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1

Introduction

Legal obligations

11

This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal obligations
of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 20%2ction 15(2). Part 5 of the
Regulations sets out what a Consultation Statement should contain:

» details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed
Neighbourhood Plan;

* how they were consulted;

» the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted;

* how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant,
addressed in the proposed Neighbourhood Plan.

Summary of consultation process

1.2

1.3

1.4

The proposal to prepare a NeighbourhoodvBl®pment Plan for Cuddesdon
and Denton was first madend endorsedat a packed meeting of the Parish
Council inMay 2017. It was formally agreed by the Parish Council at the
following meeting inJune2017 and aNeighbourhood Plan Committee was set
up.

Since then the Committee has organised three consultations:

1 20 February 2018 on the Village Character Assessment;

1 22 July 2018 on the Vision and aims for the plan;

1 A six week presubmission consultation frord September 201925
October 2019ncluding armopen eveningn the village hall on 18 October
20109.

In addition the Committee consulted South Oxfordshire District Council on the
draft plan before the presubmission consultation.

Aims of consultation process

15

1.6

The aims of the process were:

1 To involve asnany residents as possible in the development of the plan so
it was informed by the views of local people and other stakeholders;

1 To ensure that consultation events took place at critical points in the
process where decisions needed to be taken.

A reportwasgivento the Parish Coundidlfter each event.



2 Theconsultations

February 2018ansultation onvillage ©aracterassessment

2.1 One of the first actions of the Committee was to commission an independent
Village CharacteAssessment. The purpose of thiest consultation was to
share the consultant’s findings with r
before finalising the assessment.

2.2 The consultation event took the form of an open evening in the village hall run
as a ‘“drop in’ dnvthee pdrish ndwslettev and byandanse r t | s €
of signs on roads entering the village.

2.3 Displays in the hall described the neighbourhood planning pro&ssmaries
of the seventeen character areas identified by Bensultant were set out on
tables around the roomTlhere were also sheets on each tablegaiher
comments sorted by character arddembers of the Committee were on
hand to explain the process and answer questions.

2.4  About 50 comments were made. The comment sheets were scanned and sent
to the consultant tdbe considered in the final draft of the assessment. They
are attached at Appendii.

July 201&onsultation onvisions and aims of plan
2.5 The design of this consultation event was the same as the Tingproposed

vision and aims for the plan were set out on tables together with comment
sheets.

2.6  Over 170 individual comments were made. These were summarised in a
report attached at AppendiB.

Consultationwith SOD®n draft plan before presubmission consution

2.7 The draft plan was shared with SODC in preparation for thespbenission
consultation. A meeting and email exchanges led to a number of changes to
the plan.A summary of the SODCroments is attached at Appendix C.

Consultation orpre-submission daft
2.8 The consultation on the prsubmission draft plan ran for just over sieeks

from 2 September to 25 October 2089d included another drojn evening
in the village hall.

2.9 Residents were informed of the consultatian follows:

1 by means of an insert ithe September parish newsletterhichwas
delivered to every house in the parisis well as an article by the
Chairman of the Parish Council and a formablic noticein the
newsletter,



1 posting opies of thepublic noticeat the village hall andn the village
notice board,
1 including a eminder in the October newsletter

1 roadside signs to remind residents of the dsopevening.

2.10 An article was posted on the front page of the parish website with a link to the
plan and supporting documentation, as wellaabnk to an oHine survey
form. Hard copies of the plan were placed in the church porch, college office
and the pub.

2.11 The September insert alerted residents to the consultation; described the
process and summarised the plan. It gave details of where ldne gpuld be
read on or off line and included@apersurvey form in the same format as the
on-line survey.

2.12 There is one major landowner which is not based in the parish, Magdalen
College. An email was sent informing the college of the consultation whéch t
college forwarded to its land agents, Savilles.

2.13 Emails were also sent to the village pub, the Bat and Ball, and to Ripon
College, Cuddesdon as the two major employers in the parish.

2.14 Emails were also sent to a list of statutory consultees as follows:

Oxfordshire County Council

South Oxfordshire District Council
Elisabeth GillespjeDistrict Councillor

Tim BearderCounty Councillor
Stadhampton Parish Council

Little Milton Parish Council

Great Milton Parish Council

Horspath Parish Council

Garsington Paris@ouncil

Wheatley Parish Council

Natural England

Environment Agency

Historic England

BT

Oxfordshire Clinical Commissioning Group
NHS England

Scottish and Southern Energy Power
Thames Water Developer Serviceand Planning Policy

2.15 The following statutorgonsultees were not consulted because the policies in
the plan had no relevance to their operations:

Homes England



Network Rail
Highway<£ngland
Marine Management
EE

Three

EMF

The Coal Authority
Woodplc

National Grid
Cadent

UK Power Network

2.16 A combined total of 30 otine and papesurveyforms were completed. The
paper returns were entered oline to make it easy to summarise them.

2.17 Email responses wereceivedfrom:

Oxfordshire County Council

South Oxfordshire District Council
HistoricEngland

Scottish and Southerlectricity Networks
Savills for Thames Water Planning Policy
Natural England

The summary of the otine and paper surveys is attachedAgipendix D
SODC’ s r AppendEDEC a Appendixandthe others are
combinel into Appendix G

3 Consultatiorcommentsandresponses

February 2018ansultation onvillage faracterassessment

3.1 Scanned apies of the comment sheet:n the village character assessment
were sent to the consultant. Some of the comments were corrections. A large
number expressed the importance of the views around the village, the open
fields and established trees. There were concerns about the state of the
roads; the slow redevelopment @fove House farm; the removal of hedges on
farmland and the threat to wildlife. These were considered by the consultant
and incorporated in the assessment as appropriate.

3.2 As aresult of the consultation, the report was strengthened to consider the
views inmore detail; more information was included on the built environment
and a reference to the undesirable nature of-datsacs was modified.

July 2018 @nsultation onvisions and aims of plan
3.3 The handwritten comments were summarised into a report.



3.4

There wa general support for the vision and aims. In response, a reference to
facilities for young people was added. The policy on flood risk was removed
since it duplicated the Local Plan policy without adding anything extra. Other
comments were reflectedubseaientlyin the drafting of the policies.

Consultationwith SOD®n draft plan before presubmission consultation

3.5

3.6

3.7

SODC made a large number of detailed and technical comments on the plan.
The majority were accepted and led to a much improved document.

The man policychange was to drop the reference to the provision of rural
exception housing on the Dove House Farm site. Rural exception housing is
no longer an exception if it is specified in the Plan. In fact the Local Plan
provides the necessary policiesdeded.

In addition a policy on Local Gaps was incluaed the formatting of the
Statements was changed so that they did not look the same as the Policies.

Consultation orpre-submission draft

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

A combined total of 30 otine and papesurveyforms werecompleted. The
paper returns were entered chine to make it easy to summarise them.

In response to residents, a reference was added to the need for high speed
broadband in Denton and Chippinghurst. The allotments were added to the
proposed list of Loc#&breen Spaces

In response to Natural England, more specific targets for biodiversity gain
were includedln response to the County Council, the aspiration to a Pick Me
Up bus service to Oxford was dropped.

A number of technicathanges were made in respongeSODC as set out in
Appendix E.

Some of the responses from statutory consultees seemed to take the form of
standard replies which contained suggestions more relevant to a Local Plan
than to a Neighbourhood Plan. They were not included on the basighbgt
would be covered in the Local Plan as appropriate to South Oxfordshire. As a
general rulepolicies have only been included where the Neighbourhood Plan
can provide a finer grain to augment the Local Plan.



AppendixA ¢ Comments on Character Assessment

Scanned copies of the handwritten sheets are include on the next few pages.
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What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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Village Character Assessment — Character Area: C_/H [ SE L ;* { 7l MP TQ N {T ( LL

What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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Village Character Assessment - Character Area:
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What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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What street do What do you like about this area? What concerns do you have? What comments would you like to
you live on? make about this area?
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What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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Village Character Assessment — Character Area: H HN O [Z H—O O S F

What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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Village Character Assessment — Character Area: \A[ E T DEN UQ N F R {Z (\/' LVT—W

What street do What do you like about this area? What concerns do you have? What comments would you like to
you live on? make about this area?
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Village Character Assessment — Character Area: D ‘_“_N ( O (\’

What street do What do you like about this area? What concerns do you have? What comments would you like to
you live on? make about this area?
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What street do
you live on?

What do you like about this area?

What concerns do you have?

What comments would you like to
make about this area?
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Village Character Assessment — Character Area: l—-H LL \U_ r R{ZM LM

What street do What do you like about this area? What concerns do you have? What comments would you like to
you live on? make about this area?
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Appendix B Summary report of consultation on plaisionand aims

unique and desirable place to live for people at all stag
of their lives. We want to conserve the village as a visu
attractive and peaceful place in whith live, study, work
or to visit. At the same time, we want to respond
positively, within our capacity, to the national need for
sustainabl e devel opment .

Aim Summary of comments
Vision General agreement to the vision and recognition that some
“Our vision is to maintal development is necessary, provided therastructure is developed t¢

match.
Could think of facilities such as shop and post office.

One respondent suggested incl

Suggestion thatision should think more deenagers and young

peoplewho wi Il |l want more than *“v

Aim 1 Maintaining the character of the village

The plan will include a basic aim to maintain the
atmosphere and sense of community of the village ang
conserve its historic and ruraharacter.

What aspect of the village character is most important |
you?

All agreed with this aim.

Respondents valued the peaceful rural atmosphere, the views, sa
environment for children and sense of community.

Aim 2 Conserving local landscape andveonment

The plan will also include an aim to conserve the local
landscape and environment and to minimise the impac
of development on the surrounding countryside,
landscape, views and ecosystems.

All agreed-some strongly* vi t al =,
‘“absolutely

Two replies recognised the need to work with landownersainly
farmers—to manage hedge rows; to plant new hedges and trees.

very i mp
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Aim

Summary of comments

Are our views so important that they should be a separ
aim?

No one commented specifically on miadf the preservation of views |
separate aim though views were considered important.

Aim 3 Support housing within the capacity of the village
(eg constrained by traffic, parking, utilities, facilities)

Cuddesdon and Denton ieshy |
the District Council of planning purposes. Because we
have no shop, school, surgery, or bus service, it has
decided not to ask us to find sites for new houses.

In fact the current proposals for Dovehouse Farm will
result in 9 new houses.

Because of ta Green Belt, any new housing has to be
within the village so the plan could support infilling.

It could also suppo+t
affordable houses built on land in the Green Belt to
provide homes for people with connections to the
community in perpetuity.

rl

Do you think we should have any more houses? Any
affordable houses? Do you have family who would like

|l ive in the village but |

All the respondents thought this should be in the plan although on
respondent thought thez was no scope for new houses.

A few reacted to the comment about lack of facilities calling for a
shop, bus or the PickMeUp minibuses.

The majority thought that Dovehouse Farm should include affordal
housing for those with a connection to the village.

One respondent added the caveat that the infrastructure should b
improved to keep up.
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Aim

Summary of comments

Aim 4 Wanting to influence the housing mix if
development does takes place (Provision for young
families and older people)

The plan could argue the case that any depelent that
does take place should prioritise housing which is suitg
for families with young children and older people wishit
to downsize but to stay in the village.

Do you have any particular concerns over the type of a
new housing?

General supporfor the idea of affordable housing for those with

village connections, families
vernacular’, to high sustteeti na
parking.

One respondent asked “what uwa
decent bus service’”.

Aim 5 Avoiding flood risk

Avoiding flood risk is a standard planning policy. The p
could make reference to specific risks if desired.

Most people said yes except for one who said there had been no
house flooding.

Someone elspointed out the flash flooding in Denton. As a result ¢
this experience, there were a number of comments about the nee
for good maintenance of drains and culverts.

Aim 6 Increasing connectivity within the village

Communities work best when people bunmio each
other in their daily lives. The plan could include a policy
that any new developments be properly integrated into
the network of village streets and paths so that, in

pl anning speak, they are

Strong support forhis with concern that the Dovehouse
development will be an isolated collection of houses unconnected
the village.

Others noted the importance of the pub, church and village hall as
meeting points plus the recreation ground for children.
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Aim

Summary of comments

Aim 7 Travel ad parking

The plan can
parking in the High Street.

"t

demand a

It can set a policy that all new developments have at le
two off-road parking spaces.

It could include a statement encouraging the return of i
bus service to Wheatley.

It could also include a statement asking to make the
chicanes in Horspath safer for cyclists to encourage m
people to cycle into Oxford rather than using a car.

Do you hae any transport concerns?
Would you use a bus service to Wheatley?

Do you cycle to Oxford? If so do you have any concerr]
over the Horspath chicanes?

General support for a requirement for off street car parking provisi
Suggestion of a hub and spoke lsasvice to Wheatley.

Concerns about speed of cars through the village, particular for
cyclists.

Two respondents suggested a cycle path through Horspath. One |
said she no longer cycled through Horspath because of the speed
cars on the hill, wherehie road narrows; another because of the
chicanes.

Aim 8 Maintaining green spaces (the recreation grounc
Cuddesdon and Denton Greens, College Field)

The Plan could recognise the importance of the green
spaces in the villagethe recreation ground, Cuddden
and Denton Greens and College Field. It could set a pg
to prevent building on these areas.

Do you agree?

General agreement that this is important although one respondent
commented that College Fieldwned by the Collegeis different in
kind from the recreation ground and the two greens.
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Aim

Summary of comments

Aim 9 Maintaining local gaps (ie open space between
Cuddesdon and Denton, as well as Chippinghurst)

The plan could recognise the importance of what are
called “local gaps’ I e 0|
settlements, such as between Cuddesdon, Denton and
Chippinghurst. At present these are protected by the
Green Belt rules. The plan could reinforce this with
policies to maintain the gaps should the Green Belt rul
ever be relaxed.

Do you agree?

General agreemenb prevent ribbon development and maintain the
integrity of the subcommunities.

Aim 10 Supporting community facilities (Church, pub,
recreation ground and village hall)

The planning system nor m;
influence over existing buildings afakilities. But, our
neighbourhood plan could include a statement on the
importance of the community facilities and a policy thali
would support developments to maintain them at the
heart of our community.

Do you agree?

General agreememmuagt yYwif alco U t
Need to think about facilities for young people.

Aim 11 Maintaining the night sky
Street lighting is pretty minimal in all of Cuddesdon,

Denton and Chippinghurst. It is part of the character of

Again strong support both to see night skies and to maintain tina r
character of the village.
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Aim

Summary of comments

our rural community ad means that we can enjoy
looking at the stars on a clear night.

The plan could include a policy to minimise the level of
street lighting associated with new developments.

Do you agree?

One person also suggested that security lights should be set up tc

avoid their being triggered by passing pedestrians.

What else?

|l s there
should be?

anything el se wj

One respondent suggestédrmers and farms need support and

access to their fields and buildings.

Four people commented on road issues: The dangers of failing to
verges on our narrow single lane roads; the need to maintain roac

and footpaths and to deal with surface waterdapot-holes.
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Appendix & SODC comments on First Draft with Cuddesdon and Denton
Response

Firstly we would like to commend you for producing a high quality first draft. We can see that you
have put a lot of work into the documeind it shows in the quality of the work. We have tried to
provide detailed comments so that you can continue to work on the document.

As we have set out in the email, the settlement of Cuddesdon has been shown incorrectly as an
“ot her vi |l | aSpelément Hierafchbypnehe dmepging Final Publication Version 2nd
Local Plan 2022034, published in January 2019. This is an editing error as it should be shown as
“smal l er village’, with its positiachy.Theot <c h
Settlement Assessment Background Paper, which is what the Settlement Hierarchy is based on,
shows Cuddesdon as a smal l er village’

We will be proposing that this is changed in the emerging Final Publication Version 2nd Local Pla
2011-2034 thiough the modification schedule at the end of March. We suggest that moving

forward you refer to Cuddesdon as a ‘smalle
Settlement Assessment Background Paper.
Section / SODC Comments C&D Respors | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
General You make referenc
survey conducted by ORCC (now
Community Fi r-have C
you conducted any
surveys/questionnaires as part of the
neighbourhood planning process? Th
confidential survey iffom 2010, so the
information collected is now out of
date and a more recent survey would
be more appropriate.
Page 6-1. | The first section of thentroduction Ok
Introduction | could be reworded to summarise the
to planning process better. Currently the
Neighbourh | focus is on residential development,
ood however there are many other forms
Developme | of development that require planning
nt Plans- permission. We suggest you keep in
The mind when planning permsion is
Planning required as set out in the Town and
Process- Country Planning Act 1990. Wording
Paragraph | such as:
1.1-1.2
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

w2 KSy RS@St2LIYSy
out that requires planning permission
this permission needs to be obtained
from the relevant local planning
authority. To help aolcal planning
authority decide whether or not to giv|
planning permission, the local plannir
authority will assess the proposal
against the policies set out in its
development plan.

In our case, the majority of planning
applications will be determined by
South Oxfordshire District Council.
Currently, they are in the process of
producing a new Local Plan for the
period 20112034. The emerging Loca
Plan sets out the identified need and
location for housing and employment,
and supporting infrastructure, ujo
HnondQ

The emerging Local Plan is highly
supportive of neighbourhood planning
ho2SOUAPBS codm Aa
neighbourhood planning, empowering
local communities to direct
development within their area and
provide support to ensure
Neighbourhood Devebonent Plans are
deliverable, achievable and
adzadlrAylroftSQo

Page 6-
Neighbourh
ood
Planning-
Paragraph
1.3

|l nstead of have
| evel pl ans’ , we
specific in setting out the requirement
for a neighbourhood plan. Weuggest
wording such as:

Ok
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

‘Neighbourhood Development Plans
KIgS G2 YSSG OSNI
O2YRAUGAZ2YAEAQD ¢KS

a. Having regard to national
policies and advice contained il
guidance issued by the Secretd
of State it is appropriatéo
make the neighbourhood plan.

b. The making of the
neighbourhood plan contribute:
to the achievement of
sustainable development.

c. The making of the
neighbourhood plan is in gener
conformity with the strategic
policies contained in the
development plan fothe area
of the authority (or any part of
that area).

d. The making of the
neighbourhood plan does not
breach, and is otherwise
compatible with, EU obligations

e. Prescribed conditions are met i
relation to the plan and
prescribed matters have been
complied wih in connection
with the proposal for the
neighbourhood plan.

n need to
L o clmetomelplaraof
St 2LIYSy ( t

%)

We suggest you re
wi ttilS3f. adl GddzaQ

Page ~
Figure 2-
map of

Please source the map.

Done
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
Cuddesdon
and Denton
Page 8- |l nstead of sayi ngOk
Status- end of South Oxfo
Paragraph |period—2 033’ , you sh
1.10 Plan will rurfor a 15 year perioffom

2019 to 2030
Page 8 Del ete “in fact’ .[Ok
Physical
Description
—Paragraph
2.2
Page 9- | n s Areatof Outstanding Natural | Ok plus
Physical . S| dzfter Rorth Wessex Downs. | Chilterns
Description
—Paragraph
2.6
Page 9- Ratherthanayi ng t he * |Ok
Population— | population, we suggest you say:
Paragraph
2.7

‘The population of the parish KXwas

npn LIS2LI SQ

The population figure you provide in

your plan will only be a snapshot in

time, as the population in Cuddesdon

and Denton could change over the pl;

period, you need to make sure you

include a date and source for data liki

this.
Page 16- Where are the two ecclesiastical Yes
The Church | quotations? Are they in the previous
of England- | section?
Paragraph
3.4
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
Page 12 The character assessment flicks Done
15-4 between talking about Cuddesdon,
Character | Denton and Chippinghurst. To improy
Assessment| the assessment and to make it clear
when you are talking about each of th
settlements above it might be worth
having subsection on each of the
settlemerts.
Page 12-4 | We suggest you make reference to th Ok
Character | most up to date version of the
Assessment| emerging Local PlanSecond
—Paragraph| Publication Version Local Plan 2034,
4.2 published in January 2019 for
consultation.
Page 12-4 C hange * THkeerebava r ¢ Ok
Character [0 SSy Q
Assessment
—Paragraph
4.4
Page 124 | This paragraph seems slightly out of | Seems relevant | Agreed no
Character | context. Section 106 agreements are| as this is a change
Assessment| made between local authorities and | section on
—Paragraph| developerswhich make a developmen planning status
4.5 proposal acceptable in planning term{ and it is
that would not otherwise be mentioned in
acceptable. It is not clear how this other local plans
relates to the character assessment
and would therefore recommend it is
removed from this section.
Pagel2-4 |[I't i s not necess acChangedto Accepted by
Character | before Conservation Areas. “desi gn¢SODC
Assessment
—Paragraph
4.5
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
Page 12-4 | The first sentence is repeating the Modified
Character | figure already set out in paragraph 2.]
Assessment| of the plan. The plan should avoid
—Paragraph| repetition where possible, so we
4.7 guestion the necessity of paragraph
2077?
We suggest ‘ecden
wi tfarly ‘.
Page 13-4 | What new construction are you Modified to
Character | referring to here? clarify
Assessment
—Paragraph
4.12
Page 13-4 |Del et e * And’ at t/Changed |Acceptedhby
Character |sentencesdt hat iThe reacgaddi ti ofSODC
Assessment O2 Y Y SOUA2Y GAOK
—Paragraph
4.17 _
What are ‘infor mag Footpaths used
by the village
over many
years, which are
not public nor
permissive
rights of way
Pagel124 |Del et e the word ‘| Thisisbasedon Accepted by
Character the listing entry | SODC
Assessient https://historice
—Paragraph ngland.org.uk/li
4.25 sting/the-
list/list-
entry/1181267
Page 16- Please source this map. Shoul dn | Maptobe
Figure 3- close to where | moved with
Public green| _ it s f i 1 pagenowhen
spaces in This map might be better placed mentioned

alongside the policy it relates to.
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
Cuddesdon first
and Denton mentioned.
Page 18- Neighbourhood plans shadibe Probably the Revisions
Paragraph | positively written. This section is most important | accepted by
4.34-4.37 | negative and does not seek to planning issue i SODC
contribute to the aim and objectives g the village
the neighbourhood plan. This section| therefore
seems to focus on a proposal which | included.
has already obtained planning Opinions
permission. changed to the
facts
We would recommend that thisestion
is removed from the neighbourhood
plan.
Page 19 What do heritage groupachieve The concept of | Use Baldons
Heritage beyond listed building protection? Th¢ Heritage Groups para 3.6.4 and
Groups- text says, ‘' des er|istakenfrom include photos
Paragraph | inappropriate development to the Baldons
4.38 mai nt ai n t hwouldthe h NDP. They
listed status of the buildings not include both
achieve this anyway? listed and non
listed buildings
and provide a
What do you mean by heritage group| finer grain of
Do you haveiny maps showing these | detail than the
groups? Do you have an evidence 10| jisting system.
support why these groups deserve to
be recognised?
Page 19/20 | In light of what we have said above | Done
—Paragraph| regarding the settlement hierarchy, w
4.39 recommend that you refer directly to

the Settlement Assessment
Background Paper vith categorises
Cuddesdon as a ‘S

Given this is just an editing error we
will be proposing to amend the
emerging Final Publication Versiof{ 2

Local Plan 20112034 through the
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
modification schedule at the end of
March.
We suggest thayour text is updated
accordingly, in line with the Settlemer
Assessment Background Paper.
Page 20- We suggest you rephrase the senten( Changed to
Transport- |* Because of the n®* Houses
Paragraph | is difficult, particularly in the High High Street and
4.43 Street and on De nonDenton Hill
read bet tEheneedfforacyg are close
makes parking difficult, particularly in| together and
GKS | A3K { GNBS{ [ manydonot
havespace for
off-road
parking, making
parking in the
Sstreet (
Page 22- What are informal footpaths? Are you No. See above
Views and | referring to public rights of way?
Gaps-
Paragraph
4.61
Page 23- You have said how you need to inclu¢ Done
Table 4- images of the views, this will enhance
Description | this section of your plan.
of views
from and of
Cuddesdon
Page 22 Paragraph 4.60 talks about maintainii Done
24—-Views | the gaps between the settlement, but
and Gaps | no further explanation or image

showing the gaps is provided in the
plan or supporting documents. If you
want to protect the gaps you need to
clearly identify them (maps) and
provide evidence as to why they are

important. It needs to be based on
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May

robust evidence. Whilst we appreciat
you have the Character Assessment
produced by Lepus this document
focuses on the landscape types acrog
the neighbourhood area and not so
much the value of the landscape and
this warrants further protection from g
policy in your neighbourhood plan.

A nunber of other SODC
Neighbourhood Plans have included
Local Gaps policies, we suggest you
look at them to see how they have
presented the information and the
evidence collectedBrightwell cum
Sotwell, Pyrton and East Hagbourne
are some examples.

Page24 — Please source the map.

Figure 4-

Key views in

the plan View G looks as if it might be outside| Adjusted
area the plan area. The neighbourhood ple

will only have influence within the
designated plan area, so we would
advise that all views are kept within
the designated area.

Page 25 In light of what we have said above | Done
Key regarding the settlement hierarchy, w
Elements- | recommend that you refer directly to
Paragraph | the Settlement Assessment

4.70 Background Paper which categorises
Cuddesdoms a ‘“ Smal | e

We suggest that your text is updated
accordingly, in line with the Settlemer
Assessment Background Paper.
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
Page 25 In this section you flit between talking Do n’ t t | Accepted by
26 —Key about Cuddesdon, Denton and appropriate for | SODC
Elements Chippinghurstwhich can make it hard| two paragraphs
to follow at times. It might be worth | in a summary
having suksections for each of the section
settlements, so we are clear when yo
are talking about Cuddesdon and wh
you are talking about Chippinghurst.
Page 27 Land use, geology and scilsvhen you | Changed
Table 5- say ‘within vill a
Sustainabilit| something you have defined as part ¢
y objectives | the neighbourhood planWe suggest
“ b ound glced with¥d dzA d |
I NB I Q
Page286 ([You say ‘“within v Changed
Vision, Aimsihowever on the ba
and something your plan has defined we
Objectives- [sugge st o gzbful simzghdl
Objective 7
Page29—-6 | In this objective you encourage From the Indude parato
Vision, Aims| development that will meet the needs| consultations | summarise
and of younger adults and their families af results
Objectives- | prices they can afford. Have you got
Objective 9 | the evidence to support this?
Page 306- Before each policy you set out the air] Copied from
38-7 and objectives that that policy is another
Neighbourh | intended to address. Whilst we adopted plan
ood Plan appreciate what you are tryingtodoiiwh i ch 1~
Policies IS not necessary to set out ialf the lost so ok

aims and objectives as you have
already set them out in the vision, ain
and objectives section, it would be
suffice to juBhts s
policy is intended to address the villag
character and landscape character af
biodiversity aims, meting objectives 1

H Y p I Dding iRlikectiis@ould
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

save a lot of space and avoid
unnecessary duplication.

Instead of setting out the aims and
objectives we suggest you include
some introductory text before the
policy, providing some rationaleg st is
clear why this policy has been
included. Some of this text may be ak
to be drawn from
section you have included after the

policy.

The lists in your policies shoulde

el tm®E AHPZoradc.,md
S X The current system which mimics
paragraph numbers could be confusir
to the reader.

Ok

Page 31
Policy CD*
General
Principles

The title of the policy is very vague. It
might be worthr e na mi ng i
Devel opment Pring

This was taken
straight from
the now
adopted
Baldons plan
but changed

Planning policies should be positively,
worded, we suggest that throughout
your plan you f og
supported’ ap@gorw

Noted

We suggest for this policy the wording
is amended to read ‘New
development proposals will be
supported where they have regard to
GKS F2fft2Ay3.3Sy

This was taken
straight from
the now
adopted
Baldons plan. It
isstronger than
the suggestion.
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

The list has paragraph numbers, we
suggest you use numbers of letters fc
all your policies that have criteria or
points, fvMorZ eixdazarp
I @3 0 P Thid b ApplicabIZ to
all your policies

Ok

l1.1-Rat her than sa\y
Local Pl an’ , 8@DCs
adopted development pl&ikhis will
help to futureproof your plan
considering both the current
development plan policies and
emerging policies in the Local Plan.

Ok

1.3—The key gaps need to be better
identified. The Character Assessmen
in the neighbourhood plan briefly
discusses them but no visuals have
been provided and asides from being
“important to mai
character of the
is proviced. We have explained above
how further evidence and justification
is needed on this.

If gaps are something you want to
include in the neighbourhood plan, yg
should have them in a separate polic
You will need to reassess your
character assessment tosure there
is the justification available for why th
gap is needed and that the extent of i
justifiable.

From looking at the Landscape
Character Assessment produced by

Lepus, it seems more descriptive,

Done
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
providing an assessment of the
landscape typesather than the value
of the landscape.
1.4—We suggest this includes Done

i ndi vi dual herit

Heritage Groups.

15-1 ns2KENB | LR L
currently it is overly restrictive.

Taken verbatim
from the
Baldons plan

Where
appropriate
agreed—to be
included

1.6—To better align with the NPF we
suggest instead o
appropriate to the Green Belt and are
consistent

wi t h .. , areyappuoprmta tp the
Green Belt or can demonstrate very
special circumstaces and are
O2yaAraidasSyid sAlGKX(

Ok

Same as 1. 1, rat h

SODC Local Pl an’ ,

‘SODG@dopted development Pl&h

OK
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
Page 31 The text will need updating and Done
Justification | expanding to reflect the most recent
text version of the emerging Local Plan.
Page 32/33 | Del et e second ‘ of|Ok
—Policy CD2
—Design
Principles |{Why have you sai dCuddesdnand |Delete
Denton’”? What abagDentonisthe |* Cuddes
Why have you included Denton? As | name of the and Den
worded it would apply to Cuddesdon | parish and
and Denton only. If it is an overarchin| therefore
policy woul dn’t iincludes
to the whole plan area? Chippinghurst ig
it does apply to
the whole plan
area
The grammar in this list needs
checking.
2.7—Parking needs to be delivered in Taken verbatim | Check East
accordance with thedopted parking | from another Hagbourne
standards, this may not tally with youl plan which | policy and OC(
requirementstreef or |[can’t n (standards
par king space f or| Modifiedtoa

this basis and to ensure the policy is i
general conformity with the

devel opment tparkingp
will be delivered in aordance with the
Oxfordshire County Council adopted
LI NJAy3 a4 yRI NR3

minimum of two
places with the
get-out clause
left in place.

28-1 ns2K$NB Llasdta A ¢
would be unreasonable to require it
from all scales/types of development.
This more closely aligns with the
emerging Local Plan policy.

( Leave. May be

superseded by
emerging local
plan.
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
2.9—What standardgor energy Done
efficiency are you referring to? It migh
be worth more closely aligning the
wording of this point with the
emerging Local Plan to help
futureproof the policy.
2.10—Would this point not already be| No. Overheating Accepted by
covered by requiring high quality is not well SODC
design? covered at the
moment.
The final sentence of this policy is Taken from Agreed to
negatively worded and not necessary, another plan— | delete.
as the points are already covered by | permitted
the policies (CD1 and CD2). We sugg changed to
it is deleted. supported.
Page 33- 2.—Text will need expanding and Done
Justification | updating/checking to reflect the most
text up to date version of the emerging
Local Plan.
Page 34- 3.1-Is it necessary to say that this plg Yes. Itis a Agreed to
Policy CD3 | does not allocate any land for housin¢ conscious policy include in text
Housing in the policy? This might be better decision given | instead.

suited in the supporting text, with an
explanation provided as to why no
allocations are made.

Repl ace * SODC

3.2
‘SODCR2 LI SR RS@St 21

a. This is the definition of infill
development from the emerging Loca
Plan. 3.2 already says that applicatiol

for inf il | and r

the capacity of
the parish for
new
development.

Done

Yes for sense.
(The reader
doesn’ t
be cross
checking with
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

therefore is it necessary to include
this?

3.3—Paolicy need to be positively
worded, this text is better suited as
supporting text. It is not for policy to
pre-determine whether a proposal is
going to be acceptable. Also, referring
to the Local Plan policy in the policy
could mean there is a risk of the polic
becoming out of date quaker.

In addition when referring to the Loca
Plan you need to be clear when you 4
referring to the emerging Local Plan.

3.4—This point is overly restrictive an
not in general conformity with the
development plan policies. Policy H1(
intheLocaP |l an i s the
exception sites policy. One of the key
tests of this policy is meeting a local
need. Therefore, your policy limiting i
to ‘“a single affaqg
with *up to five
restrictive as it does not have reghto
the identified local need.

We suggest you consider using similg
wording to the development plan
policy (Policy H10), focusing on small

scale development within or adjoining

another
document.)

This is a policy
decision to steer
development
away from
Denton and
Chippinghurst
and towards
Cuddesdon.
“Per mitt
changed to
‘“suppor t

Ok

This policy is in
addition to
Policy H16-
focusing on
brownfield land
as advised by
Ricardo.

SODC to
suggest
alternative
wording for

policy

SODC to
confirm
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

villages, where there is a local needs
that cannot be accommodated in any
other way, that arrangements ensure
remains available for local people anc
that the benefits of affordable housing
remain in perpetuity, and there are nc
overriding amenity, environmental,
design or highway objections.

Lease also consider the emergiragal
Plan Policy H10, which is the emergir
policy for exception sites.

Neighbourhood plan should add a log
level of detail to the development plar
Is it necessary to include this point,
considering the development plan
policy and emerging Local Plaalipgy
(Policy H10)?

3.5—Why is this focused on Dove
House Farm? Would it not be better t|
s a pevelopments that includes
affordable housing and social housing
for rent and meets all relevant
requirements set out in other policies
this plan in the SDC development pla
gAff 0S5 . Bhidawdiid tan S R
cover all development.

Removed. Now
covered by
SODC Local pla
with closure of
loophole.

Page 35-
Justification
text

The textrelating to the emerging Loca
Plan needs to refer to the most up to
date version and be expanded.

Done

Page 35-
Policy CD4

C

han * SODC $QDE 3
I R2 LJ

~

1SR RS@St 2 LIVS

g e
S

Done
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

Community
Facilities

4.1—We suggest that you haveliat of
community facilities in the supporting
text, as opposed to the policy. This wj
help to futureproof your plan and
make it easier to make changes (e.g.
add a facility to the list or remove one

Taken straight
from the
Baldons plan
but ok.

Other neighbourhood plans have use
their community facilities policies to
not only support further development
but also add some protection to
existing facilities. You could consider
using wording such as:

‘Proposals that will result in either the
lossof, or significant harm to an
identified community facility, will be
resisted, unless it can be clearly
demonstrated that the operation of th
facility, or of another community use (
the facility, is no longer economically
viable, or that there is an alteative,
accessible location within or adjoining
0KS o0dzAf G dzZLJ.F NBF

ok

4.2—-You specifically pull out facilities
for young people in this part of the
policy. Has it been identified that this
needed in the area? Where is the
evidenceto support this?

Yes A survey for
the Parish plan

Include
comments
from
consultations

Page 35-
Justification
text

Are the church, pub and village hall th
only community facilities in the plan
area?

Recreation
ground added

Page 36-
Policy CD5

The Local Green Spaces policy shoul
be accompanied by a map showing tt

green spaces. Figure 3 shown earlier

Discuss

Agreed. To be
moved
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Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

LocalGreen
Spaces

the plan, should be brought forward t(
sit next to this policy.

Paragraph 101 of the NPPF sets
that policies for managing
development within a Local Green
Space should be consistent with thos
for Green Belts. As currently phrased
the second paragraph is not consistel
with Green Belt policy, we suggest to
simplify this and ensure it more cloge|
aligns with paragraph 101, the wordir]
is modified as follows:

‘New development will not be
permitted on land designated as Loce
Green Space except in very special
OANDdzraidl yoSaoQ

Ok

Page 36/37

Justification
text

The reference to the NPPF needs
updating to refer to the most recent
NPPF. We suggest the text is modifie
to read:

‘Paragraph 100 of the NPPF sets out
the criteria for Local Green Space
designations:

G¢KS [201Ff DNBSy
should only be used where green spe
IS:

a) In reasonably close proximity to
the community it serves;

b) Demonstrably special to a local
community and holds a
particular local significance, for
example because of its beauty,
historic significance, recreationg

value (including as a playing

Ok
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
field), tranquility or richness of
its wildlife; and
c) Local in character and is not an
SEGSyardgsS (NF O
The justification text would be better
suited as introductory text.
Page 37 a. It is overly restrictive and unduly | Taken from SODC to
Policy CD6& | onerous to require development to | Baldons plan. | provide sample
Local reduce traffic into and out of the See homeworking
Employmen | parish. It should be expected to policy

t

mitigate its own impact, but we are nc
sure that you can justify requiring a
reduction. We therefore suggest this i
omitted form the policy.

sustainability
analysis plus
OCC policies.
The aim is to
reduce travel by
providing local
employment
not increasing
travel by
providing
employment
here for people
elsewhere.

C. ChSaOngCe L‘'o wa tSOPC
I R2LJGSR RS@St 2 LIVS

Done

e. Is it not the Oxfordshire County
Council standards?

Ok
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respores | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May
62-Thi s text doesinOk
targeted at employment development
You have already set out in Policy CL
point 1.6 thatproposals for
development outside of the built up
area of Cuddesdon will only be
supported if they are appropriate to
the Green Belt location or can
demonstrate very special
circumstances. It is therefore not
appropriate to include this again in thi
policy, as employment would be
covered by CD1.
Page37— This text focuses on reducing the neg Taken from SODC to
Justification | to travel for work, is this something | Baldons plan. | provide sample
text which has been identified as an issue homeworking
the parish? Do you have any policy CS as
information on the amount/level of | S€€ above.
people that travel outside the parish | Sustainability
for work? Is this feasible unless analysis plus
employment is provided in the area? | O©CC policies.
The aim is to
reduce travel by
providing local
employment
not increasing
travel by
providing
employment her
for people
elsewhere.
Page 38 South Oxfordshire have had commen Taken verbatim
Community |[f r om Exami ner ' s g@fromthe
Infrastructur | this. Thewording of your policy is very adopted
e Levy (CIL)| similar to that used by Benson. The | Baldons plan.
Priorities Examiner’s Report

Neighbourhood Plan set out:

‘This policys stating how CIL receipts

will be spent. It is not clear whether

Converted to a
Statement
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Section /
Policy

SODC Comments

C&D Respors

SODC/C&D
meeting 1 May

this is a statement of intent on behalf
of the Parish Council or an attempt to
O2YYAU GKS 5AadN
CIL funds. In any case | do not see th
it is a policy that can be used to
determine a planning application. It is
perfectly appropriate for the Parish
Council to be indicating, in its
neighbourhood plan, the projects it is
proposing to support from CIL funds,
but that should not be a development
plan policy. It can be included within
the supporting text or even identified
as a Community Aspirations.

That the policy be deleted with the
wording included either as a
Community Aspiration or included
GAUKAY GKS .adeliikisoN
this can be foundhere.

Taking this into account, our

recommendation to you is the same &
the Examiner’'s faqg
policy be deleted and the information
presented as a community aspiration,

Page 39-
15
Neighbourh
ood Plan
Statements

Same as in the policies section, itis
necessary to repeat in full the aims ai
objectives which relate to the
statements.

ok

Page 39/40
— Statement
1 —Possible
Expressway

The points raised areutside the scope
of the NDP. You can provide factual
information about the possible
expressway in discussing the context
the neighbourhood plan area, howevg
it is not appropriate to speculate on
process and likely effects, particularly
since it is nbcurrently known what
mitigation would be put in place.

This statement
consists entirely
of facts.

It is a statement
not a policy
because it is
beyond the
competence of
an NDP.
included

All statements
to be taken out
of the boxes.
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Section / SODC Comments C&D Respors | SODC/C&D
Policy meeting 1 May

because itis a
matter of the
deepest concerr
to all residents
of the parish.

Extra section
included at new
4 .55

Appendix @ Summary of O#ine and Paper responses to Brgmission
Consultation

Cuddesdon & Denton Neighbourhood Plan

30 responses

Please could you give us your postcode so that we know whether
or not you live in the parish and roughly where

30 rezponses

3 (10%)

Oxdd BET OXdd BHE OX44 BJF DOXa4 348 OX448)= oK.
D44 gHJ CE44 940 CE4A4 BJH OX449HE oxd4Bez

The plan begins by describing the parish in some detail. Do you
agree with the description?

30 rezponzes
."r'u-:
P ro




If you want to make a comment on the description, please can you

start with the number of the paragraph you wish to comment on and
then add your comment

¥ rezponsas

in Table 3 on Pege 22, section E, Tenton Lane” should be comected to 'Denton Hill*
Well writtan
Plan p &1 Pleaze allow the verges fo be cut once a year only and use their height as a traffic calmer.

Thanks for all the research to gather swch a chear picture

Proposed policies

The plan includes eight proposed planning policies. Do you agree
with them?

30 regponses

@ sgree wiih all
@ Agres wiih some
@ agree wih none

Policy CD1 - General development principles. Please enter any
comments here

? rasponses
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The separation of Denton and Chippinghurst from development in Cuddesdon is very welcome.

We ghould support limited houszing - wery much agrea

Policy CD2 — Design principles - Please enter any comments here

? regponeEes

The Dovehouss development envisages a footpath with lighting beteeen the new development and the
centre of Cuddesdon next to the lane which goes to the mill. This is in contravention of policy bivi).

Sadly, it was the wizsh of the community that pedestrian access was not via a footpath through the
churchyard, which would heve opened up the churchyeard to more general use as is the case in most other
commiunities.

Very much egree - maintain a dark sky at night. That is 50 rare these daye

Policy CD3 - Housing infill developments - Please enter any comments
here

¥ rezponees

Conversion of existing kama close to residential housing and with offroed parking shouldn' be
prohibited.

We believe that the Dove House Bam development opportunity could be an important enhancement to the
village, particularly if a formula could be found to include some social housing. However, even if social
housing cannot be included, we believe that a development that meats the principles described elaewhera
in The Plan would be a windwin...... .more housing end a significantly improved visual approgch to the
village.

Any howsing will need to consider infrastructure - re Thames Weter comments

i) no cutward extenaion of the village vitally important

Policy CD4 — Residential parking - Please enter any comments here

5 regponeEses



We fully endorse the staterments in The Plan.
It would be nice if people who have car parking spece within their premises use them

It i important that street parking gets no worsa.

Whilst there iz congested parking on Denton HillY High Street, thia does slow the traffic considerably
which iz a good thing. If parking is increased on the recreation ground, it will just fill up and we wall =till
have the same problem. Ask people with gareges to use them for cars, not junk.

Symipathy with residents without parking places. Please discowrage parking (by visitors) which puts
wheelchair users and pushchairs at risk. Usually OK to park on roadside without encroachment on
pavemnent eg alongzide the college.

Policy CD5 - Community facilities - Please enter any comments here

¥ razponses

We fully endorse the statermnents im The Plan.

Should we look at an emergency sutomated defibrillator placement in the village considering we are a
rural village with a significant population of working age people?

| would like to see the allotment sites listed specifically as a community facility

| would like to see more mention of the allotments in the plan since they are an important community
facility.

Policy CD6 — Local Green Gap - Please enter any comments here

3 responses

We fully endorse the statements in The Plan.

Particularly like this concept

‘ery much sgree

Policy CD7 - Local green spaces - Please enter any comments here
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3 responses

we fully endorse the staternents in The Plan.

It Is very imipariant that the three gresn spaces in the parish are protected against possible development.
Demton Green was designiated as a village green in 1972 and so it Is protected. The recreation ground and
Cuddesdon Green have mot been designated as village greens, and they must be so they are also
protected from dewelopmment.

Vial to keep the rec as a whole - nie parking - of Immienss benefit to the yvoung of the village.

CD8 — Home working - Please enter any comments here

4 rEsponses

Chippinghuwrst still deesn® kave fibre broad band. This makes warking from hkomie swery frostrating
Imipraved broadband to Chippinghurst which is one mile from Cuddesdon hub
To improve Infrasirecturs, specifically miermet connection

To encourage work at home much faster broadband is required In Dentan

Proposed statements

The plan includes five proposed statements. Do You agree with
them?

30 responses

@ aAgree aith an
i agres with soma
0 agres with none
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Statement 1 — Possible expressway - Please enter your comments here
if you wish

10 responsss

Mo exprassway hers

In cwr wiew 1h1s is the most severe threat ourrently facing cur Community, and we commend the effarts of
the Auotion Group.

We gre oppased to the sxpressway spolling areas of outstanding natural beauty, wildlife habitat, flars and
fauna.

This comment ks to reinfarce our strong support for the Objectives and Stat=ment 1 paragraphs 1.1 1o 1.4,
Total wasie of money. Sort out the existing roads first

Mare emphasis an the possible route aver the River Thame. & beautiful fver will die sndemeath a
maiorway, which is whai if is: Expressway is an absurd name.

Ahzodufely no sense in 2 cosridors, or in starfing the expressway sauth of Ouford.
Wiauld b= tragic far the village

| thilnik the cas= against an Expresswat can not be over stated for all the reasons meantioned In the
doowment

Very conoemed that the sxpressway would undermine anything this plan could aohieye.

Statement 2 — Sustainable transport - Please enter any comments here

4 responses

The idea of extending the Pick Me Up service sesms very consiructive.

There needs 1o be a safe route to Wheatley for both cyaling and walking, to gain socess ta the bus
sarvice,

para ¥l This has besn ongodng - The waber causes more dangerous potholes and oy roads
para vil Why are the developers and fufure developers not responsibée for repains?

& bus 1o the Thomhilll Park snd Ride waould bs useful
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Statement 3 — Landscape character and biodiversity - Please enter any
comments here

fi rEsponses

Kuntjac deer damages hedgerows and should be culled regulary

Hugely Impariant that this be purswed. Current vandalism on the part of farmers kas resutted In further
devasiation of lengthy stretohes of hedgerows and disfigurement of previowsly handsome trees. This
vandallsm and lack of concern for wild-life habitat is unfargivable.

Pl=ase preserve and do nat spall i#)

11 weould be nice to see less fre=s and hedges out down. Mare irees have besn remaved in the st y=ar
than In the last 80 years.

Demton Brook and surrcunds are regarded as important. Enviranment Agency deals with amy sewape
pollution immediatehy

Mare emphasis on the benefits of the River Thame for fishing and wildiife.

Statement 4 — Assets of community value - Please enter any
comments here

2 MEsSponses

We agres that the pub should be list=d as an Asset of Community Yalue, but recognise the dificulties of
making it a viable busness.

Essential fo pet pub & cammunily asset

Statement 5 — Community infrastructure priorities - Please enter any
comments here

A responses.

Al verges to grow
Does outting the wverges 1) contradict bird nesting good practioe? 2) Increase speed of traffio?

Part of amv leww cold hes sed 80 heeln widh comdinnesd restoeadinn af more allafmend and snd neovisinn of
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wrater. Alotmaents useful facility for many beneficial reasons, alse a place whers stude=nts and village
Imteract with wider benefits far the village.

i ] r - F. ] o ! -
ANy other comiments

Please add any other comments you want to make here:

10 responses

The curse of the pothole. We know it 15 mentioned elsewhers but we wish 1o emphasise aur vies that the
siate of the road surface through the village s disgreceful....... dangerous, unsightly and makes The
HMelghbourhicod look neglected.

Maybe | missed 18, but | think the plan should mention the quistness of the village. The Peace and quiet of
the village Is part of the charscier, & great detalled and comprehensive plan.

1t would be & shame to ruin sech a kovely village with any new housing developmients ar roads.

wihilst | agres that there is itthe that can be done about the cars parked af the top of Denton Hill if there i1s
no whiere else for the residents 1o park, it 1s stll very dangerous. As a oyclist | have on many ocoasions |
hiave had to wait by the old shop ta let cars throwgh. |t is guite alarming when cars are coming from both
directians at cnoe, it 15 a blind comer, often thers 15 a car parked on the 'slow’ sign painted on the rosd,
and | have had 1o 'flag’ the cars down to warn them. There should be & warning sign here that csrs could

be approsching an the wrong side of the road, there showld alsa be a 2Z0mph restrictian throeghouwt the
buiht up ar=a= of Cuddesdon and Denton.

within the transport sectan safe ovcle tracks were s2en as imiportant and falling shioet within the ares -
safe footpaths are also Important especially as the speed of traffic inte and throwgh the village 1s oft=n
unacoeptable

Thank wau for all the hard wosk putting the plan together

Statmments all maich the good =thios and show we are nat living in the past and being negative

& vast amaount of work has been done by the committtee. it will all be wasted when the biocdversity, the
views, the communitizs, the darkness, the peace eto |5 destroyed by an sxpressway.

Just thank wou for all vour efforts

Excellent document and gives an acowste picture of owr community and its snyirans
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AppendixE¢ Summary o5ODC Comments tm Presubmission Consultatiomith Cuddesdon and Denton
responses

Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

General comment;

We note that the NDP group have taken on board a lot of our comments and ag
we have provided them with previously and we commend their efforts.

Please note that the Secretary of State wrote to South Oxfordshire District Cour
9 October 2019 and imposed a Holding Direction on the Council which means
are unable to take any steps in connection with the adoption of our emerging L¢
Plan 2034 (linkere). The Holding Direction meansetlemerging Local Plan 2034 h
no effect while the direction is in force (Housing and Planning Act 2016 (145) (5

Footnote added to para 1.3

Page2*' 5. As
“Small er’
settlement with
minimal services and
within the Green Belt,
Cuddesdon and Dentg
IS not expected to grov
significan

Please rephrase this paragraph as Cuddesdon is classif
a ‘smal l er v inton aadyGhippingharst arg
not classified. Also when referring to Cuddesdon and
Denton we recommend you refer to the Cuddesdon and
Denton parish or neighbourhood plan area as this will al
include Chippinghurst and surrounding areas of open
countryside.

Redrafted:
/| dZRRS&aAR2Yy A& RSaAdy
unsustainable settlement with minimal
services and within the Green Belt and is 1
expected to grow significantly. Denton and
Chippinghurst are not classified meaning
that growth is even less likely
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Ref Policy Comments Response by Cuddesdon and Denton
4 |Page2-‘ 9. T h ¢Werecommend referring to the parish of Cuddesdon an Cuddesdon and Denton has been used
sets of a vision to Denton instead of just Cuddesdon and Dentoratoid throughout to indicate the whole parish. Th
“mai nt ain excluding other areas that are found within the NDP are| is its name. But appreciate this could be
and Denton as a interpreted differently. So changed as
unique and desirable suggested.
place to live for people
at all stages of their
Il i ves ..
5 |Page8°‘ 1. 1 M Werecommend deleting the word major from the senterl Changed

people know that
anyone waiting to
makemajor
modificationsto their
house or to put up a
new one must get
planning permission
from the relevant
councit or Planning
Authority. In fact the
planning process
covers much more

than justnewh o u s

as it is not just major modifications that require planning
permission, for example in some circumstances a new
window would require planning permission.
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

Page8‘ 1. 2 Wi
development is being
carried out that
requires planning
permission, this
permission needs to b
obtained from the
relevant local planning
authority. To help a
local

planning authority
decide whether or not
to give planning
permissia, the local
planning authority will
assess the proposal
against the policies se
out in its development
pl an.’

This sentence is a bit confusing as it makes it sound like
development is already commencing before gaining
planning permission.

We therefore would recommend amending this sentence
to:

Devel opment proposals th
will be considered by the local planning authority (South
Oxfordshire District Coun

Changed to:

The planning authority will assess the
proposalsagainst the policies set out in its
Local Plan before deciding whether or not
give planning permission.

Page8 1. 3 |
the majority of
planning applications
will be determined by

n

Planning applications for the NDP area will be determing
by South Oxfordshire District Council. If you accept the
change suggested in comment 5 you will not need
paragraph 1.3.

“Majority” del eted.
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

South Oxfordshire
District

Council .’

Page3-* 1. 6 TI
they are approved by
more than 50% of the
community in a
referendum they
become part of the
Development Plan,
with the same legal
status.’

As you are detailing the process in this section we
therefore also recommend including a pgraph before
this one to mention that an independent examination wil
take place prior to a referendum.

Process updated.

Page9 1. 7 Th
proposal to prepare a
Neighbourhood

Development Plan for
Cuddesdon and
Denton..."~

We recommend amending this sentence to refer to the
whole parish instead of just Cuddesdon and Denton.

Changed

10

Page 16-Figure 2-
Map of Cuddesdon an
Denton Parish

We have noticed that the red line showing the
neighbourhood plan area has missed a tiny little bit by

Done
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

Sluice this needs to be amended, we have sent through
amended map via email already.

11

Pagel1lt* 1. 10
from Locality was useq
to fund a Character
Assessment by Lepus
Consulting. A further
grant from South
Oxfordshire District
Council was used to
cover ot he

to covetoo
preparation.’

We recommend chaspi ng
thecostso f pl an

Done

12

Pagel: * 1. 11
will also be a public
consultation on the
draft Neighbourhood
Plan with a public
meeting near the

end of the consultation
period. "’

Please amend this paragraph as it is referring to the pre
submission consultation which is yet to happen when in
it would be happening alongside the publication of this
version of the plan.

Done
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

13

Pagel1:t‘ 1. 12
document is a fourth
draft for discussion
with South Oxfordshire
District Council and
others after
incorporation of their
comments and those
made by the
Committee and Parish
Counci | ’

Please amend this paragraph as this is the presssion
consultation version not a draft for discussion with SOD

Done

14

Pagel1: * 1. 13
complete and if
approved by a village
referendum, the Plan
will run for a 15 year
period from 2019 to

2034."°

Please amend this sentence to:
‘“when complete and foll ow
pl an wil |l run for a 15 ye

Done

Pagel5* 4. 3 C
Cuddesdon is on the
borderline between a
“Small er’

It is not clear what evidence this statement is based on.
settlement is identified as a smaller village in the Core
Strategy 2012. The Settlement Assessment suppgur
emerging Local Plan identifies Cuddesdon as a smaller

The evidences the changes in classificatio
based on changes in the scoring system s
out in para 4.2.
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

village. It has a pub
which serves food and
a recreation ground
with play equipment
and goal posts which
are weighted to score
high. It does not have
any of the faciliies
which make a
community sustainable
- public transport,
shops, school or
surgery.

7

village, the current wording seems to try and insinuate tt
there is an additional category that exists between the
“small er and ot her’ wvill
position, this igot the case. Some settlements classified
“other villages’ have a h
beyond a simple numerical total have justified their lowe
classification, these reasons are highlighted in appendix
of the settlement assessment BP

The following facilities were scored:
A Drinking establishment/restaurant x1
(score multiplied to give total of 2)

Place of Worship x1
Village/Community Hall x1
Sports Pitch x1
Allotments x1

Public Open Space x1
Playground x1

To o o To Io I

The total services and facilities score for each settlemern
was doubled to give greater weight to this component of

the overall score. For

The paragraph is not trying to insinuate thg
there is an additional category. It is reflecti
the difficulty of any scoring system of
capturing the nuances dhe real world.

The crucial point is that without public
transport the parish cannot be considered
sustainable.
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

Cuddesdon this gave a score of 16. Greater weight is gi
to facilities score over other aspects in the assessment
based on the importance of a settlement being able to
provide local services rather than these services having
be assessed in another settlement.

Cuddesdon as a smal l er v
for limited growth. While public transpodnd access to
shops, school or GPs surgery are important all the
facility/service types in appendix 2 can contribute to the
sustainability of a settlement. The weighting of the score
appendix 2 of the assessment reflects the importance/v:
of particulr services. It is probably not proportional to
expect the provision of many higher level facilities the
smaller village category.

As such the lack of certain service can be highlighted by
not in the context of this making the settlement
unsustainable.

We suggest amending the wording to:
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

“Cuddesdon is classified
Settlement Hierarchy. It has a pub which serves food an
recreation ground with play equipment and goal posts (|
other facilities listed above) whicare weighted based on
their value to the sustainability of the settlement.

However, the settlement lacks certain facilities which the
community feels would make the settlement more

sustainablepu bl i ¢ transport, sh

16

Page ‘4.5
version of the National
Planning Policy

Framework discourage
the growth of small
unsustainable parishes
such as Cuddesdon at
Denton. It argues that
“Significa
development should b
focused on locations
which are or can

be made sustainable,
through limiting the

need to travel and

The NPPF is not discouraging development instead plea
amend the paragraph to:

The NPPF directsgnificantdevelopment to more
sustainable locations. Development of an appropriate s¢
is not discouraged in lesastainable settlements.

Amended to “The | at
National Planning Policy Framework
discourages significant development in
unsustainable parishes such as Cuddesdqg

and Denton.”

70



Ref Policy Comments Response by Cuddesdon and Denton
offering agenuine
choice of transport
modes .’

17 | Figure 11 Key views it Neighbourhood plan policies cannot affect areas outsidg Will ask you to have it redrawn

the plan area

the designated neighbourhood area. Please amend the
so that there are no arrows outside the NDP area.

18 | Page 35 Figure 12-20| Please make sure all the photos are taken from public | They were
photos vantage points.

19 | Page 39-° 4. 9 0 | Denton is not classified in the settlement hierarchy see | Changed to two paragraphs
Cuddesdon and Dentd appendix 4 of the Core Strategy, as such the first part of 313
is classified as a EirligraC?Rnleeds to be amended to be in accordance w Cuddesdon is classi
“Smal l er y ' within the Distri¢ Council settlement
Village’' i hierarchy. This means that Cuddesdon is

Council settlement
hierarchy, meaning
that it is not expected
to grow significantly
because of its lack of
services and public
transport, as well as

the constraints of the

Please amend the paragraph to reflect Policy CSS1 of t
South Oxfordshire Core Strategy 2012:

‘“Cuddesdon is c¢classified
is not classified in the District Council settlement hierarc

required to contribute towards delivering
additional housing to meet the overall
housing requirement of South Oxfordshire
because of its lack of services and public
transport. Given the consaints of the Greer
Belt, any growth will likely come from
infilling, conversions or subdivision of
existing properties
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

Green Belt. Thus any
growth will probably
be due to infillng or

conversion

Cuddesdon is not required montribute towards delivering
additional housing to meet the overall housing requirem
of South

Oxfordshire. Developemnt proposals in Denton

shouldrelate to very specific needs such as those of the
agricultural industry or enhancement of the environme

Cuddesdon is located in the Green Belt therefore additic
growth will likely come from infilling, conversions or

subdivision of existing p

1.2

Denton and Chippinghurst are not classifie
in the settlement hierarchy This means thg
development proposals in Denton and
Chippinghurst should relate to very specifi
needs such as those of the agricultural
industry or enhancement of the environme

20

Page 44 POLICY CB1
General Development
Principles

New development
must conform to the
following general
principles:

As suggested before, to avoid being overly restrictive ar
unduly onerous we recommend replacing the first part o
the policy with:

New d e vtproposplsnvéllibe supported where the
have regard to the follow

a) Taken straight from the made version O
the Baldons Plan
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

a) Proposals for infill
development within
the built-up area of

Cuddesdon itself will b
supported, provided
they accord with all
relevant requirements
set out in other policies

In regards to the individual criteria we recommend the
following:

Criteria & Policy H4 of the South Oxfordshire Local Pla
2011 cover infill development in a more detailed manne
we therefore recommend this criteria is removed.

This is included to show that we do suppo
development within Cuddesdon; the type ¢
development we support and to distinguisk
Cuddesdon from Denton and Chippinghur

in this plan and in the
SODC adopted
development plan; ang

b) The
development preserve
or enhances the
important and valuable
aspects of key ®ivs
either of or from the

The Conservation team also raised the following comme
in regards to criteria a:

(a) Please consider how infill development might be
achievedandpreserve the views that are identified on thé
map. Do these aims conflict?

Do you mean criteria b)?

Il n gener al dolheoughthee w
building lines so unlikely to conflict but eac
application should be considered on its
merits.

settlements, as
identified in the
Character

For criteria b we suggest the wording is amended to alig
with the Adopted Baldons NDP which was successful at
examination. We suggest you use of the below wording

Tense changed in this paragraph and two
subsequent ones
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

Assessment (Chapter
and detailed in
Appendix

C; and

c) The
development maintain

b) The development should preserve or enhance
important and valuable aspects of kegws either o
or from the settlements, as identified in the

Character Assessment (Chapter 4) and detailed it
Appendix C;and

the visual importance
and setting of
individual heritage
assets and the Heritag
Groups as designated
in the

Character Assessmen

Criteria c please amend the wording to use the term
‘i denti fied’ instead of
amending the policy to require new development to:
‘“preserve the significanc
i ndi vi dual heritage asset

Done

(Chapter 4); and

d) The
development results in
anetgainin
biodiversity for the
parish, where

Criteria D please amend the wording to:

d) Development should result in a net gain in biodiversity
the parish

Changed tdrhe development results in a
deliver a 10% increase in habitat value for
wildlife compared with the prelevelopment
baselineln response to Natural England

appropriate. The desig
of the development
should enhance

habitats for protected

Criteria E:

Wording changed as suggested
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

and notable species,
l.e. bats, birds and
pond dwelling animals
and where relevant
should follow the
recommendations set
out in the Landscape
Character Assessmen
(Annex B).

e) Proposals for
development within
the settlements of
Chippinghurst and
Denton and outside th
built-up area of

Cuddesdon itself will
only be supported if
they can demonstrate
very special
circumstances
appropriate to the
Green Belt and are
consistent with all
relevant requirements

set out in other policies

Paragraph 145 of the NPPF identifies:

A local planning authority should regard the constructior
of new buildings as inappropriate in the Green Belt.
Exceptions to this are: a) buildings for agriculture and
forestry;

b) the provision of appropriate facilities (in connection w
the existinguse of land or a change of use) for outdoor
sport, outdoor recreation, cemeteries and burial grounds
and allotments; as long as the facilities preserve the
openness of the Green Belt and do not conflict with the
purposes of including land within it;

C) the extension or alteration of a building provided
that it does not result in

disproportionate additions over and above the size of th
original building;

d) the replacement of a building, provided the new
building is in the same use and not materially lardpn
the one it replaces; e) limited infilling in villages;

f) limited affordable housing for local community
needs under policies set out in the development plan
(including policies for rural exception sites); and
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

in this plan and in the
SODC adopted
development plan.

0) limited infilling or the partial or conlpte
redevelopment of previously developed land, whether
redundant or in continuing use (excluding temporary
buil dings), which woul d:
the openness of the Green Belt than the existing
development; or

— not ¢ au sharmsouhle spenaass of thelGree
Belt, where the development would fese previously
developed land and contribute to meeting an identified
affordable housing need within the area of the local
planning authority.

Please amend criteria e) to align withrpgraph 145 of the
NPPF as development such as limited infilling, replacerm
of buildings and extensions etc would be acceptable.

We suggest the following wording:

e) Proposals for development within the settlements of
Chippinghurst and Denton amaitside the buikup area of
Cuddesdon itself will only be supported if they are

appropriate for a Green Belt Location or can demonstral

very special circumstances.
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

21

Page 44 Policy CD1
General Development

Principles (d)

The Countryside Team have provided fhkowing

comments:

Policy CD1(d):

G¢KS RSOSH
results in a net gain in
biodiversity for the
parish, where
appropriate. The
design of the
development should
enhance habitats for
protected and notable
species,

l.e. bats, birds and por
dwelling animals and
where relevant should
follow the

Al feel that “where app
explained in the justification text below or omitted
The forthcoming Environment Bill will legislate the
requirement for develoments to delivemet gains in
nearly all circumstancegshere will be some specific
exemptions though).

Perhaps themitigation hierarchycould be embedde
in this policy wording?***

A Reference made to priority habitats too?***

A

We would suggest that the wording could be changed a
follows:

G¢KS RS@OSt2LIYSyd NBadzZ Ga
parish. The design of the development should enhance
habitats for species, i.e. bats, birds and pond dwelling
animals and whereelevant should follow the
recommendations set out in the Landscape Character

1 3a84aayYSyid o! yySE . 0 o¢

Text changed inesponse to Natural Englan
comments

1


https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/819823/net-gain-consult-sum-resp.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/819823/net-gain-consult-sum-resp.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/819823/net-gain-consult-sum-resp.pdf
https://www.bsigroup.com/LocalFiles/en-GB/biodiversity/BS-42020-Smart-Guide.pdf
https://www.bsigroup.com/LocalFiles/en-GB/biodiversity/BS-42020-Smart-Guide.pdf

Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

recommendations set
out in the Landscape
Character Assessmen

6! yYSE 0P

***Please contact the neighbourhood planning team to
explore how to address the questions raised by the
council’s Countryside Tea

22

Policy CD2Design

Principles

The policy is overly restrictive and unduly onerous throu
the use of pl ease

mu s t )

Changed

The Conservation Team also provided the following
comments in regards to criteria (a):

You need to do more to describe the built quality of the
vill age’s character. Cons
perhaps explicitly incorporate this into part (b).

Materials included in (b)

23

Policy CD3Housing
Infill

Development Management Officers have provided the
following response:

For the most part the NP looks like it is in accordance w
the NPPF, our Core Strategy and SOLP but the infill pol

This is what the policy says. It does not ru
out all backland development
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Ref Policy Comments Response by Cuddesdon and Denton
backland or appears to rule out all backland development which is
unneighbourly contrary to Policy H4 of SOLP. H4 allows backland
development that where it does not create probias of privacy or access.
requires unsuitable
access, reduces the
privacy of
adjoining properties or
IS inconsistent with the
character of the
l ocal i ty;
24 | Policy CD3Housing The plan does not explain why backland development is | thought neighbourhood Plans should avo

Infill

be

backland or
unneighbourly

development that
requires unsuitable
access, reduces the
privacy of adjoining

properties or is

acceptable.

Paragraph 70 of the NPPF 2019 identifies:

“Pl ans should consider th
resist inappropriate development of residential gardens,
example where development would cause harm to the I
area.’

plain repetition of higher level ptes and
frameworks.

The harm caused by inappropriate backlar
development are included in para iv:

“unsuitable access,
adjoining properties or is inconsistent with
t he character of th
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Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

inconsistent with the
character of the
|l ocality;

We therefore recommendhat the paragraph is simplified
to include pargraph 70 of the NPPF 2019 and expanded
explain how backland development harms to the local &
and why it should be avoided.

25

Policy CD5Community
facilities

c) The Parish Council
will also support the
development of
suitable facilities for
young people providec

As the plan will be used to determine planning applicatic
it would be more appropriate to amend the wording to:

Dev el op tablefacilited for goung people will b¢
supported.’

Changed as suggested

26

General comment

Leisure Team comments:

It is noted from the Leisure Study that there are
recreational facilities in Cuddesdon and Denton with a
marked football pitch and an informal

MUGA.

There was a marked football pitch but it he
not been marked out for a number of
seasons now. In argvent it was for the
private use of Ripon College Cuddesdon.

It is more than an aspiration to look at cycl
routes. We would appreciate the Council
taking up the inadequacy of the route to
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Ref Policy Comments Response by Cuddesdon and Denton
The Leisure team would like to see the parish identify fu Oxford with the County CounciVe see it ag
aspirations to encourage residents to tmore active. Itis | basic sustainable &ansport, not leisure.
InOtEd |nhthe pIIan that yOLrJ] hav_e meintlofneﬁl_ar:l zri]splra_tlon There are a number of other activities in th
ook at the cycle routes the principle of which the Leisurt Village Hal- Over 60s exercise and Pilates
Team supports. but these seem outside the scope of the

plan.

27 | General Comment Urban Design Team comments: Requirement to follow South Oxfordshire

I would just mention that they need to ref to the adopted
south design guide and adhere to the principles within it
They mention the development plan but not the design
guide SPD which should be their starting point. They

can also refer to the now published National design guic

https://www.qov.uk/government/publications/nationalesi
gnguide

Also their character assessment would benefit from a m
showing where the main landmark buildings are (as sho
in the pictures in the plan).

design Guide added at CD2 b) i)
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https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-design-guide

Ref

Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

When it comes to theispecific design policies as long as
they refer to the design guide, | have nothing else to adc

Character Assessment

28

The Conservation

Team has provided th
following comments in
regards to the
Character Assessmen

The plan area includes heritage assets designated for tk
national significance and this represents an opportunity
appraise these assets so that thegn be appropriately
conserved. The character assessment does include
assessment of some heritage assets fairly loosely and
would benefit from a more in depth analysis of the histor
environment.

This would help to support the suggested policies.

Canments:

P16 Individual character assessments seems very light
would benefit from more historical background.

Chippinghurst appears to be located at the site of a histt
ford and ferry point over the River Thame. Denton appe

to have grown aroundrad along a brook. Perhaps consid

Our main sources for the history of the
parish are Victoria County History and Ma
Chapman’s book God
these shed any light orhe origin of either

Denton or Chippinghursit would begood to
have the references so that we cadd these
commens. But | have added some extra te
from the VCH.
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Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

topography and the reasons for the growth of these
settlements.

Was the Anglégsaxon settlement of Cuddesdon built high
for defensive and surveillance reasons? Does it have arn
strategic importance? | would suggest mentioning the
significance of the 1847 archaeological discovery at the
Bishops Palace which occupies thghest point in the
parish.

Discovery Beady included in para 3.2. Or
was there another discovery?

P17 Consider whether there is a distinction between the
development character of farm groups and the linear
pattern of road fronting houses.

Includedin para 4.24

P17 4.25 Please clarify t
private Chapel of Ss. Peter and St Paul within the groun
Bishops House and not the C12 parish church All Saints
Church.

| had intended to refer to the church. Chap
added

P18 4.30 Vernacular buildings in the village are general
limestone rubble construction (from Lye Hill quarries?) v
steeply pitched clay tile or thatched roofs. Was there an
earlier timber framing tradition as is known at Great

Milton? The area wasnce heavily wooded. | think that

| would argue that the distinctive character,
has been lost over the course of the last
centurythroughthe use of many other
building materials including brick,
reconstituted stone Victorian Gothic stone
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Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

there is a fairly distinctive character to the plan area tha
defined by the prevalence of local building stone.

and mock Tudowith hung tiles.Paragraph
modified to recognise the vernacular
materials

P19 4.37 Nothisted buildings are not formally protected
and therefore we cannot control development that woulg
otherwise be permitted development. Also, the NPPF pa
197 requires that we consider these buildings
‘“nondesignat ed hereimusahgve a a
balanced judgement when considering the significance {
that asset and the scale of harm. As such there may be
instances in planning decisions where some harm may
permissible. | suggest that this is reworded to say that h
should be avaled unless there are material consideratio
to justify that harm. It is also recommended that a
comprehensive | ist of the
asset s’ I's written up, ph
would help planners identify in planning decisionsen
they should be applying these additional heritage
considerations and would allow the sustainability objecti
in Table 5 (p40) to be met. Please see the Appendix to t
Wallingford conservation area appraisal which shows hc
this could be done.

P194.38 We can consider the contribution of the setting

heritage assets to their significance but in not all instanc

Changed to avoid h
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Policy

Comments

Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

will the view make a direct and meaningful contribution {
what makes the building special. | think that the issue of
heritage and settig and the character of the settlement

and plan area and views may need to be separated out.

P20 Tabl e 2: 't i s a |itt
separated from the | isted
second category of herita
Monument’'. There are no o
that | know of within the fan area. | suggest that there is
not a distinction drawn between listed monuments and
listed buildings to avoid confusion.

For the layman, it is confusing that the
memorials, tombs and crosses are listed a
buildings! Tables combined.

P20 4.40 Listing does place a duty to protect a listed
building and the contribution make by their settings to
their special instance. It is important to describe how an
why these aspects of their setting make an important
contribution to their special ashhistorical architectural
interest. For instance, you may demonstrate that
Dovehouse Farm had a direct working relationship with
open fields that it worked and that this adds to our
understanding of the building within a working landscap
All SaintsChurch Spire was designed to be architecturall

prominent within the surrounding landscape and its

Comments added.
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Policy
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Response by Cuddesdon and Denton

visibility from the wider landscape is important as well a
its dominance architecturally within the built setting of th
village. Cuddesdon Mill was buiftecifically to harness the
power of water therefore its relationship with the river is
an essential part of its significance. Ripon College and t
importance of its tranquil rural setting for the purpose of
theological study.

P22 Table 3 Heritage grosipThis seems to be a sort of
characterisation grouping exercise that you would
normally find within a conservation area appraisal.
Although we do not have a designated conservation are
here, perhaps take this grouping further by describing in
more detailthe character of each of the groups. This cou
then be tied in with the NP policy for new development
that respects the character of adjacent heritage groups.
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Appendix E OCC comments with Cuddesdon and Denésponses

Response from OCC with C&D responses added

District: South Oxfordshire

Consultation:Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:Wheatley Division

h¥FAOS NEvancillor TimPB¥arder
hTFfAOSNREAMetnheti £ SY
Date: 08 October 2019

Comments

| fully support this extremely well researched and put together document. | applaud the
aspiration to ensure there is a net biodiversity gain and the radial cycle route. | believe that
the County must do everything that iao through rewards generated in the Connecting
Oxfordshire initiative to provide support to this parish. It must ensure that residents have
alternative transport options other than the car. If we manage to establish a community
bus service | expect the coassionary fares to be supported on an ongoing basis and for

grants to be made available from things like the Work Place Levy schemes that will benefit
community transport.

Cuddesdon and Denton response

Grateful for support
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District: South Oxfordshire

Consultation:Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:Infrastructure Locality Oxford

h¥¥FAOS NIadd Taylol” S Y

h ¥ F A OS NeEnior TtaAsfioft Blahner

Date: 19 September 2019

Bus StrategyComments

The Parish extends from the boundary with Wheatley (which has a very frequent service
between Oxford, Wheatley and Thame) and it also extends almost to the B480 which has
an hourly bus service from Watlington to Oxford via Garsington.

Statemern 2 part i discusses establishing the East Oxford Pick Me Up service in the Parish
boundaries. As this service operates on a commercial basis, discussions regarding changes
to this service would need to be undertaken directly between the Cuddesdon an@ment
Parish Council and the bus operator.

The Council has no direct influenee on OXx
however it is understood that the economics are challenging and that the scheme area
cannot be simply expanded without an impact grecating costs, commercial viability and

on fares charged.

Some form of more localised bus service connecting into the trunk Thaheatley

Oxford route would be a more realistic proposition. However, such an arrangement would
never be commercially viadland would require ongoing revenue support. It may be that
several parishes in the area could cooperate and provide such a service if they have
funding to do so.

Cuddesdon and Denton response

Reference to Pick Me up service removed.
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District: South Oxfordshire
Consultation:Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:South & Vale Locality Team
h¥FAOS NHaiy EkcheNsS Y
h¥FAOS NEn&portHairerS Y
Date:03 October 2019

Comments
Statement 2 part i1 discusses “recognisin
Hor spath as a radi al route”. Dependent wup

any future SODC local plan, it may be possible to seek walking and cygmgements
bet ween the site and Garsington primary s
Further investigation would be required to establish the feasibility of this.

Statement 2 parts iii, iv and v will need to be considered in the contectrofpliance with
Regulation 122 of the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 Contributions can
be sought for proposals as a result of new development in the Parish if the schemes meet

the following three criteria:
A necessary to make the developnteacceptable in planning terms
A directly related to the development; andi fairly and
reasonably related in scale and kind to the development.

Judgements about the feasibility/appropriateness of the measures specified in parts iii, iv
and v would need to be made with specific regard to any particular development proposal
as and when they come forward.

Statement 2 parts vi and vii refer to daneadone to road surfaces in the area. Any minor
damage done to road surfaces should be re
Street website found at the following link:

https://fixmystreet.oxfordshire.qov.uk/around?lat=51.72157&lon=
1.13408&js=1&zoom=1

Cuddesdon and Denton response

Fails to appreciate the issues

89
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https://fixmystreet.oxfordshire.gov.uk/around?lat=51.72157&lon=-1.13408&js=1&zoom=1
https://fixmystreet.oxfordshire.gov.uk/around?lat=51.72157&lon=-1.13408&js=1&zoom=1
https://fixmystreet.oxfordshire.gov.uk/around?lat=51.72157&lon=-1.13408&js=1&zoom=1
https://fixmystreet.oxfordshire.gov.uk/around?lat=51.72157&lon=-1.13408&js=1&zoom=1

District: South Oxfordshire

Consultation:Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:Waste Management

hTFAOS NEashel BUngS'Y

h¥FAOS MEste Sttatedgy M&n¥ger

Date: 20 September 2019

Comments

Waste reuse, reduction and recycling appear to have not been considered within the
neighbourhood plan.

Oxfordshire councils have ambitious targets to reduce the amount of waste generated and
increase the amount recycled as demonstrated in our Joint Mpal Waste Management
Strategy 2018023.

Enabling the residents of new dwellings to fully participate in district council waste and
recycling collections, for example through providing sufficient and convenient storage

space for bins both inside progei es and externally, wil/| a l
rates to be maintained and minimise an increase in residual waste.

Bin store provision which can accommodate the correct number of mixed recycling, refuse
and food recycling bins, are safe agaky to use for both residents and waste collection
crews and meets the requirements of the waste collection authority are required.

The Neighbourhood Plan may also wish to consider how their community spaces can be
used to help reduce waste and buildnemunity cohesion though assets such as
community fridges, space for the sharing economy (library of things), refill stations, space
for local food growing etc.

Cuddesdon and Denton response

Requirements for bin store provision are covered in the Soutfoidshire Local Plan and
it would be inappropriate to repeat them in the Neighbourhood Plan.

The plan now includes protection of the allotments as local green spaces.
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District: South Oxfordshire

Consultation:Cuddesdon and Dentadeighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:Minerals and Waste Policy Team

h ¥ FA OS NAbAa Hertimars Y

h ¥ FA OS Mideials @nid Wvas Planning Policy Officer

Date: 10ctober 2019

Comments

Thank you for your consultation dated1$eptember2019. The area covered by

the neighbourhood is not in a Strategic Resource Area and is also not in a Minerals
safeguarding area. There are also no permitted Mineral and Waste sites within the
area. Therefore, from a Mineral and Waste planning policgpettive, OCC has no
comments to make.
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District: South Oxfordshire

Consultation:Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:Environment Strategy team

h ¥FA OS Nia@rurbBrethS Y

h ¥ F A O Sldddscapd Spechilist

Date: 04 October 2019

Environment Strategy Comments

Thank you for consulting us on this draft Neighbourhood Plan (NP) document.

We are very impressed with the effort that has gone into the production of the
document especially with regard to landscape ewer, green infrastructure and
biodiversity. We particularly welcome the production of the detailed Landscape
Character Assessment for the Neighbourhood Plan (NP), which provides a
comprehensive evidence base to the policies.

We welcome the strong empisis on the natural environment in the NP and that
policies seek the protection and enhancement of landscape character and valued
views, net gains in biodiversity as well as the protection of local green spaces.

In order to avoid confusion and for easkuse the parish council may wish to clearer
reference documents / policies referred to in the various sections of the document.

We welcome and fully support the requirements of the Neighbourhood Plan to
achieve a net gain in biodiversity for the par(glolicy CD1). Being mindful of

emerging guidance from Defra / Natural England, which is expected to seek a min.
10% increase in biodiversity, the parish council may wish to add further detail on the
required uplift with regard to biodiversity.

Notwithstanding that it might be outlined elsewhere we feel the Neighbourhood
Plan statement sections (chapter 16) would benefit from some explanation on the
status of the statements (compared to policies).

We fully support Statement 3 on landscape character anditsersity which
encourages land owners and managers to adopt practices to improve and expand
existing habitats including aquatic habitats.

Cuddesdon and Denton response
10% increase in habitat value now included in Policy CD1
Index of policies included

Additional text on status of statements included in para 16.2
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District: South Oxfordshire

Consultation:Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan (Draft Document)
Team:Archaeology

h ¥FA OS NRchardQrasS Y
hTFAOSREnAINGE AGE SY
Archaeologist

Date: 07 October 2019

Comments

The plan appears to define heritage assets as standing buildings only and makes no
reference to below ground archaeological deposits. The definition of heritage asset
within the NPPF makes it clear that archaeologicalodés are also included in this
definition.

The policy within Table 5 for cultural heritage will therefore need to be amended to

make it clear that heritage assets also refer to archaeological deposits such as;

¢2 O2yaSNIBS | yR Sakdr shdsetting, fpartollaf its 3SQa OKI
designated and undesignated archaeological and built heritage assets.

We would recommend that a historic environment policy is added to the aims and
objectives as set out below;

¢CKS T A&Z02NAO 9YDBANRYYSY(lY ¢KS LI NRAKQA R
settings, both above and below ground including archaeological sites, listed buildings,
scheduled monuments and conservation areas will be conserved and enhanced for

their historic significance and their important contribution to local distinctiveness,

character and sense of place.

Proposals for development that affect rdesignated historic assets will be
considered taking account of the scale of any harm or loss arglgh#icance of the
heritage asset as set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF 2019).

These policies will then need to be updated for the specific policies within the plan.

Cuddesdon and Denton response

General policies to protect heritegassets includindesignated and undesignated
archaeologicaare already included in the South Oxfordshire Local Plan. It would|not
be appropriate to repeat them. The analysis and policies proposed in the
Neighbourhood Plan are intended to provide a gegdevel of local detail to support
the LocaPlan.
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Annex G Summary of responses from statutory organisations apart
from SOD@&nd OC@ogether with Cuddesdon and Denton response

To whom it may concern:

Thank you for consulting HistorEngland on the prsubmission version of the
Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood plan.

We findthis to be a well researched and useful document that should prove influential
as a guide for decision makers in particular in assessing and prioritisingrtbereation
of the parish'sattractive character, which is so ably assessed and documented.

We have no objections to raise to the plan and congratulate the steering group on its
preparations

Yours sincerely
Robert LloyeSweet
Rob LloyeSweet | HistoridPlaces Adviser | South East England | Historic England

Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan

No response neededust gratitude for the compliment!

Dear Chris Luke,
Planning Consultation: Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 28 August 2019.

Natural England is a nesepartmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure
that the natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of
present and futue generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.

Natural England is a statutory consultee in neighbourhood planning and must be
consulted on draft neighbourhood development plans by the Parish/Town Councils or
Neighbourhood Forums wheraiointerests would be affected by the proposals made.

In our review of the Cuddesdon and Denton Neighbourhood Plan we have a few
comments to make:
A Objectivesc We would like to remind you of your commitments to the environment
as set out the National &hning Policy Framework. We recommend strengthening
your position on the environment and suggest adding a series of environmental
objectives under a subheading of " Enviror
o To maintain and enhance biodiversity in the neighbourhood plan area, with
a goal towards providing a net gain of biodiversity for all development
proposals
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o To create, protect, enhance and manage green infrastructure and networks
of biodiversity

o To planfor biodiversity at a landscapsgcale and safeguard and enhance
connectivity of local ecological networks

A Policiesg Following on from the objectives, we recommend creating a new set of
Environmental Policies. We have provided a list of suggestiomeliade in the
policies and have linked them to the relevant legislation for ease of reference:

o Net gain of biodiversityPlease ensure that any development policy in your
plan includes wording to ensure “al/l
netgan f or the neighbourhood plan area’”.
should maintain and enhance existing-site biodiversity assets, and
provide for wildlife needs on site, where possible. Where appropriate, on
site enhancements such as new roosting featuredfas or nesting features
for birds should be incorporated into the fabric of development. Policies
around Biodiversity Net Gain should propose the use of a biodiversity
measure for development proposals. Examples of calculations are included
in Annex AFor further reference, please see paragraphs 170 and 174 of the
NPPF and Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act
2006 (NERC Act).

o Green infrastructure (Gl)Elements of Gl such as open green space, wild
green space, allotments argteen walls and roofs can all be used create
connected habitats suitable for species adaptation to climate change. Green
infrastructure also provides multiple benefits for people included recreation,
health and wellbeing, access to nature, opportunitiesfbod growing and
resilience to climate change. Annex A provides examples of Gl. Development
proposals required to provide onsite green infrastructure must provide
Green Infrastructure Management Plans, with proposals including funding
for the long termmanagement of the assets. For further reference, please
see paragraph 171 of the NPPF.

o Connectivity:Proposals for development should provide wildlife corridors
that allow wildlife to move from one area of habitat to another. Where
ecologically relevantfences and walls are encouraged to incorporate
features that allow dispersal of wildlife through areas of green space and
gardens. We recommend keeping green space within villages and across
developments in order to maintain connectivity of wider ecobadi
networks. Green spaces in built up areas also help the health and wellbeing
of residents. For further reference, please see paragraphs 117 and 174 of the
NPPF.

o Brownfield land:We recommend mentioning favouring developing on
brownfield sites over grenfield sites, provided the brownfield land is not of
high environmental value. Removal of green space in favour of development
may have serious impacts on biodiversity and connected habitat and
therefore species ability to adapt to climate change. Fothier reference,
please see paragraphs 110 and 117 of the NPHHiority habitats and
speciesPlanning policies should promote the preservation, restoration and
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recreation of priority habitats, and promote the recovery of priority species
populations. Rease consult Annex A for guidance on how to find priority
species and habitats in this neighbourhood area. For further reference,
please see paragraph 117 of the NPPF.

A We would like to remind you of the mitigation hierarchy (avoidance, mitigation,
compensation). When considering development proposals, you are encouraged to
think first how the harm to the environment can be avoided, followed by mitigation
to minimise harm. Compensation, or offsetting, should be used as a last resort.

We would like tadraw your attention to the requirement to conserve biodiversity and

provide a net gain in biodiversity through planning policy (Section 40 of the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 and sections 170 and 175 of the National
Planning Policy eBmework). Please ensure that any development policy in your plan
includes wording to ensure “all devel opment
pari sh”.

The recently producedlieighbourhood Plan for Beon,in South Oxfordshire provides
an excellent example. We are of the opinion that the policy wording around the
Environment, Green Space and Biodiversity is exemplar. We would recommend you
considering this dcument, when reviewing yours.

Further Recommendations

Natural England would also like to highlight that removal of green space in favour of
development may have serious impacts on biodiversity and connected habitat and
therefore species ability to adapo climate change. We recommend that the final
neighbourhood plan include:

A Policies around connected Green Infrastructure (GI) within the parish. Elements of Gl
such as open green space, wild green space, allotments, and green walls and roofs
can all beused to create connected habitats suitable for species adaptation to
climate change. Green infrastructure also provides multiple benefits for people
including recreation, health and wellbeing, access to nature, opportunities for food
growing, and resiliete to climate change. Annex A provides examples of Green
Infrastructure;

A Policies around Biodiversity Net Gain should propose the use of a biodiversity
measure for development proposals. Examples of calculation methods are included
in Annex A;

Annex Aprovides information on the natural environment and issues and opportunities
for your Neighbourhood planning.

Yours sincerely

Lauren Schofield

Adviser

Sustainable Development

Thames Team
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Annex A- Neighbourhood planning and the natural environment: information, issues
and opportunities

9 Natural Environment Information Sources

TheMagic website will provide you with much of the nationally held natural
environment data for your plan area. The most relevant layers for you to consider are:
Agricultural Land Classification, Ancient Woodland, Areas of Outstanding Natural
Beauty, Local Natur®eservesNational ParkgEngland) National Trails, Priority

Habitat Inventory, public rights of way (on the Ordnance Survey base naaySites of
Special Scientific Interest (including their impact risk zonds)cal environmental

record centres may hold a range of additad information on the natural environment. A
list of local record centres is availalblere?.

Priority habitatsare those habitats of particufamportance for nature conservation,

and the list of them can be fourftere®. Most of these will be mapped either &ites of
Special Scientific Interesbn the Magic website or dscal Wildlife SitesYour local
planning authority should be able to supply you with the locations of Local Wildlife Sites.

National Chaacter AreagNCAs) divide England into 159 distinct natural areas. Each
character area is defined by a unique combination of landscape, biodiversity,
geodiversity and cultural and economic activity. NCA profiles contain descriptions of the
area and statemets of environmental opportunity, which may be useful to inform
proposals in your plan. NCA information can be fohads.

Theremay also be a loc#ndscape character assessmesuvering your area. This is a

tool to help understand the character and local distinctiveness of the landscape and
identify the features that give it a sense of place. It can help to inform, plan andgeana
change in the area. Your local planning authority should be able to help you access these
if you can’t find them online.

If your neighbourhood planning area is within or adjacent téadional Parkor Area of
Outstanding NaturaBeauty(AONB), the relevant National Park/AONB Management
Plan for the area will set out useful information about the protected landscape. You can
access the plans on from the relevant National Park Authority or Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty website.

Geneal mapped information osoil typesand Agricultural Land Classificatios
available (under

1 http://magic.defra.gov.uk/

2 http://www.nbnrnfbr.org.uk/nfor.php
3

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140711133551/http:/wwuvaiangland.org.uk/ourwork/conserv
ation/biodiversity/protectandm@ge/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx

4 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/natienhhracterareaprofiles-datafor-locak

dedsion-making® http://magic.defra.gov.uk/
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"1 ands ca Magic yebsiteand dtse from theandIS websife which contains
more information about obtaining soil data.

9 Natural Environment Issues tosider

TheNational Planning Policy Framewbsets out national planning policy omgiecting
and enhancing the natural environmeitlanning Practice Guidancsets out supporting
guidance.

Your local planning authority should be ablepimvide you with further advice on the
potential impactof your plan on the natural environment and the need for any
environmental assessments.

Landscape

Paragraph 170 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) highlights the need to
protectand enhance valued landscapes through the planning system. Your plan may
present opportunities to protect and enhance locally valued landscapes. You may want
to consider identifying distinctive local landscape features or characteristics such as
ponds, wodlland or dry stone walls and think about how any new development

proposals can respect and enhance local landscape character and distinctiveness.

If you are proposing development within or close to a protected landscape (National

Park or Area of Outstarmaly Natural Beauty) or other sensitive location, we recommend
that you carry out a landscape assessment of the proposal. Landscape assessments can
help you to choose the most appropriate sites for development and help to avoid or
minimise impacts of devefoment on the landscape through careful siting, design and
landscaping.

Wildlife habitats

Some proposals can have adverse impacts on designated wildlife sites or other priority

habitats (listechere®), such as Sites of Special Scientific Interegtrmient woodlanéy.

If there are likelytobeanyadwr se i mpacts you'll need to th
can be avoided, mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated for.

Priority and protected species and habitat

You’' Il also want to consider whether any pi
here) or protected species. Natural England has produced adiviog” to help

understand the impact of particular developments on protected species. Consideration

should also be given to ¢éhpotential environmental value of brownfield sites, often

5 http://www.landis.org.uk/index.cfm
6

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/733637/Natio
nal_Plannirg_Policy Framework web_accessible_version.pdf
7 http://danningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/quidance/naemsironment/
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found in urban areas and former industrial land, further information including links to
the open mosaic habitats inventory can be foumgte.

Ancient woodland and veteran tredisk to standing advice

You should consider any impacts on ancient woodland and veteran trees in line with
paragraph 175 of the NPPF. Natural Englanthtaas the Ancient Woodlanbhventory
which can help identify ancient woodland. Natural Endland the Forest Commission
have producedtanding advicdor planning authorities in relation to ancient woodland
and veteran trees. It should be taken into account by planning authorities when
determining relevant planning applications. Natural England will only provide bespoke
advice omancient woodland/veteran trees where they form part of a SSSI or in
exceptional circumstances

Biodiversity net gain

Under section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 Local

Planning Authorities are required to conserve and enhabviodiversity. The NPPF

secti on Pl&0Oingpdliaes and decisions should contribute to and enhance the
natural and local environment by minimising impacts on and providing net gains for
OA2ZRAGSNEABUN t abl e maotivesity set gaio can iocludetha | at i ng
Defra biodiversity offsetting metri¢ and the environment bank biodiversity impact

calculatot*. Natural England would expect a policy within the Neighbourhood Plan to

include wording to ensure that net biodiversitgig is achieved.

%http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140711133551/http:/www.naturalenglan
d.orguk/ourwork/conservation/biodiersity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimporta

nce.aspx

10 hitps://www.gov.uk/guidance/anciertvoodlandand-veterantreesprotection
surveyslicences

Uhttp://webarchive.nationalarchives.qov.uk/20140711133551/http:/www.naturalengla

nd.org.uk/ourwork/conservation/biodiv

ersity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx

2 https://www.gov.uk/protectedspeciesand-siteshow-to-review-planningproposals

8 https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/biodiversitpffsetting#guidancdor-
offset-providersdevelopersandlocalauthoritiesin-the-pilotareasNote; the
‘“Guidance for developers’'s’amdcu@eindan e ofvd
calculation method.

“http://www.environmentbank.com/impactcalculator.php, and

http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=t&rct=j&g=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=3&ved=0ahUKE
wj7vcbl0aDQAhVMDcAKHbSIDEUQFggsMAI&url=http
%3A%2F%2Fconsult.welhat.gov.uk% ZkilE4184236&usq=AFQ|CNFfkbJIJQ UN0044Q

e6rmiLffxckg
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Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land

Soil is a finite resource that fulfils many important functions and services for society. It is
a growing medium for food, timber and other crops, a store for carbon and water, a
reservoir ofbiodiversity and a buffer against pollution. If you are proposing

development, you should seek to use areas of poorer quality agricultural land in
preference to that of a higher quality in line with National Planning Policy Framework
para 170. For more farmation, see our publicatioAgricultural Land Classification:
protecting the best and most versatile agricultural |&hd

Green Infrastructure, Improving Your Natural Environment.

Inclusion of Green Infrastructure (GI) in to development plans can provide
multifunctional benefits to the area. These can include opportunities for recreation,
health and wellbeing and access to nature as well as providing connected habitats for
wildlife.

Your plan or order can offer exciting opportunities to enhance your local environment
through inclusion of GI. If you are setting out policies on new development or proposing
sites for development, you may wish to consider identifying what environmental
features you want to be retained, connected, enhanced or new features you would like
to see created as part of any new development. Examples might include:

A Providing a new footpath with landscaping through the new development to link
into existing rights of way or other green spaces.

A Restoring a neglected hedgerow or creating new ones.

A Creating a new pond as an attractive feature on the site.

A Planting tres characteristic to the local area to make a positive contribution to
the local landscape.

A Using native plants in landscaping schemes for better nectar and seed sources for

bees and birds.

Incorporating swift boxes or bat boxes into the design of nevdings.

Considering how lighting can be best managed to encourage wildlife.

Adding a green roof or walls to new or existing buildings.

To To I

You may also want to consider enhancing your local area in other ways, for example by:

A Setting out in your plan howou would like to implement elements of a wider
Green Infrastructure Strategy in your community.

A Assessing needs for accessible greenspace and setting out proposals to address
any deficiencies or enhance provision.

A Identifying green areas of particulanportance for special protection through
Local Green Space designation (Bégnning Practice Guidance on f)s

A Managing existing (and new) public spaces to be more wildlife friendly (e.g. by
sowing wild flower strips in less used parts of parks, changing hedge cutting
timings and frequency).
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A Planting additional street trees.

A Identifying any improvements to the esting public right of way network, e.g.
cutting back hedges, improving the surface, clearing litter or installing kissing
gates) or extending the network to create missing links.

A Restoring neglected environmental features (e.g. coppicing a prominent hedge
that is in poor condition or clearing away an eyesore).

15http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/35012
16 http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/quidance/opspacesportsand-
recreationfacilitiespublicrights-ofway-and-localgreenspace/localgreenspace

designation/

Green Roofs

Natural England is supportive of the inclusion of living roofs in all appropriate
development. Research indicates that the benefits of gremis include reducing run

off and thereby the risk of surface water flooding; reducing the requirement for heating
and airconditioning; and providing habitat for wildlife.

We would advise your council that some living roofs, such as sedum mattingaean
limited biodiversity value in terms of the range of species that grow on them and
habitats they provide. Natural England would encourage you to consider the use of
bespoke solutions based on the needs of the wildlife specific to the site and adjacent
area. Please refer tbttp://livingroofs.org/ for a range of innovative solutions.

Cuddesdon and Denton response

This seems to be a standard letter sent dlgighbourhood Plan consultations. The
objectives are proposed policies are already included as appropriate to our parish. [They
are also addressed by the South Oxfordshire Local Plan, which ihakegcessary to
repeat them.

10% biodiversity gain nomcluded.
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Thank you for your message below, together with the link to your NRsiteb
regarding the above topic / location.

| can confirm that, at this present time, | have no comments to make
Chris Gaskell

Network Planning Engineer

Cuddesdon and Denton response

No response necessary

Thames Water Planning Policy

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for allowing Thames Water to comment on the above.

Thames Water are the statutory water supply and sewerage undertaker for the South
OxfordshireDistrictand are hence & & LIS OA ¥ A O O 2 i dcdetdéncelwitt2 y 06 2 R @&
the Town & Country Planning (Local Planning) Regulations 2012. We have the following
comments on the draft Neighbourhood Plan:

Specific Comments on Wastewater/Sewerage Infrastructure
Cuddesdon and Denton drains west to Cuddesdon Sewage Treatment Works (STW).

Thames Water has a duty to provide maintain and extend its networks to
accomnodate new development with funds for network upgrades coming
from infrastructure chargebttps://developers.thameswater.co.uk/new
connectiorchargingand funds for STW upgrades coming from its strategic
business plan

https://corporate.thameswater.co.uk/aboutis/our-strategiesand-plans/our5-year
planfor-20200-2025

The time to deliver infrastructure shoul dn
3 years for local upgrades-3 years for those more strategic in nature

Developers should be encourage to engage with TW at the earliest opportunity more
information here >https://developers.thameswater.co.uk/Develamra-large
site/Planningyourdevelopment/Waterand-wastewatercapacity

The scale of any sewerage/wastewater/water supply upgrades will depend on the type,
scale and locationfalevelopment that comes forward.
General Comments on Wastewater/Sewerage and Water Supply Infrastructure

We consider that the Neighbourhood Plan should include a policy relating to
wastewater/sewerage and water supply infrastructure.

Wastewater/sewerge and water supply infrastructure is essential to any
development. Failure to ensure that any required upgrades to the infrastructure
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network are delivered alongside development could result in adverse impacts in
the form of internal and external seweptiding and pollution of land and water
courses and/or low water pressure.

Thames Water seeks to -@aperate and maintain a good working relationship with local
planning authorities in its area and to provide the support they need with regards to
the provision of sewerage/wastewater treatment and water supply infrastructure.

A key sustainability objective for the preparation of Local Plans and
Neighbourhood Plans should be for new development to bercbnated with

the infrastructure it demands and t@ke into account the capacity of existing
infrastructure. Paragraph 20 of the revised National Planning Policy Framework

(NPPF) , February 2019, states: “Strategic
strategy for the pattern, scale and quality of developmeartd make sufficient
provision for.. infrastructure for waste ma

wastewater ..

Paragraph 28 relatestonet r at egi ¢ pol i ctiategicpaicied st at es:
should be used by local planning authorities and communities to setoué

detailed policies for specific areas, neighbourhoods or types of development.

This can include all ocating sites, the pro

Paragraph 26 of the revised H#dhgjgintgoes on t
working between stratgic policymaking authorities and relevant bodies is

integral to the production of a positively prepared and justified strategy. In

particular, joint working should help to determine where additional
infrastructure i s necessary ...

The web based Nati@h Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) includes a section

on ‘water supply, wastewater and water qua
should be the focus for ensuring that investment plans of water and

sewerage/wastewater companies align with developmeeéds. The

introduction to this section also sets out
infrastructure i s needed to support sustai
Reference ID: 3901-20140306).

It is important to consider the net increase in wasteetaand water supply
demand to serve the development and also any impact that developments may
have off site, further down the network. The Neighbourhood Plan should
therefore seek to ensure that there is adequate wastewater and water supply
infrastructureto serve all new developments. Thames Water will work with
developers and local authorities to ensure that any necessary infrastructure
reinforcement is delivered ahead of the occupation of development. Where
there are infrastructure constraints, it is portant not to under estimate the
time required to deliver necessary infrastructure. For example: local network
upgrades take around 18 months and Sewage Treatment & Water Treatment
Works upgrades can take3years.

The provision of water treatment (bbtwastewater treatment and water supply)
is met by Thames Water’'s asset plans and f
improvements will be from infrastructure charges per new dwelling.
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From 1st April 2018, the way Thames Water and all other water and waktewa
companies charge for new connections has changed. The economic regulator
Ofwat has published new rules, which set out that charges should reflect:
fairness and affordability; environmental protection; stability and predictability;
and transparency andustomerfocused service.

The changes mean that more of Thames
published, rather than provided on application, enabling you to estimate your
costs without needing to contact us. The services affected include new water
connections, lateral drain corections, water mains and sewers (requisitions),
traffic management costs, income offsetting and infrastructure charges.

Thames Water therefore recommends that developers engage with them at the
earliest opportunity (in line with paragraph 26 of the redsSNPPF) to establish
the following:

0 The developments demand for Sewage/Wastewater Treatment and network
infrastructure both on and off site and can it be met;

o The surface water drainage requirements and flood risk of the development
both on and off siteand can it be met; and

0 The developments demand for water supply can be met.

Thames Water offer a free RRlanning service which confirms if capacity exists
to serve the development or if upgrades are required for potable water, waste
water and surfacevat er requi rement s. Detail s
planning service are available at:

https://www.thameswater.co.uk/peplanning

In light of the above comments and Government guidance we consider that
Neighbourhood Plan should include a specific reference to the key issue of the
provision of wastewater/sewerage and water supply infrastructure to service
development proposed in a poy. This is necessary because it will not be
possible to identify all of the water/sewerage infrastructure required over the
plan period due to the way water companies are regulated and plan in 5 year
periods (Asset Management Plans or AMPs). We recomrtiend

Neighbourhood Plan include the following policy/supporting text:

PROPOSED NEW WATER/WASTEWATER INFRASTRUCTURE TEXT

Wat er

on

T h ¢

G2 KSNBE FLIWINBLNARFGSS LA FTYYyAy3 LISNYAdZaA2Yy T2

need for oftsite upgrades, will be subject to conditis to ensure the

200dzLJr GA2y A& FEAIYSR 6A0GK GKS RSt AOSNE
G¢KS [20Ff tflyyAy3a !dzikK2a2NARGEe gAff &ASS|

and wastewater infrastructure to serve all new developments. Developers are
enouraged to contact the water/waste water company as early as possible to
discuss their development proposals and intended delivery programme to
assist with identifying any potential water and wastewater network
reinforcement requirements. Where there iscapacity constraint the Local
Planning Authority will, where appropriate, apply phasing conditions to any
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https://www.thameswater.co.uk/

approval to ensure that any necessary infrastructure upgrades are delivered
FKSIFIR 2F GKS 200dzLJ A2y 2F GUKS NBtSgIyi

Commentdn relation to Flood Risk and SUDS

The National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) states that a sequential
approach should be used by local planning authorities in areas known to be at
risk from forms of flooding other than from river and sea, which ideki
"Flooding from Sewers".

When reviewing development and flood risk it is important to recognise that
water and/or sewerage infrastructure may be required to be developed in flood
risk areas. By their very nature water and sewage treatment works aetdd

close or adjacent to rivers (to abstract water for treatment and supply or to
discharge treated effluent). It is likely that these existing works will need to be
upgraded or extended to provide the increase in treatment capacity required to
service rw development. Flood risk sustainability objectives should therefore
accept that water and sewerage infrastructure development may be necessary
in flood risk areas.

LIK

FIl ood risk sustainability objectives shoul

f 1 oo di nagcteptanocedhatdlooding can occur away from the flood plain as
a result of development where off site sewerage infrastructure and capacity is
not in place ahead of development.

With regard to surface water drainage it is the responsibility of the dgexl to
make proper provision for drainage to ground, watercourses or surface water
sewer. It is important to reduce the quantity of surface water entering the
sewerage system in order to maximise the capacity for foul sewage to reduce
the risk of sewer @oding.

Limiting the opportunity for surface water entering the foul and combined sewer
networks is of critical importance to Thames Water. Thames Water have
advocated an approach to SuDS that limits as far as possible the volume of and
rate at which suidce water enters the public sewer system. By doing this, SuDS
have the potential to play an important role in helping to ensure the sewerage
network has the capacity to cater for population growth and the effects of
climate change.

SuDS not only help tmitigate flooding, they can also help to: improve water quality;
provide opportunities for water efficiency; provide enhanced landscape and visual
features; support wildlife; and provide amenity and recreational benefits.

With regard to surface water di@age, Thames Water request that the following
paragraph should be included in the Neighbourhood Pditris the responsibility of a
developer to make proper provision for surface water drainage to ground, water
courses or surface water sewer. It musttiee allowed to drain to the foul sewer, as
this is the major contributor to sewer flooding ¢

We trust the above is satisfactory, but please do not hesitate to contact David Wilson
on the above number if you have any queries.
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Yours faithfully

Thames Water Utilities Ltd

Cuddesdon and Denton response

This seems to be a standard letter sent out Neighbourh®lash consultations. The
issuesare addressed by the South Oxfordshire Local Plan, which nitakasecessary to
repeat them.
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