one way in and one way out. A through 
road in Sandhills would jeopardise the footfall around here. Children walking to the school, riding 
their bikes safely around, would all be at risk. It seems this plan is in complete opposition to the 
Liveable Streets initiative of the County Council – they are putting bollards up in places to make 
Liveable streets for communities like ours, yet here we are with the threat of having our own 
liveable street taken away. Just recently, there was a traffic incident outside the local school where a 
child was hit – an unliveable street would only increase to such incidents. 
These strange times of 2020 have proven we need accessible green spaces (that we don’t have to 
drive to) for both physical and mental health. A Quote from the Mental Health First Aid guide 

"People who are born & live in urban environments appear to be more likely to develop 

schizophrenia than people who live in the country" People without access to outdoor 

spaces in this time are proving to suffer greatly mentally 

https://www.health.org.uk/news-and-comment/blogs/emerging-evidence-on-covid-19s-

impact-on-mental-health-and-health 

We all feel so frustrated to be continually fighting for this need – against what appears 

to be a done deal. We haven’t seen nor heard from any of the councillors, and we 

seriously doubt the inspector even bothered to visit the place and speak to people. We 

feel a bit abandoned but we are really hoping, the Councillors we elected will listen to us, 

understand our plight and help fight our corner. 

Kind regards 

Cushla 
Mrs Cushla Cooper MSc RN 
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From: David Adams  
Sent: 06 December 2020 22:17 
To: Barker, Pieter-Paul ; Bretherton, David 

; Cooper, Sue ; Filipova-
Rivers, Maggie ; Gray, Sarah 

Gregory, Kate  Haval, Victoria 
; Kantor, Alexandrine >; 

Levy, George ; Rawlins, Leigh 
>; Rouane, David >; Simpson, 

Anne-Marie ; Turner, David 
; Bennett, Robin >; Casey-

Rerhaye, Sam < >; Dragonetti, Peter 
; Powell, Andrea < >; Robb, 

Jo >; Roberts, Sue < >; Arlett, Ken 
; Gawrysiak, Stefan < ; Hinton, 

Kellie >; Khan, Mocky >; 
MacDonald, Axel ; Wilson, Celia 

 Gillespie, Elizabeth  
Cc: Bev Field  
Subject: Impending Vote on SODC Local Plan 2035  
  
Dear Councillor 

You have been put in an invidious position by the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and 
Local Government with the impending vote you must consider later this week: whether to approve 
or reject SODC’s LP2035 recently passed by Inspector Bore.  I hope that you stand by your Election 
campaigning position of May 2019 to endorse the local democratic view that this plan, as it stands, 
should not be supported. The consequences of rejecting LP2035 are not insignificant, however just 
proceeding to the wishes of the Secretary of State will have everlasting detrimental effects on the 
local communities, the local environment and the biodiversity of the area. 

As you are well aware, the implementation of the Plan will destroy most of the Green Belt that 
surrounds Oxford with 6 out of 7 of the “strategic sites” residing within the Green Belt. We are 
particularly concerned with STRAT13 – Land North of Bayswater Brook, a site which has previously 
been rejected due to its poor access to Oxford, its propensity to flood and the potential damage to 
the SSSI at Sydlings Copse, a nationally recognised nature reserve – any development close to this 
site will undoubtedly cause irreversible and irreparable damage. 

For the residents of Sandhills, the land proposed for development at Bayswater Farm Field (BFF) 
which is included in the STRAT13 allocation, will remove the only local Green Space. Access to the 
countryside and fields at Bayswater Farm with a number of very well used footpaths and bridleway 
is important for local residents for both their physical and mental health and has been very valuable 
for their wellbeing during lockdown. 

Proposed access to the BFF site through existing roads on Sandhills has already been rejected by 
Highways/Oxford County Council due to their unsuitability – narrowness, 1930’s construction. Traffic 
is already a problem on Sandhills at school time, only last week a child was injured outside school. 
Additional traffic caused by the development will only exacerbate this and cause further congestion. 
Yet, the Inspector has approved the Plan as being sound despite these detailed issues suggesting 
otherwise, and SODC Councillors are prevented from modifying the Plan accordingly – so much for 
local democracy. 
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Both the Greens and Lib Dems campaigned in May 2019 to oppose the emerging LP2034 as it took 
little account and consideration of local communities. Please “stick to your guns” and reject the 
Local Plan this week. 

Kind regards 

  
David Adams 
Parish Councillor - Sandhills 
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From: Ann Henman  
Sent: 06 December 2020 14:13 
To: Cooper, Sue  
Subject: SODC Local Plan  

Geoffrey Henman 
 

 
 
Dear Councillor,  
 
In 2018, SODC under Tory control presented to the public three meetings about the Local Plan, to comply 
with statutory consultation requirements. Apart from one member of the public, no one from the floor 
spoke in favour of the Local Plan proposals, specifically the total number of houses to be built. Cllr Jane 
Murphy, the then Chair of SODC, was extremely discourteous to the public speakers and spent much of 
the time whispering and giggling to her neighbours. After the third meeting the Cabinet passed 
unanimously the motion to proceed with submitting the Local Plan for inspection . With local democracy 
being so obviously ignored in all these proceedings, it is little wonder that the opposition are now in 
control of SODC. I would like to point out that the Lib-Dems who now form the majority in SODC ran for 
office on a campaign to revise the housing figures in the Local Plan, and to reduce the threat to the Green 
Belt. 
 
My wife and I followed the Inspector's consultation on the Local Plan. The Inspector appeared to listen 
without bias to all of the presentations, but took no notice whatsoever of the public's concerns over 
green belt development, and passed the proposals in full, including that to build 1100 houses on Land 
North of Bayswater Brook (LNBB, STRAT13). This proposal was put into the Local Plan at the last minute 
by the previous SODC. It wasn't necessary, because other land already in the Local Plan provided for more 
than enough space for the proposed housing figures. 
 
LNBB/STRAT13 is only marginally viable commercially. New access roads would have to be built, and 
congestion on the already crowded local routes into Oxford could only be avoided by building an 
expensive link road to the A40 on the London side of the Headington roundabout (itself raising the risk of 
rat-runs through the LNBB development, by-passing that roundabout). The proposed LNBB development 
is not of a sufficient size to support public transport. All of these drawbacks appear to have been 
recognised by the Inspector who finally concluded that active transport (walking and cycling to work) 
would be the solution for all LNBB residents, obviating any need for any link road or congestion-reducing 
measures in the area. Following up this idea, the Inspector asked OCC if a bridge for pedestrians and 
cyclists will be built over the A40 ring road (the northern bypass) and was told that there were no plans 
to build one. Therefore, in spite of the fact that there will be no direct, safe cycling or walking access to 
Oxford City by the residents of LNBB, the Inspector approved the plans. The idea that all residents in any 
development on LNBB will completely forego the use of cars is, frankly, unbelievable, a fact that even the 
Inspector might have guessed.  
 
Oxford City Council's projections for housing need are based on the out-of-date 2014 SHMA assessment, 
and should be reappraised in light of newer ONS projections of the increase in the UK population in 
future. The fall-out of Brexit will almost certainly mean that fewer Europeans will seek their future in the 
UK (more than half of the projected increase in the UK population is due to immigration). The Covid 
pandemic has accelerated the change to on-line purchases. Shops in Oxford are already going out of 
business, leaving many empty shops that could be re-purposed as accommodation for City residents (and 
much closer to their places of work).  
 
The Government has two key agenda items; one is to Build, Build, Build and the other is to become more 
protective of our natural environment, heading for a greener, zero carbon economy before 2050 at the 
latest (for example the 25-year environment plan and the more recent 10-point plan). They cannot have 
it both ways and the choices that are made now will affect whether or not we avoid irreversible climate 
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change. LNBB will not enhance Oxford’s needs. In fact it will be quicker from there to drive to High 
Wycombe than to get into Oxford at busy times. Developing LNBB will only make congestion worse in 
Barton and the Green Road Roundabout. 
I again ask SODC councillors to reject the motion to pass the Local Plan and to call upon Government to 
think again about over-inflated housing targets and the destruction of green belt land. 
 
Voters will not forget that if the Local Plan goes through now their votes for the Liberal Democratic and 
Green Parties were wasted during the last local elections. Can any newly elected Lib-Dem or Green 
Councillor tell us how the Local Plan to be voted on by Council on Tuesday is in any way different from 
the one that the previous Conservative administration would have produced? 
 
Yours sincerely, Geoffrey Henman  
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Ms Geraldine DM Brown                                                                                                  
        

        

5 November 2020 
 
Dear Councillor, 
STRAIT13 – Land North of Bayswater Brook: Question 16 
I am writing with reference to current proposals to develop  the Bayswater 
Farm Field. 
Along with most of the other residents in the vicinity of the proposed 
development,  I have been living in Sandhills for several decades, peacefully 
appreciating the beautiful rural landscape, free from noise,  disruption,  traffic 
and disruption.  
I am now therefore writing to oppose the planned development, due to the 
following reasons: 

1. Sandhills was in fact Oxford’s first Garden Estate and was carefully 

designed with it’s tree lined avenues leading to the rural landscape of 

the Bayswater Farm Field.  All occupants within the vicinity have 

enjoyed,  cherished and appreciated the local landscape for many years 

and the proposed development would destroy this. 

  

2. Local residents,  myself included have always being able to walk freely 

along the bridle paths and in the surrounding fields. This has especially 

been utilised and appreciated since the outbreak of the coronavirus 

pandemic where this outside space was an essential lifeline and escape 

from the enforced lockdown.  

 

3. On countless occasions,  I have taken visitors both young and old on 

beautiful walks in the local vicinity and the proposed development will 

no longer allow this. 

4. As my job of a busy and often stressful nurse and key worker means that 

it is sometimes necessary for me to work either locally or in central 

London,  it has always been particularly significant for me to have the 

field nearby for walks in order to enhance both my mental and physical 

well being. This is especially the case after a stressful day in hospital on 

the wards or in the operating theatres where I work as an anaesthetic 

nurse.  
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5. The proposed development is  unsound, illegal and blatantly acts against 

the provisions contained in the National Policy Planning Framework, 

specifically in respect of 8b which relates to ‘social objective ' and 8c 

which relates to ‘ environmental objective,’  With reference to both 8b 

and 8c,  the development is in breach of the guidelines and falls short of 

complying with the policy framework.  

 

Furthermore, it is evident that this development will hinder public rights of 
way,  and access rather than enhance them. I am also extremely concerned 
about the environmental impact of the development due to the noise, dirt, 
dust and fumes which will inevitably be present with any construction project.  
As previously mentioned,  I have lived in the Sandhills locality for numerous 
decades and moved there with the intention of remaining there throughout 
my retirement in a safe, calm and tranquil environment.  I believe the 
proposed development is completely inappropriate for it’s location and will 
have a disastrously negative impact on the physical and mental well-being and 
space of the Sandhills residents who have built a warm,  safe and  friendly 
community over many years. We truly cherish the social and cultural well being 
which we gain from living in the community and believe this would be broken 
and destroyed by the Bayswater Farm Field plans.  
I look forward to hearing from you with confirmation that the proposed 
development to build on the Bayswater Farm Field will not be taking place.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
Ms Geraldine Brown  
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On 5th of this month I sent the message below, along with the two attachments to all 

SODC Councillors.  I would be grateful if you could add both the email and the 

attachments to the Council meeting papers as an appendix. 

Thank you for your co-operation. 

 

Kind regards 

 

Margaret O’Shea 

From: Margaret O'Shea [   
Sent: 05 December 2020 15:21 
To:  SODC Councillors 
Subject: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Information Prior to Vote 

 

Dear Councillor 

 

Please read the attachments as they form a part of my message, and it is important 

for those who are not local to be able view the areas referred to. 

 

You will soon be asked to vote on the SODC Local Plan 2035 - which if approved will 

destroy six sites situated in the Oxford Green Belt – a situation forced on you by the 

Conservative  Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and Local Government 

Robert Jenrick proving the Conservative Manifesto promise protect the Green Belt to 

be false: 

 

The Conservative Party’s’ Election Manifesto 2019 says “We will protect and 

enhance the Green Belt. We will improve poor quality land, increase biodiversity, and 

make our beautiful countryside more accessible for local community use. In order to 

safeguard our green spaces we will continue to prioritise brownfield development 

particularly for the regeneration of our cities and towns”. 

 

Strat 13 Land North of Bayswater Brook (LnBB) is a greenbelt site that was 

previously constantly rejected due to traffic/access problems, flooding and a 

serious threat to a fragile, nationally important SSSI and 5 Listed buildings. 

Once the whole site came under the ownership of Christ Church (December 

2018) it was included in the SODC Local Plan and is now (according to the 

Inspector) the “third most sustainable site” despite the same issues 

remaining. Inspector Bore accepted a flawed plan cobbled together by 

Pegasus in their Statement of Soundness and has listened to no-one about the 

problems.  
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Unresolved Issues  

 

1.  Transport/Cycling Problems 

During the Inspectors Hearing on July 31st he openly scoffed at the idea of cycling. 

However he then looked frustrated and irritated at the proposed traffic and access 

plans and then reverted to a low car plan which would involve the cycling option he 

was so against. There are problems with the plans for access via cars, buses, 

cyclists and walkers –  

Please see attachment that I sent in to the Inspector with my comments on the Main 

Modifications. 

 

2. SSSI Sydlings Copse and College Pond is nationally important and is fragile. 

Paragraph 175 of the National Planning Framework guides that local planning 

authorities should apply the following principles: 

 

b.  development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest 

(SSSI), and which is likely to have an adverse effect on it (either individually or in 

combination with other developments) should not normally be permitted. The only 

exception is where the benefits of the development in the location proposed clearly 

outweigh its likely impact on the features of the site that make it of special scientific 

interest, and any broader impacts on the national network of sites of special scientific 

interest. 

 

The planner’s statement (below),  implying that the development would not 

increase footfall/ harm to the SSSI is misleading as it is based on a time when 

only a maximum of 180 of the eventual 885 homes had been built at Barton 

Park.  

 

4.6.7 “on 20 May 2020 the SODC ecological officer stated that “recreational impact 

was not a huge problem at the moment” via the eastern PROW; which therefore 

suggests that the relatively limited green space provision (and other limited 

mitigation measures) implemented as part of the Barton Park 885 dwelling 

development have been successful in alleviating previously perceived recreational 

impacts on the SSSI.”  

 

The suggestion that a further 705 properties at Barton Park plus another 1100 on 

their own development (which is closer to the SSSI) will not have a serious impact on 

the SSSI is ridiculous. PROW 123/7/20 goes directly through the proposed 

development site and close to the main entrance of the SSSI. As a 76 year old I can 

walk the full length of the PROW route from the Bayswater Brook to the SSSI in 22 

minutes so it would be an easy walk for residents of this site further north. A short 

ecological assessment commissioned by SODC was based on a single site visit in 

February and personal opinion but failed to meet the requirements of planning 

legislation (legal compliance with the Strategic Environmental Assessment 
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Regulations). In addition there appears to have been no assessment or report from 

Thames Valley Environmental Records of the environmental impact on the whole 

site. It is known that LnBB is an area of environmental diversity, rich in birds, 

butterflies and other animals that rely on this land for their homes and importantly to 

hunt and forage. A development on this scale (including creation of NEW parkland 

as well as housing) would displace them – probably forever. 

 

3. Wick Farm Listed Buildings 

Appendix 3  Historic England Reg. 19 Response  

Historic England expressed serious concern regarding the Protection of the 

Listed buildings as required by the NPPF and said, “our concern about the 

impact of the development of this site is likely to be overcome only by the 

deletion of this site as an allocation”, p. 281/446). They had noted that the 

concept plan showed green infrastructure around Wick Farm (p. 

279/446).  HOWEVER something that they may not have noticed is that Pegasus 

plan the main bus route for the development to run via Barton Village Road and 

“Wick Farm Park” see Plan TTP6 (p. 63/446) and  (p.40/446) which would potentially 

mean two bus routes running directly past the Listed Buildings at Wick. (If you look at 

the first attachment you will see that this was highlighted to the Inspector). 

 

4. Use of Local GP services at Barton 

Unfounded Claim:  This surgery has been already been upgraded to cope with 

Barton Park and cannot accommodate further expansion (source Councillor Mike 

Rowley) 

 

5. Extensive Existing Flooding Not Acknowledged. 

People living immediately south of the Bayswater Brook (some on the same level as 

the brook (and with no doorsteps) already have concern over the amount of 

REGULAR flooding on both sides the brook. The Calibro Flood Risk Position 

Statement makes no mention of existing extensive flooding that takes place regularly 

on the Bayswater Road to the east of the site nor around Wick Farm and Barton 

Village Road. Please see second attachment showing flooding on 4th October. I have 

recently tried to bring this to the attention of the County Council but as yet have not 

received a response. 

 

The Strat 13. LnBB site should never have been included in the plan in the first place 

– removing it would still have meant that SODC could meet housing numbers. 

Robert Jenrick should not have interfered in a democratically elected council’s right 

to manage their own affairs and the Local Plan should not be voted through. 

 

No Councillor of any political affiliation should be having to approve a badly formed 

plan that would unnecessarily destroy valuable greenbelt land that is home to a 

fragile SSSI, Listed Buildings and wildlife and cause increased traffic problems and 

flooding – thus causing more problems than it would solve. 
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On 10th of this month please do not let this happen. 

 

Kind regards 

 

 

Margaret O’Shea 
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Briefing Paper by Margaret O’Shea – Please Read & View Photos 
 

Main Modifications to SODC Local Plan 2035 
 

STRAT13,  Land North of Bayswater Brook (LNBB) 
Needs To Be Removed Because Of Chronic Traffic And Flooding Problems. 

 
Councillors and planners, who are not familiar with LNBB, need to see what is involved in 
solving major transport problems at this site. The assessments submitted by Pegasus on 
behalf of Christ Church and Dorchester are misleading and at times factually incorrect.  The 
consultant makes it look like there are easy solutions to access, but the reality is that this 
isn’t the case. 
 
Please read the following comments and look at the photographs which illustrate the traffic  
issues between the Barton area, Headington and routes into the City as well as flooding 
problems. 
 
Potential for Buses 
 
In its Hearing Statement to the Inspector Pegasus highlights the potential to extend to LNBB 
a bus route linking Barton to the city and other employment hubs (see para 5.14, pdf pages 
39-40 of the hearing statement). Pegasus also state that journey times will be within the 
national guideline of 40 minutes. They base their claims on the bus timetable between 
Barton and the city: the journey time between Stowford Road and Westgate in the city centre 
is normally 34 minutes off-peak and 37 minutes in weekday peak periods, but is currently 
indicated to be 28 minutes due to lighter than normal traffic conditions.(para 5.8 hearing 
statement). 
 
This is misleading because those timings are only possible when roads are clear and there 
are relatively few passengers. The Barton-Oxford route has huge numbers of passengers 
year round, including shoppers, workers, school children, students (including many from 
language schools) and tourists. 
 
Barton buses rarely run to the timetable because of traffic congestion. It has sometimes 
taken me at least an hour and a half to get home from the centre of Oxford when I started to 
queue just after 5 pm – because of a long wait in the queue followed by stops to pickup lots 
of people en route. The delays are notorious causing locals to joke about how you wait for a 
long time and then three buses come along together. 
 
Green Road Roundabout isn’t the main problem - it is traffic congestion between the 
roundabout and Oxford City. This route is over capacity and cannot cope with more buses. 
Furthermore recent experience shows that it will be challenging to find a bus company willing 
to run a service from LNBB to the city on a strictly commercial basis. 
 
Bus Congestion Barton To Oxford 
 
Once past the roundabout the two Barton bus companies have to share the route into Oxford 
with lots of other services including: 
8 Oxford Bus Company Barton to Oxford 
8 Stagecoach Barton to Oxford 
9 Stagecoach Risinghurst to Oxford 
275 High Wycombe to Oxford 
280 Aylesbury to Oxford 
400 Thornhill Park and Ride 
Oxford to London Tube 
U1 Oxford Brookes 
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800 (Thornhill PR to JR) as far as Osler Road, Headington) 
900 (Thornhill PR to Churchill Hospital) as far as Headington traffic lights) 
10 (from Cowley to JR) short stretch between Headington traffic lights and Osler Rd) 
ST2 (Science Shuttle) short stretch between Headington traffic lights and Osler Rd) 
700 (short stretch between Headington traffic lights and Osler Rd) 
 
At St. Clements they are then joined by: 
15 Oxford Bus – Wood Farm 
U6 Brookes Bus to Harcourt Hill (circular via Cowley) 
X13 Oxford Bus JR to Abingdon 
 
In the High Street at least another 10 services join the queue in to Oxford – and I am sure 
there will be others that I have missed. 
 
No Business Case For Extending The Barton Route To LNBB 
 
Although Pegasus states in its submission that the developers have consulted bus 
companies, bus companies are not necessarily interested in the route to LNBB: there has 
already been considerable difficulty in getting a bus company to provide a service for the 
partially built Barton Park because neither Stagecoach nor the Oxford Bus company want to 
take it. The problem is that routing their buses around it would lengthen the journey as City 
Cllr Mike Rowley has pointed out. The same would apply if a route linking Barton to Barton 
Park were extended to LNBB. Routing buses around more than one location lengthens 
journey times and acts as a disincentive to bus companies. The reality of how private bus 
companies work undermines the claim of the developers about the easy access by bus from 
LNBB to Oxford and adding more buses to cope with additional passengers will increase bus 
congestion even more. 
 
Bus Link Between LNBB And Barton Via Wick Farm (Plan TTP6)  
 
Pegasus want to create a route for buses from LNBB into Barton using the narrow, tree lined 
bridleway that leads up to Wick Farm/Wick Residential Mobile Home Park and the bridleway 
bridge over the Bayswater Brook which comes out on Barton Village Road. On Google Maps 
this bridge and bridleway are also labelled as Barton Village Road (Figs 1 & 2 below) 
 

 
 
Figure 1 above: Google map showing Barton Village Road & bridleway going north to Wick 
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Figure 2 above: Bridleway – the proposed bus route between Wick Farm and Barton Village Road 

 
As you will see the bridleway links into Barton Village Road which is very narrow with parked 
cars and getting to the junction with Fettiplace Road and Barton Fields Road involves TWO 
90 degree turns – which would if difficult, if not impossible for large buses. The stretch of 
road shown in Fig. 3 (below) is bordered by the brook and turning the next 90 degree corner 
to Barton that stretch of narrow road also has parked cars on one side with Barton Park on 
the other (so no possibility of road widening). Where the bridleway joins Barton Village Road 
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in Barton, there are tiny footpaths to the front of homes, with cars parked outside on the 
road. These homes are also on the same level as the brook. The northern side of the road 
has no pathway – only the bank of the brook and on the eastern corner of the bridge there is 
a foot path along the bank of the brook leading to Barton which is prone to flooding (see 
Figures 3 & 4 below).  
 

 
 
Figure 3 above:  Junction of bridleway with Barton Village Road 

 

 
Figure 4 above: Flooding on eastern side of junction of bridleway with Barton Village Road – footpath submerged. 
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The bridleway “bridge” across the brook is adequate for the limited number of cars that 
currently use it to access Wick Farmhouse and the residential mobile home park but if it 
were to be used for buses or even cars from the 1000 homes, the bridge would need to be 
replaced with a more robust one that would require deep footings – this would cause more 
flooding problems up stream. It would also have to take up land on the south (City) side of 
the brook but this isn’t possible because there are houses there. The fields on both sides of 
the bridleway regularly flood badly (see Figs. 5 & 6 below).  

 
 
Figure 5 above: Flooding on western side of bridleway (proposed bus route). 

 
 

 
 
Figure 6 above: Flooding on eastern side of bridleway (proposed bus route) 

 
This route could also cause serious harm to the FIVE listed buildings situated at Wick. 
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The East-West Link Road Through The Site – Flooding and Inadequate Access/Egress 
 
Flooding affects the fields that are earmarked for east-west road links across the site from 
the northern bypass to Bayswater Road (Figs. 7 & 8 below). The current flood risk maps do 
not provide an accurate representation of the actual flooding in this area.  
 

 
 
Figure 7 above: LNBB site - Flooded field at Wick looking south towards the brook and Barton. 

 

 
 
Figure 8 LNBB site - Flooded field at Wick Farm north of the brook 
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The link road is proposed to exit on to Bayswater Road (eastern end of the site). This is a 
small country road with only a single very narrow footpath on the west side and a small 
stream on other side. The exit is near a blind bend (Fig. 9 below) and would need major 
work – probably a roundabout. 
 

 
 
Figure 9 above:   Blind bend looking left (north) from proposed exit onto Bayswater Road 

 
East-West Cycle Way Across The Site (Plan TTP5) 
 
Pegasus’s Plan TTP5 shows a cycle way running east/west just north of the Bayswater 
Brook and exiting onto the Bayswater Road above the road bridge across the brook. The 
north of the brook is Flood Risk 2, it is unsuitable for building and the area where the cycle 
way would meet the road regularly floods (see Figure 10 below). 
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Figure 10 above:  Flooded Bayswater Road just above the brook (proposed entry/exit to cycleway) 
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Flood water is clearly not meant to find its way into the land & brook at this point as the bank 
alongside the road has been reinforced with concrete.  Opening up the bank to allow access 
to cyclists would cause even more flooding problems (see Figure 11 below). 
 

 
 
Fig. 11 above:  Reinforced bank to hold back flood water from Bayswater Road  

 
 
The plan also aims to change the footpath on the eastern side of the Bayswater Road into a 
shared cycle path/footway but the current footpath is heavily used by young children on their 
way to and from the school at the top of the hill. The hill is a long slope that doesn’t lend 
itself to cycling the full length and in any event sharing the footpath with large numbers of 
cyclists could be dangerous for children (see figure 12 below). 
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Figure 12 Current Bayswater Road footpath with children on their way to school 

 
 
The developers believe that the site will, provide significant opportunities for residents to 
travel by bicycle (para 4.14 hearing statement) but cycling is just not going to work for large 
numbers of commuters in this area because there are steep hills and bad weather which 
would make many people revert to travelling by car or bus (if they have the time). 
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Northern Bypass (A40)  
 
Finally the Northern Bypass (A40). This is a major obstacle to access that has not been 
resolved. Currently there are not enough safe and attractive crossings of the A40 for 
pedestrians and cyclists. There is the underpass near Green Road Roundabout which the 
developers themselves regard as less than ideal (para. 4 hearing statement). Also the 
existing sidewalk of the Marston Interchange at the base of the road through Elsfield which 
pedestrians and cyclists currently use but cyclists also share the road there with cars. So if 
hundreds of cyclists were to use this route at peak hours it could cause a major increase in 
overall traffic and accidents on the Marston Interchange, not to mention more traffic passing 
through Marston on the way to the city or hospitals. 
 
Clearly more than one new pedestrian/cycle bridge over the A40 would be required to 
provide safe links from the site into the city but after two years, neither the developers nor 
SODC have managed to set out a clear plan for its location, costing, design or landing point 
on the south side of the A40 on city property (probably St Dunstan’s park). 
 
The whole of LNBB - Strat 13 should be withdrawn. The inappropriate and ill thought out 
plans for traffic, the environment and the damaging impact on our local communities and on 
the local economy from traffic gridlock mean it is not sustainable. 
 
Removing it from the SODC plan will not jeopardise the Housing Infrastructure Funding (HIF) 
and Oxfordshire Growth Deal because there is still sufficient housing in the South 
Oxfordshire Local Plan to meet those requirements without LNBB. 
 
Please oppose the new transport policy wording in MM17 and stay with the existing 
agreement between SODC and the County Council 
 
Margaret O’Shea 
30 October 2020 
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Pegasus Statement of Soundness Inspectors Hearing – Gives wrong impression that maximum surface water 

flood risk is medium and the houses at the northern end of Barton Village Road aren’t even shown. 

 

 

UK Government Flood Risk Includes High Risk Areas 

 

 

Looking at the above maps it seems that neither shows the true levels of flooding on and around Strat 13 

LNBB.  See photos below taken on 4th October 2020: 
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Below: Looking North of the Brook from Barton Village Road 

 

Below: Same field as above but taken from bridleway. 
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Below: Eastern Side of Bridleway 

 
 

Below Footpath between Bridleway & Barton (City side near homes in Barton Village & Hubble Close) 
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Below: Development Site at Wick Flooded both Sides of PROW (Looking North) 

 
Below: Looking South 
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Below: Bridge from Barton into Development Site at Wick 
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From: Margaret O'Shea < > 
Sent: 08 December 2020 16:51 
To: Cooper, Sue  
Subject: RE: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Ecology & wildlife - No Assessment within Plan  
  

I wish I had taken the time or had the time earlier to study the “Statement of 
Soundness” for Strat  13 LnBB as there are so many contradictions etc. 
  
For example Historic England wanted the site deleted from the Plan but are under 
the impression (from a section of the draft Masterplan) that the Listed Buildings at 
Wick would be surrounded by a green area, thus protecting their setting. However 
Plan TTP6 shows that there is a plan for a bus route down through Wick to connect 
with Barton – the only link possible but then again this may not be achievable. 
  
I have highlighted this along with other issues in some of my other emails which I 
have also asked the Planning Department to be published in the Additional 
Correspondence about the Local Plan for the Cabinet Papers. 
  
I am not sure how Inspector Bore didn’t pick up on some of these things. 
  
No need for a reply. 
  
  
Best wishes 

  
Margaret O’Shea 
  
  
  
From: Cooper, Sue   
Sent: 08 December 2020 15:17 
To: Margaret O'Shea 
Subject: Re: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Ecology & wildlife - No Assessment within Plan 
  

Good. 
I have had so many emails this week that I haven't been able to reply to them all 
individually. 
So I agreed with officers that I would forward them all to the planning policy team. This 
meant they could  
a) put them on the website if the submitter agreed as you have done and 

b0 they would at least be aware of all the issues raised. 
Best wishes 

Sue Cooper 

 
From: Margaret O'Shea <  
Sent: 08 December 2020 14:06 
To: Cooper, Sue  
Subject: FW: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Ecology & wildlife - No Assessment within Plan  
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For information. 
  
Best wishes 

  
Margaret O’Shea 
  
From: Margaret O'Shea   
Sent: 08 December 2020 14:00 
To: 'Planning Policy South' 
Subject: RE: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Ecology & wildlife - No Assessment within Plan 
Importance: High 
  

Thank you for your message below. Yes please I would very much like all these 
emails to be published in a pack of Additional Correspondence about the Local Plan 
for the Cabinet Papers.  
  

I have received a separate message from your department directing me to the 
examination library -  NAT14 Ecological Assessment of Sydlings Copse and College 
Pond SSSI.pdf 
  
However the Nat 14 Ecological Assessment carried out by AECOM related only 
to the SSSI which is adjacent to the Strat 13 site but is not a part of it. That 
survey made no mention of the wildlife that is known to inhabit the SSSI (apart 
from seeing deer) and only concentrated on habitats and biological plant 
species associated with the SSSI as well as hydrology. 
  
The wildlife that is known to inhabit the SSSI is recorded on the BBOWT website and 
will not be confined to the SSSI itself but will require surrounding fields to hunt and 
forage for food. The Strat 13 Land North of Bayswater Brook site stretches from near 
the Marston flyover in the west, stretching eastwards as far as the Bayswater Road 
and also includes the Bayswater field next to Sandhills on the eastern side of 
Bayswater Road. 
  
As mentioned in my email of 4th inst. someone who helped survey this area as part 
of the BTO Bird Atlas 2007-2011 has advised us that “it is an area of environmental 
diversity, rich in birds, butterflies and other animals” and added that it must be 
preserved and protected from this desecration. 
  
It is shocking that the Strat 13 site can be considered to be sound when there has 
been no survey or impact assessment on the wildlife within any part of it or the SSSI. 

  
Thank you for your assistance. 
  
Kind regards 

  
Margaret O’Shea 
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From: Planning Policy South [mailto:Planning.Policy@southoxon.gov.uk]  
Sent: 08 December 2020 10:21 
To:  

 2035 - Ecology & wildlife 
  
Dear Margaret, 
  
Thank you for your message. I am writing to ask whether you would like this email and the one that 
is attached to be published in a pack of Additional Correspondence about the Local Plan for the 
Cabinet Papers which are available online here. You name would remain but your address and email 
address would be redacted for data protections reasons. Please confirm if you would like your 
comment published in this way. 
  
Kind regards, 
  
The Planning Policy Team 
South Oxfordshire District Council 
Telephone: 01235 422422 
Email: Planning.Policy@southoxon.gov.uk  
Visit us at: http://www.southoxon.gov.uk/ 
  
To find out more about how the council holds, uses and stores your personal data, please click 

South link     
  
COVID Working 
Due to the ongoing Coronavirus outbreak we are all working from home. We are continuing to work 
on the South Oxfordshire Local Plan 2034 examination in accordance with the Secretary of State's 
Direction (March 2020). Some of our working practice and processes have changed, and in some 
cases there may be a slight delay in dealing with your message.  Your patience is appreciated.  For 
further information please see our websites for updates: http://www.southoxon.gov.uk/ and 
http://www.whitehorsedc.gov.uk/ 
Please be aware that some of our staff may be redeployed to other roles where necessary to assist 
and deal with the Coronavirus outbreak. 
Thank you for your understanding. 
  
  
From: Cooper, Sue   
Sent: 07 December 2020 12:00 
To: Planning Policy South <Planning.Policy@southoxon.gov.uk> 
Subject: Fw: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Ecology & wildlife 
  

  
  

 
From: Margaret O'Shea <  
Sent: 04 December 2020 15:05 
To: Planning Policy South <Planning.Policy@southoxon.gov.uk> 
Cc: Cooper, Sue <  
Subject: SODC Local Plan 2035 - Ecology & wildlife  
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I am unable to find an Ecological survey of the whole of the Strat. 13 Land North of 
Bayswater Brook site and am wondering whether Thames Valley Environmental 
Records were contacted to determine the impact on this site.    
  

Someone who helped survey this area as part of the BTO Bird Atlas 2007-2011 

has said “It is an area of environmental diversity, rich in birds, butterflies and 

other animals. It must be preserved and protected from this desecration.” 

  
I know that AECOM undertook a very brief visit to the SSSI in February 2019 but I 
am unable to find any further information, particularly with regard to wildlife across 
the whole site.  There is talk of creating NEW parkland etc, but that is equally as bad 
as house building in terms of displacing wildlife and destroying existing habitat 
needed for foraging and hunting. 
  
  
Kind regards 

  
Margaret O’Shea 
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From: MGM MGM  
Sent: 06 December 2020 12:44 
To: Cooper, Sue  
Subject: REJECT THE LP2035 PLAN!  
Dear Councilor, 
We are writing as a matter of urgency to ask to save our green spaces, protect our habitat, bio-
diversity, and mental well being of our community. 
Part of the plan is to build 150 houses on Bayswater Farm field (GREEN BELT!) -  

 with co-developer  at the back of the Sandhills, Headington estate. This 
plan wants to use Sandhills as a RAT RUN through to the 150 houses and Barton estate. 
Sandhills does not have the roads or the infrastructure; this will affect the Bridle Way, which is 
used by schoolchildren and parents to go to the local Sandhills School. This proposed new estate 
will potentially bring 300 plus cars into Sandhills, and there will be motorists using Sandhills 
instead of the Green Road Roundabout to get to Barton. 
This will be a total disaster for the residents of Sandhills and bio-diversity; The Oxfordshire County 
Council has issued a statement arguing that it is "unsound" 
Everyone sympathises with you over the terrible situation that the Secretary of State MHCLG has 
created by putting you under pressure to adopt LP2035. But here are some factors to consider as 
you contemplate a fateful vote. 
• The plan is damaging for South Oxfordshire for all the reasons highlighted by thousands of 
respondents in consultations since 2018. The numbers of submissions bear witness to how 
engaged local people have been in the planning process. If you vote to adopt a plan that your 
constituents hate, they will feel betrayed and give up on local representatives who don’t follow 
through on their campaign promises.  
• Nor is there any guarantee that the central government will cease to meddle in the council’s 
decision-making: as MHCLG’s planning reforms reveal, it is determined to strip local authorities of 
any real control over spatial strategy. 
• If you vote against it, yes, the ‘holding’ order will probably be prolonged and the council will 
continue to have no direct control over the plan. But that has been the status quo for the past 
year. So why not look to the future and consider how the situation might turn in the favour of 
SODC councilors? 
• If you vote it down, you will be in a better position at future elections (even if there is a unitary 
council) by having stood up now for local democracy than by caving into an authoritarian minister. 
If any of you are standing in the May elections for Oxfordshire County Council, local people will be 
more likely to campaign for you. 
• Mr. Jenrick will be in a quandary about appointing plan ‘executors’. 
1. If it is the County Council, its resources will be so sorely stretched that it may affect service 
delivery. Not a good prospect for the current leadership at the upcoming election.  
2. If it is a neighbouring council, e.g. Vale, that would not be bad as the two councils are closely 
linked and could work together for the best possible outcomes as planning applications pour in. 
3. If it is MHCLG or some kind of commission, the bureaucrats will have to rely on the council, in 
any event, to get things done on the ground. 
• Would Mr. Jenrick subject councilors to financial penalties if they vote down the plan? Think 
about the political fallout if he tried to seize the assets of councilors who volunteer their time for 
public service. There would be outrage from all quarters. Not a good look for the Secretary of 
State or the Prime Minister. The PM does not like bad publicity. 
• Finally there is bound to be a legal challenge over LP2035. If you reject it, the judicial review will 
not be brought against the council but the Secretary of State: let him take the heat.  
• So you have nothing to lose and everything to gain by voting the plan down. As elected 
custodians of the Green Belt, I am asking you to stop this plan before it is too late. 
Yours faithfully 
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Michael & Kathleen McCarthy 
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From:  
Sent: 06 December 2020 20:35 
To: Arlett, Ken ; Barker, Pieter-Paul 

>; Bennett, Robin < >; Bretherton, 
David < ; Casey-Rerhaye, Sam <

; Cooper, Sue ; Dragonetti, Peter 
; Filipova-Rivers, Maggie 

; Gawrysiak, Stefan >; Gillespie, 
Elizabeth >; Gray, Sarah < ; 
Gregory, Kate >; Haval, Victoria 

>; Hewerdine, Simon >; 
Hinton, Kellie  Kantor, Alexandrine 

>; Khan, Mocky < ; Levy, 
George ; MacDonald, Axel  
Powell, Andrea ; Rawlins, Leigh 

; Robb, Jo ; Roberts, Sue 
; Rouane, David  

 Turner, David 
>; Wilson, Celia <  

Subject: SODC Local Plan - plea  
Dear Councillor 
You will recall, you were elected in May 2019 on a platform of rejecting the then current Local Plan 
because of the density of building involved and level of encroachment on the Green Belt. During the 
consultation period between September and November, and before, you will have received 
numerous submissions from local people (including us, protesting STRAT 13) who would be 
adversely and permanently affected, calling on you to renew your opposition on environmental, 
ecological, logistical, historical, health, safety, scientific and other grounds. 
While we appreciate the difficult position you have been put in by the government and by Robert 
Jenrick in particular, we would ask you not to acquiesce in allowing this deeply damaging 
development to take place, but to be true to your election promises and to fight it to the end. The 
new plan, LP 2035, differs little from the earlier LP 2034, as of course you will be aware, and has 
certainly failed to address many major concerns, to which the Inspector, Jonathan Bore, would seem 
to have responded with indifference, using obfuscation to conceal true intent.  
I shall draw your attention to one such instance, which if it goes ahead, will affect us residents of 
Sandhills, on the City boundary, for the worse and forever. That is, the plan to use Burdell Avenue as 
an access road to the new development on Bayswater Farm Field (itself an area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty, which has hitherto been spared development for precisely this reason). All the 
Inspector can say on this is ‘The smaller Sandhills part of the allocation is capable of being accessed 
through the existing road network’. Yes, but only if you’re prepared to turn our once quiet garden 
suburb into a noisy, pollution-filled rat-run. 
Of course, this is perhaps rather an issue that Highways should be addressing as a County 
responsibility. However, this does not diminish the role that councillors like yourself can play in 
taking a public stand against the development by rejecting it whatever the consequences. That way, 
you would continue to make good on your election pledge and would still earn the respect and 
support of your electorate. We appeal to you to make this stand on all our behalves. 
Thank you.  
Yours sincerely 
Michael and Jana Bek 
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From: Bob Donaldson  
Sent: 06 December 2020 23:20 
To: Bob Donaldson  
Subject: SODC LP2035 - Appeal  
  

Dear SODC Councillor, 
 
John Milton, while staying at the manor house at Forest Hill (which overlooks the field 
known as Bayswater Farm Field (BFF) in SODC LP2035) was inspired the write the following 
verse: 
 
Forest Hill 
 
To hear the lark begin his flight, 
And, singing, startle the dull night, 
From his watch-tower in the skies, 
Till the dappled dawn doth rise; 
Then to come, in spite of sorrow, 
And at my window bid good morrow, 
Through the sweet-brier or the vine, 
Or the twisted eglantine! 
While the cock, with lively din, 
Scatters the rear of darkness thin; 
And to the stack, or the barn-door, 
Stoutly struts his dames before: 
Oft listening how the hounds and horn 
Cheerily rouse the slumbering morn, 
From the side of some hoar hill, 
Through the high wood echoing shrill: 
Some time walking not unseen, 
By hedge-row elms on hillocks green, 
Right against the eastern gate, 
Where the great sun begins his state, 
Robed in flames and amber light, 
The clouds in thousand liveries dight; 
While the ploughman, near at hand, 
W'histles o'er the furrowed land, 
And the milkmaid singeth blithe, 
And the mower whets his scythe, 
And every shepherd tells his tale 
Under the hawthorn in the dale. 
Straight mine eye hath caught new pleasures, 
Whilst the landskip round it measures; 
Russet lawns, and fallows gray, 
Where the nibbling flocks do stray; 
Mountains, on whose barren breast 
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The labouring clouds do often rest! 
Meadows trim with daisies pied, 
Shallow brooks, and rivers wide: 
Towers and battlements it sees 
Bosomed high in tufted trees, 
Where perhaps some beauty lies, 
The cynosure of neighbouring eyes. 
 
John Milton, 1643 
 
Thankfully, due to the foresight and wisdom of our forefathers and a long line of councillors 
and landowners over the best part of four centuries, that view may still be enjoyed to this 
day.  
 
The site was rejected for development on three previous occasions, each cited below:  

• 14/12/1961 Oxon County Council Planning Refusal of Permission to Build: “It would 
be detrimental to the amenities of the locality and this rural landscape and amenities 
of the locality.”  

• 12/2/1973 Oxon County Planning Refusal of permission to build. The proposed site 
of the field east of the Bayswater farmhouse is in an area of great landscape value 
and within an area under the National Parks & Access to the Country Side Act 1949, 
it is designated as one of outstanding natural beauty and the development would be 
detrimental to the amenities of the locality and the rural landscape.”  

• 12/2/1973 Oxon County Planning Refusal of permission to build: “The site has a 
pleasant undulating appearance with views extending beyond the appeal boundary. 
The number of people who regularly use the attractive bridle path and benefit from 
this view is unknown, but there is an unquantifiable loss of amenity.”  

• 26/9/1989 SODC Refusal of Planning Permission “This site is not allocated for 
housing and would undesirably extend the limits of Sandhills into the attractive open 
countryside adjacent to Bayswater Brook in an area of great landscape value - we 
will seek to conserve and enhance the quality of the landscape and protect it from 
development of this site for residential purposes that would have a serious effect on 
the character and appearance. This large scale development would be contrary to 
green belt policy and there is no justification for an extension of residential 
development beyond the clearly defined limits of Sandhills into the attractive open 
countryside beyond.”  

As I wrote in my hearing statement: "I frequently walk along the bridleway [that would be 
dissected by an access road to the site and, if permission is granted, by a northern relief 
road], and marvel at the beauty of the BFF meadow and the coppice of trees that screens 
the gentle waters of the Bayswater Brook. Only yesterday I watched in awe as the farmers 
gathered another seasons hay from the meadow – as they have done so for the past 30- 
years since I moved to Sandhills and which they have done for generations. The loss of this 

amenity, would be contrary to para 98 of the NPPF, which asserts that “Planning policies 
and decisions should protect and enhance public rights of way and access”. I would not be 
doing my duty as a resident to seek to protect this amenity for future generations." 

Page 43

Agenda Item 6



 

This week, as councillors did in 1961, 1973 and 1989, it is your turn to vote whether to build 
over this idyllic English landscape - or to save it. What will you choose? 
 

They say a picture is worth more than a thousand words. I leave you with two photographs 
of the meadow in question facing towards Forest Hill.  
 

Yours sincerely, 
 
 

Robert Donaldson 

 
 
Pictures attached to this email:  
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From: linda hessey   

Sent: 05 December 2020 23:17 

To: Barker, Pieter-Paul  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Subject: Local Plan 2034 

 

 

 

Linda Hessey  

 

 

 

 

 

Dear Councillor  

 

I am writing to reiterate my objection to the STRAT 13 development Additionally the stand alone 

added  application  - the Bayswater Farm Field.  

  

Destroying the green belt as a whole in an area of great landscape value is completely unjustifiable 

and sets a very dangerous precendence for the future of the green belt and its purpose.  
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Reference:  Strat 13 North of Bayswater Brook  

  

I am very concerned about the access/exit onto the A40.  The Bayswater Road and Green Road 

roundabout are already seriously congested.  I can’t see a satisfactory alternative, particularly a link 

Road, this will cause Sandhills and Barton to become a rat run.  

  

  

Reference: Bayswater Farm Field  

  

The Bayswater Field exudes peace and tranquillity and is an extremely valuable and irreplaceable 

community asset. In fact, this is the only green space we have left in our community.  

Sandhills has already surrendered the original school playing fields for a housing development to 

finance a replacement school.  

     The housing development after appeal, was capped at 60 houses because     

    of access issues.  The access remains the same so why would any further      development be 

allowed. The plan of the proposed development indicates the access road could run through a 

protected bridal path, surely this can’t be the case. The bridle path where children are encouraged 

to walk to school as a safe route from neighbouring Barton to attend Sandhills School. Barton and 

Sandhills have enough problems with access and exit onto and off the A40 without another housing 

development and a road, which could potentially develop into a rat run for traffic trying to avoid the 

A40 congestion.  

The Barton Park development is enough for the area of Barton/Sandhills/Headington to bear.  

  

I  

  

Reference: Strat 13 North of Bayswater Brook and Bayswater Farm Field  

  

Further development in this area will result in large scale destruction of the beautiful greenbelt 

countryside and result in a mass urban sprawl.  

Environmental consequences will be far-reaching and devastating, 

air pollution, flooding, threat to wildlife and the general well-being of the community within the 

area.  

 

 

I am just writing to you once again to ask you to really consider carefully the consequences of 

accepting the local plan and lifting all the beautiful countryside out from the Greenbelt.  I live in the 
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area of Strat 13 and it will completely destroy the area and cause traffic chaos and   As councillors   I 

trust you feel responsible for the local area and hope you will do the right thing for the community 

of Oxfordshire and reject it. 

 

Yours sincerely  

 

Linda Hessey 
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From: RAY HESSEY >  

Sent: 05 December 2020 23:22 

To: Barker, Pieter-Paul  

Cc: Bretherton, David >; Cooper, Sue 

; Filipova-Rivers, Maggie <

>; Gray, Sarah < >; Gregory, Kate 

; Haval, Victoria <  Kantor, 

Alexandrine <  Levy, George 

; Rawlins, Leigh ; Rouane, 

David < >; Simpson, Anne-Marie <

>; Turner, David <  Bennett, 

Robin < >; Dragonetti, 

Peter ; Powell, Andrea <  

Robb, Jo ; Roberts, Sue ; Arlett, Ken 

; Gawrysiak, Stefan  

; Khan, Mocky MacDonald, Axel 

; Wilson, Celia ; 

 

Subject: Fwd: Local Plan 2034 STRAT 13 Bayswater Farm Field 

 

 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: RAY HESSEY  

Subject: Local Plan 2034 STRAT 13 Bayswater Farm Field 

Date: 5 December 2020 at 23:08:40 GMT 

To:  
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Dear Councillors 

 

I find it hard to believe that this proposal can be considered on the information provided.  It is vague 

at best, with no details of proposed access to the site. 

This leads to new speculation that access could be  via Delbush or Burdell Avenue - totally 

unacceptable, given it crosses a bridleway/footpath.  Access via Hawkes Close also unacceptable, 

leading onto Bayswater Road - poor visibility onto already congested roads 

If both these accesses are used, this will amount to a horrendous rat-run occurring. 

The loss of the green belt area for the sake of profit and its environmental consequences is 

unacceptable. 

 

I thought last year the proposed development was rejected by Councillors .  Given the vast support 

to reject the proposal, surely if democracy works it should be refused. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

Ray Hessey 
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From:  
Sent: 06 December 2020 17:50 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Subject: SODC LP2035  
  
Dear Councillors 
 

I am emailing to ask that you reject SODC LP2035 which was drawn up by a party who went on to 
lose a considerable number of seats, losing control of the Council in the May elections, when 
people voted against the plan. 
 

Voters would understandably now expect those newly and re-elected to reject the plan as 
unsound. 
 

We should not lose valuable greenbelt countryside and instead, experience permanent traffic chaos 
and unsafe roads in the process.  Once this section of greenbelt is lost, developers will keep 
chipping away at the next piece and on it will go. 
 

Many thanks and kind regards 
 
 

Susan Warland (Mrs) 
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Get Outlook for Android 

 
From: DOM HOLDSWORTH < > 
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2020 7:11:51 AM 
To: Cooper, Sue <  
Subject: Do your democratic duty: VOTE AGAINST the Local Plan  
  
Dear Sue –  
  
Please forgive the haranguing email title, but this is a matter of huge consequence. 
  
You must vote against the Local Plan at the Council meeting.  
  
The whole point of being an elected representative of the people is to stand up for the 
people at moments like this. 
  
As regards Robert Jenrick’s threats, you must ignore these. He’s probably bluffing and, if he 
isn’t, the people will stand with you against a political figure widely now perceived as 
corrupt and misguided. 
  
Looking at it the other way round, a vote in favour of the Local Plan would be: 

• A vote in favour of traffic chaos around Oxford 
• A vote to turn Oxford’s Green Belt (and all other green belts) from a landscape 

designation into a land bank 
• A vote in favour of global warming 
• A vote against sustainability 
• A vote against our children and our grandchildren, denying them the privilege of a 

beautiful countryside that we have enjoyed. 
  
No councillor in their right mind can knowingly vote for these things. So please be of a 
right mind and vote against the Local Plan today. 
  
Your voters are watching you. 
  
With kind regards, 
  
Dom 
  
D.A. Holdsworth 
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Get Outlook for Android 

 
From: Zafra Cooper > 
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:55:13 AM 
To:  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
Subject: Vote on Local plan  
  
Dear Councillor 
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We are writing to urge you to vote against the SODC Local plan at the council meeting on Thursday 
10th December.  In our view it is essential that you vote against this plan rather than abstain so as to 
indicate clearly that you are prepared to take a principled position on this important issue 
concerning the future of our local environment. 
  
Our concerns are as follows: 

• Destruction of the greenbelt.  The plan involves extensive building on greenbelt land that 
has for many years been carefully preserved for the benefit of the whole community. To do 
so now when there is likely to be a major re-evaluation of working patterns with more 
people working from home at least some of the time seems particularly perverse. 

• Environmental impact.   At a time when the entire world is increasingly aware of the 
harmful, if not catastrophic effects, of climate change, planning developments which 
threaten SSSI s and are likely to increase air pollution seem particularly ill advised.  Air 
quality in Oxford is already a major concern. 

• Transport infrastructure. Traffic in and around Oxford is already at near crisis level. Any 
further development without major road construction is likely to lead to further congestion 
and of course pollution. 
  

We gather that there has been some suggestion of threats to local councillors if they continue to 
oppose the Local Plan.  This constitutes an authoritarian and undemocratic challenge to the integrity 
of good governance and local representation.  We urge you to resist the bullying strategy of central 
government and to stand by the mandate on which you were elected. As our representatives we rely 
on you to oppose this government driven initiative and work to defend the local environment for the 
benefit of local communities.  
  
Yours sincerely 
  
David Charles and Zafra Cooper 
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Get Outlook for Android 

 
From: Sue Cloke < > 
Sent: Wednesday, December 9, 2020 10:18:58 PM 
Subject: SODC LOCAL PLAN - proposed vote on 10 December 2020  
  
Dear Councillor  
  
I believe that SODC councillors should resist any pressure to accept the recent inappropriate and 
undemocratic local plan for this area.  The previous local plan to 2027 was a more appropriate 
scheme and designed to include a 5 year supply of land to prevent speculative applications.   
 
SODC councillors have a democratic mandate to develop a green plan.  It is now accepted common 
knowledge that urban areas need open spaces providing “lungs” to benefit the health of the 
community so therefore the will of the community should be acknowledged and not be subjected to 
pressure from others who think their position allows them to override the wishes of residents of the 
area who obviously understand local issues. 
  
Oxfordshire as a whole will not benefit from this inferior plan for the following reasons: 
 
a)  there are roughly 8,000 more houses than the people of the area represented by SODC require 
b)  over supply of housing adds to carbon emissions 
c)  houses normally come with cars which will add to traffic congestion and further emissions 
(despite electric powered vehicles) 
d)  carbon emissions contribute to climate change 
e)  future generations should have the opportunity to benefit from the substantial acreage of green 
open spaces  
f)  in  Sidlings Copse, College Pond (areas of SSSI) and Bayswater Brook are 
threatened 
 
It is therefore of paramount importance to maintain local democracy and not be swayed by current 
government policy which is unacceptable and undemocratic.  Please vote against the plan.  
  
Yours sincerely 
Suzanne Cloke 
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Get Outlook for Android 

 
From: Geoffrey Mills  
Sent: Wednesday, December 9, 2020 9:01:57 PM 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

Subject: SODC Local Plan  
  

Dear Councillor, 
 
We understand that there is a very important vote on the local plan on the 10th 
December. We also understand that undue pressure to accept this flawed plan has 
been applied by Robert Jenrick, Secretary of State for Communities, Housing and 
Local Government, to approve this plan by the end of 2020. 
 
Please do not abstain or vote for this plan, but vote against it. There are several 
reasons why this plan is wrong for the whole of Oxfordshire. 
 
For example, the plan has approximately 8,000 more houses than the people of the 
area represented by SODC require. If the correct housing numbers are used then all 
the green belt sites around Oxford could be saved for future generations, this 
amounts to nearly 2000 acres of countryside. Excess housing itself contributes to 
carbon emissions significantly, and thus will accelerate climate change. Transport 
infrastructure is already overloaded and would not be able to cope with such 
increased numbers, particularly around the ring road, and Headington roundabout 
down from the land north of Bayswater Brook. We need to maintain local democracy 
and resist central government interference which is unacceptable and undemocratic. 
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Therefore we urge you to do the right thing for Oxfordshire despite central pressure 
and vote against this plan. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
 
Geoffrey Mills FICE FIStructE 
Susan Coxhead 
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From: Stradling John (RTH) OUH < > 

Sent: 09 December 2020 19:14 

Cc: > 

Subject: SODC local plan Meeting 10/12/2020  

  

Dear Councillor, 

  

We understand that there is a very important vote on the local plan on the 10th December. We also 

understand that undue pressure to accept this flawed plan has been applied by Robert Jenrick, 

Secretary of State for Communities, Housing and Local Government, to approve this plan by the end 

of 2020.  

  

Please do not abstain or vote for this plan, but vote against it. There are several reasons why this 

plan is wrong for the whole of Oxfordshire. 

For example, the plan has approximately 8,000 more houses than the people of the area 

represented by SODC require. If the correct housing numbers are used then all the green belt sites 

around Oxford could be saved for future generations, this amounts to nearly 2000 acres of 

countryside. Excess housing itself contributes to carbon emissions significantly, and thus will 

accelerate climate change. Transport infrastructure is already overloaded and would not be able to 

cope with such increased numbers, particularly around the ring road, and Headington roundabout 

down from the land north of Bayswater Brook. We need to maintain local democracy and resist 

central government interference which is unacceptable and undemocratic.  

  

Therefore we urge you to do the right thing for Oxfordshire despite central pressure and vote 

against this plan. 

  

Yours Faithfully, 

  

John Stradling,  
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From: Huw Charles  

Sent: 10 December 2020 14:07 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Subject: SODC Local Plan: Today's Meeting  

  

Dear Councillor, 

  

Today you as SODC Councillors have the opportunity to take a stand for local democracy against an 

overbearing central government by voting against the Local Plan in line with the platforms on which 

the majority of you were elected. 

  

We expect that this day you will keep faith with your electors and maintain the value of local 

democracy even in the face of threats from an increasingly heavy-handed central government.   

  

To do otherwise is to renege on your own commitment to the communities you represent and to call 

into question the value of the institutions of local government you serve. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

 

Huw Charles  
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From:  

Sent: 10 December 2020 12:00 

To: Cooper, Sue  

Subject: Please vote against the plan tonight  

  

Dear Councillor 

  

I write at this eleventh hour to urge to vote against the SODC Local Plan at the full council meeting 

tonight.  As a councillor of SODC you have a democratic mandate to reject this plan and I would 

urge you to do so.  Please do not sit on the fence and abstain.  I am aware there are those who 

would pressure you, for undemocratic and unacceptable reasons, to vote for this plan.  Please, 

stand up for what you know is right, think about the wider issues this plan embodies (damage to 

the countryside, the environment and climate change) support your local community and vote 

against it. 

  

As a resident of Elsfield I am particularly concerned about the transport infrastructure which has 

not been thought through, is not supported by County Council Highways and would result in chaos 

on the ring road and the Headington roundabout from the LnBB part of the plan. 

  

I am, however, most concerned about the unconscionable attempts by Government to subvert 

local democracy.  If this plan is accepted tonight, it will serve to continue the draining of power 

from local democracies.  Please don’t let this happen and vote against the plan 

  

Yours sincerely 

  

Anne Matthews 
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