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process. 

This report considers the remaining seven 
potential LGS sites and assesses them against 
criteria contained in the NPPF and Planning 
Practice Guidance to determine those which 
meet the LGS threshold. 

Three of the sites are considered to meet the 
threshold for LGS and should be designated as  
LGS in the Regulation 19 Pre-Submission Local 
Plan. These are:

� Derwent Green, Bicester;

� Gavray Meadows, Bicester; and

� Langford Community Orchard,
Bicester.

The other four sites were did not meet the 
threshold for LGS designation:

� Land at the end of North Street, 
Fritwell;

� Sport and Recreation Facilities 
west of Pingle Field, Bicester;

� Bury Moor Fields, Kidlington; and

� Land near St Mary's Church, 
Kidlington.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Local Green Space (LGS) designation was 
introduced in the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) in March 2012. The 
designation can only be made in Local Plans 
or Neighbourhood Development Plans (NDP) 
and, once designated, LGSs receive protection 
broadly consistent with national Green Belt 
policy thereby only permitting development in 
exceptional circumstances. 

LGS should only be used where the green 
space is:

� in reasonably close proximity to the
community it serves;

� demonstrably special to a local
community and holds a particular
local significance, for example
because of its beauty, historic
significance, recreational value
(including as a playing field),
tranquillity or richness of its wildlife;
and

� local in character and is not an
extensive tract of land.

Cherwell District Council (CDC) has received 
representations through the Local Plan 
consultation Community Involvement Paper 
proposing various areas of land for designation 
as Local Green Space (LGS). In total CDC 
received representations for 19 sites, however 
through a sieving process the Council rejected 
12 of the 19 sites at an early stage of the review 
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1.5 A supporting element of the study was to 
review the approach taken to designating 
Local Green Spaces (LGS) through a 
Neighbourhood Plan in Cherwell District 
for comparison and consistency. TEP 
was also asked to review the approach 
taken by another local authority to the 

Site Area 
(hectares)

Land at the end of North 
Street, Fritwell 

0.90

Derwent Green, 
Bicester  

0.04

Gavray Meadows, 
Bicester  

13.52

Langford Community 
Orchard, Bicester  

1.56

Sport and Recreation 
Facilities West of Pingle 
Field, Bicester

3.96

Bury Moor Fields, 
Kidlington  

21.59

Land near St Mary’s 
Church, Kidlington 

5.14

Table 1: Sites considered as part of this Local 
Green Space Designation Study

(PPG). 

1.4 As shown in Table 1 below, one of the 
seven sites is in Fritwell, four sites are in 
Bicester and two sites are in Kidlington. 

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Background and Purpose

1.1 Cherwell District Council (CDC) is in the 
early stages of preparing a new Local 
Plan which will cover the period until 
2040 and will establish detailed planning 
policies and site allocations.  

1.2 CDC has received representations 
through the Local Plan consultation 
Community Involvement Paper (31 July 
2020 -14 September 2020) proposing 
various areas of land for designation as 
Local Green Space (LGS). These were 
then publicised as part of the Options 
consultation to obtain views on the areas 
of land proposed for LGS. In addition, 
further representations were received for 
LGS designation as part of the Options 
consultation (29 September 2021 - 10 
November 2021). In total CDC received 
representations for 19 sites, however 
through a sieving process described in 
Section 4.0, the Council rejected 12 
of the 19 sites at an early stage of the 
review process.

1.3 The Environment Partnership (TEP) 
Ltd. was commissioned by CDC in July 
2022 to assess the representations 
for the remaining seven potential LGS 
(sites) against the criteria contained in 
the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF) and Planning Practice Guidance 
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designation of LGS through its Local 
Plan process.

1.6 This report is structured as follows: 

 � Section 2.0 presents the policy 
context.  

 � Section 3.0 sets out comparative 
approaches to designating LGS. 

 � Section 4.0 provides the method for 
assessing the LGS nominations.  

 � Section 5.0 presents the findings of 
each LGS assessment categorized 
by settlement.   

 � Section 6.0 sets out conclusions 
and recommendations.
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2.0 POLICY CONTEXT

National

National Planning Policy Framework

2.1 The National Planning Policy Framework1 
(NPPF) sets out the Government’s 
planning policies for England, how these 
are expected to be applied at a local 
level in development plans and how 
developers should address them. The 
Framework places great emphasis on 
plans and developments contributing to 
sustainable development. Government 
policy on LGS is set in the NPPF as 
follows:

2.2 Paragraph 101 highlights that ‘The 
designation of land as Local Green 
Space through local and neighbourhood  
plans allows communities to identify 
and protect green areas of particular 
importance to them. Designating land as 
Local Green Space should be consistent  
with the local planning of sustainable 
development and complement 
investment in  sufficient homes, jobs and 
other essential services. Local Green 
Spaces should  only be designated when 
a plan is prepared or updated, and be 
capable of  enduring beyond the end of 
the plan period.’

2.3 Paragraph 102 outlines that the Local 

1 National Planning Policy Framework, Ministry of 
Housing, Communities and Local Government, July 2021

Green Space designation should only be 
used where the green space 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, recreational 
value (including as a playing field), 
tranquillity or richness of its wildlife; and

c) local in character and is not an 
extensive tract of land.’

2.4 On review of paragraph 102, it was noted 
that the criteria for demonstrably special 
are examples and not definitive criteria. 

2.5 Paragraph 103 states that ‘Policies for 
managing development within a Local 
Green Space should be consistent with 
those for Green Belts.’

Planning Practice Guidance

2.6 Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
- Open space, sports and recreation 
facilities, public rights of way and 
local green space, published by the 
Government in March 20142 provides 
further guidance on LGS designation.

2.7 PPG considers the following more 

2 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/open-space-sports-

and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-local-

green-space

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-loc
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-loc
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-loc
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specific matters:

How does Local Green Space 
designation relate to development?

2.8 ‘Designating any Local Green Space will 
need to be consistent with local planning 
for sustainable development in the area. 
In particular, plans must identify sufficient 
land in suitable locations to meet 
identified development needs and the 
Local Green Space designation should 
not be used in a way that undermines 
this aim of plan making.’

What if land has planning permission 
for development?

2.9 ‘Local Green Space designation will 
rarely be appropriate where the land has 
planning permission for development. 
Exceptions could be where the 
development would be compatible with 
the reasons for designation or where 
planning permission is no longer capable 
of being implemented.’

What if land is already protected by 
Green Belt?

2.10 ‘If land is already protected by Green 
Belt policy, then consideration should 
be given to whether any additional local 
benefit would be gained by designation 
as Local Green Space.’

2.11 ‘One potential benefit in areas where 

protection from development is the norm 
(e.g. villages included in the green belt) 
but where there could be exceptions is 
that the Local Green Space designation 
could help to identify areas that are 
of particular importance to the local 
community.’

What if land is already protected by 
designations such as National Park, 
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 
Site of Special Scientific Interest, 
Scheduled Monument or conservation 
area?

2.12 ‘Different types of designations are 
intended to achieve different purposes. If 
land is already protected by designation, 
then consideration should be given to 
whether any additional local benefit 
would be gained by designation as Local 
Green Space.’

How big can a Local Green Space 
be?

2.13 ‘There are no hard and fast rules about 
how big a Local Green Space can be 
because places are different and a 
degree of judgment will inevitably be 
needed. However, the National Planning 
Policy Framework is clear that Local 
Green Space designation should only be 
used where the green area concerned 
is not an extensive tract of land. 
Consequently, blanket designation of 
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open countryside adjacent to settlements 
will not be appropriate. In particular, 
designation should not be proposed as 
a ‘back door’ way to try to achieve what 
would amount to a new area of Green 
Belt by another name.’

Is there a minimum area?

2.14 ‘Provided land can meet the criteria of 
the National Planning Policy Framework 
there is no lower size limit for a Local 
Green Space.’

What about public access? 

2.15 ‘Some areas that may be considered 
for designation as Local Green Space 
may already have largely unrestricted 
public access, though even in places like 
parks there may be some restrictions. 
However, other land could be considered 
for designation even if there is no public 
access (e.g. green areas which are 
valued because of their wildlife, historic 
significance and/or beauty).’

2.16 ‘Designation does not in itself confer any 
rights of public access over what exists 
at present. Any additional access would 
be a matter for separate negotiation with 
landowners, whose legal rights must be 
respected.’

What about public rights of way?

2.17 ‘Areas that may be considered for 
designation as Local Green Space may 

be crossed by public rights of way. There 
is no need to designate linear corridors 
as Local Green Space simply to protect 
rights of way, which are already protected 
under other legislation.’

Does land need to be in public 
ownership? 

2.18 ‘A Local Green Space does not need 
to be in public ownership. However, 
the local planning authority (in the case 
of local plan making) or the qualifying 
body (in the case of neighbourhood 
plan making) should contact landowners 
at an early stage about proposals to 
designate any part of their land as Local 
Green Space. Landowners will have 
opportunities to make representations in 
respect of proposals in a draft plan.’

Would designation place any 
restrictions or obligations on 
landowners?

2.19 ‘Designating a green area as Local 
Green Space would give it protection 
consistent with that in respect of Green 
Belt, but otherwise there are no new 
restrictions or obligations on landowners.’

Who will manage Local Green 
Space?

2.20 ‘Management of land designated as 
Local Green Space will remain the 
responsibility of its owner. If the features 
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that make a green area special and 
locally significant are to be conserved, 
how it will be managed in the future is 
likely to be an important consideration. 
Local communities can consider how, 
with the landowner’s agreement, they 
might be able to get involved, perhaps in 
partnership with interested organisations 
that can provide advice or resources.’

Can a Local Green Space be 
registered as an Asset of Community 
Value?

2.21 ‘Land designated as Local Green Space 
may potentially also be nominated for 
listing by the local authority as an Asset 
of Community Value. Listing gives 
community interest groups an opportunity 
to bid if the owner wants to dispose of 
the land.’

Local

2.22 The Cherwell Local Plan 2011 - 2031 
was adopted in July 2015 and will be 
replaced by the emerging Cherwell Local 
Plan Review.

2.23 There are no Local Green Spaces 
designated within the Cherwell Local 
Plan however the supporting text to 
Policy BSC 10: Open Space, Outdoor 
Sport and Recreation Provision states 
(paragraph B.159) that:

‘Consideration will be given to the need 

to designate Local Green Spaces (green 
areas of particular importance to the local 
community) in accordance with advice 
in the NPPF and PPG, through the 
preparation of the Local Plan Part 2.’

2.24 The Local Plan Part 2 is no longer 
being prepared and instead the Local 
Plan Review will be the mechanism 
for updating the development plan, 
supported by this Local Green Space 
Assessment. 

Neighbourhood Plans

2.25 The site to be assessed in Fritwell is in 
the Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan 
area. The Plan has a specific policy 
relating Local Green Spaces but did not 
designate the particular site in question.

2.26 Policy PD7: Designation of Local Green 
Spaces considers Local Green Spaces 
within the Neighbourhood Plan Area and 
states that 

‘The Local Green Spaces listed on page 
39 are designated in accordance with 
NPPF requirements, as shown in Policy 
Map Figs. 9 to 18 and as further detailed 
in Appendix D. Development on the 
designated Local Green Spaces which 
does not relate to or complement their 
importance to the community will only 
be considered acceptable in exceptional 
circumstances.’
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3.0 COMPARATIVE 
APPROACHES TO 
DESIGNATING LOCAL 
GREEN SPACES

3.1 A supporting element of the study was to 
review the approach taken to designating 
Local Green Spaces (LGS) through 
made Neighbourhood Plans in Cherwell 
District for comparison and consistency. 
The Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan 
has been selected for review as the 
Fritwell site being assessed as part of 
this commission is in the Neighbourhood 
Plan area. 

3.2 TEP was also asked to review the 
approach taken by another local authority 
in terms of the successful designation 
of LGS through its Local Plan process. 
Following research of adopted Local 
Plans with LGS designations the 
Cheltenham Local Plan was identified 
and reviewed for consistency and to 
identify ‘lessons learned’.

Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood 
Plan (2018-2031)

3.3 The Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan 
(2018-2031) was made in May 2019. 
Policy PD7: Designation of Local Green 
Spaces (LGS) sets out the context to 
designating LGS and includes a list of 
the 24 sites that have been designated 
in accordance with the NPPF. This is 

further detailed in Appendix D of the 
Neighbourhood Plan.  

3.4 The appendix sets out nominations 
across the neighbourhood area based on 
NPPF criteria:

 � Good proximity to the community (all 
the nominated sites are within 0.5km 
of the edge of the village);

 � Not extensive (none of the sites 
exceeds 10ha; most are less than 
5ha.).

 � Demonstrably special to the 
community, having one or more 
of – recreational value, beauty, 
tranquillity, historic significance, or 
richness of wildlife.

3.5 Careful consideration has also been 
given as to whether each nominated 
site has any other protected status. 
Several potential sites that are 
scheduled monuments, village greens, 
or cemeteries have been excluded from 
the list as their protection is regarded as 
being of a high level under the relevant 
legislation, and there would be no benefit 
to be gained by also nominating them as 
LGS. 

3.6 A significant proportion of the sites that 
have been included are in Conservation 
Areas, and/or are labelled as “Existing 
Green Spaces” with reference to CDC 
Local Plan policy BSC10. However, the 
Neighbourhood Plan considers that this 
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3.9 Reasons for the nominations claiming 
that the sites are demonstrably special to 
the community are clearly communicated 

under Additional Information. 

3.10 All nominated sites were approved by 
the relevant Parish Council, evidencing 
support for nominations. There is limited 
reference to communication with site 
owners. One nominated site had no 
objection, whereas another received an 

objection from the site owner.

Local Green Spaces Study - 
Cheltenham Local Plan

3.11 In 2015 work was undertaken with local 
communities on behalf of Cheltenham 
Borough Council to explore potential 

Number of LGS 
Criteria Met

Number of 
sites

One 9

Two 7

Three 6

Four 2

Table 3: Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan 
LGS Results

criteria and nine sites meet one criteria 
(see Table 3). All but three sites are 
considered demonstrably special for their 
recreational value and thirteen sites are 
in a Conservation Area.

3.8 To summarise the findings of the 24 
sites, all have good proximity to the local 
community and are not extensive tracts 
of land. In terms of being demonstrably 
special to the community, two sites were 
reported to meet four of the example 
criteria in NPPF paragraph 102, six sites 
meet three criteria, seven sites meet two 

Parish

Ref No.

Location

Good Proximity

Not extensive 

Special to the

Community

In Conservation Area

Additional Information

Evidence of support

for nominations

Table 2: Nomination Criteria contained in the 
Mid-Cherwell Neighbourhood Plan

status does not offer the same high level 
of protection from development, and that 
there would be benefit from designation 
as an LGS.

3.7 The appendix includes a table (see 
Table 2 below) summarising how each 
nomination is considered to meet the 
relevant criteria. 
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sites for LGS designation. The results 
of this work are presented in the Local 
Green Spaces Study Report Part 
One3 and Part Two4, presented in the 
Examination Library. The study was 
undertaken by the Gloucestershire Rural 
Community Council (GRCC) who worked 
with local communities to identify spaces 
that are important to them and to produce 
evidence to support their application for 
designation, taking account of the criteria 
set out in the NPPF, PPG and other 
considerations which could demonstrate 
the appropriateness and exceptionality of 
the site.

3.12 A toolkit was produced by GRCC 
which the Report states helped local 
communities to ensure all relevant 
information was captured to support 
their applications for Local Green Space 
designation. A completed toolkit was 
produced for all sites that were submitted 
for designation through the study and 
was used for further site submissions 
through consultation on the Plan. The 
toolkit required evidence to show how 
the site has special significance to the 
local community in terms of one or more 
of the criteria of accessibility; beauty; 

3 https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/

file/4178/local_green_space_study_report

4 https://www.cheltenham.

gov.uk/downloads/file/6664/

eb022_local_green_spaces_study_part2_part_two

historical significance; recreational 
value; tranquillity; wildlife or any other 
aspect that demonstrates the special 
significance to the local community. This 
was taken as the main evidence base for 
the assessment of sites for designation 
as LGS. If the toolkit assessment was 
not provided for a site by the time of the 
re-assessment took place, the site was 
discounted at this stage due to lack of 
sufficient evidence. The Report notes that 
the site may be re-assessed in the future 
and designated if it can be demonstrated 
that the site meets the criteria set out in 
national policy and guidance.

3.13 During the preparation of the Plan an 
officer panel assessed the sites to inform 
which sites would be taken forward 
in the Plan as a Local Green Space 
designation. The documents discussing 
the merits of proposed Local Green 
Spaces were submitted to the Plan’s 
Examination.

3.14 The post-hearing advice5  from the 
Examination into the soundness of the 
Cheltenham Plan 2011-2031 expressed 
concerns about the evidence and policy 
for Local Green Space as follows:

‘26. Having reviewed the Council’s 
assessments for the designation of LGS 

5 https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/

file/7295/ed030_amended_inspectors_post_hearing_

advice_note_9419

https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/4178/local_green_space_study_report
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/4178/local_green_space_study_report
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/6664/eb022_local_green_spaces_study_part2_part_two
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/6664/eb022_local_green_spaces_study_part2_part_two
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/6664/eb022_local_green_spaces_study_part2_part_two
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/7295/ed030_amended_inspectors_post_hearing_advice_note_
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/7295/ed030_amended_inspectors_post_hearing_advice_note_
https://www.cheltenham.gov.uk/downloads/file/7295/ed030_amended_inspectors_post_hearing_advice_note_
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proposed within the CP, I am concerned 
that the methodology and overall 
assessment for LGS designation has not 
been sufficiently rigorous to comply with 
national policy and guidance.’

‘27. The NPPF sets a significantly high 
bar for LGS designation given that 
paragraphs 76-78 state that it “…will 
not be appropriate for most green areas 
or open space”; that on such sites new 
development is ruled out “other than in 
very special circumstances” and that they 
are to be managed in line with Green 
Belt policy.’ 

‘28. Care is required to ensure that 
LGS policies are not misused. Whilst 
it is a consequence of the successful 
designation of a site as LGS that it will 
be protected from future development, 
that should not be the primary reason 
for seeking the designation. The aim of 
the policy is to protect areas of particular 
importance to local communities and 
there is nothing in the NPPF which 
describes their use for the strategic 
containment of settlements or as a 
strategic designation to protect the 
countryside.’

‘29. The Council’s LGS Study Report, 
refers to the “threat of development” 
as an example of the factors to be 
considered by communities when 
assessing possible LGS sites, whereas 
the primary reason for designation should 

be that the site is of such demonstrable 
significance to the local community that 
it should be protected. The use made 
of Natural England’s Accessible Natural 
Greenspace Standards (ANGSt) in the 
LGS Study, and comparisons of the scale 
of LGS to that of SSSIs are unhelpful 
since it diverts attention from the criteria 
set out clearly in National policy and 
guidance.’

‘30. Many of the proposed LGS areas will 
be important to local communities. Open 
spaces will be used by local communities 
for informal recreational uses including 
dog walking and relaxation. However 
these are inevitably commonplace 
activities, in particular within the rural 
areas around the urban fringe. Sites may 
also contain varying levels of wildlife, 
beauty and tranquillity. Nevertheless 
the available evidence must sufficiently 
demonstrate why sites are ‘demonstrably 
special’ and of ‘particular local 
significance’ to distinguish them from 
other green areas and open spaces 
which have similar features in order to 
reach the high bar necessary for LGS 
designation.’

‘31. Many of the sites proposed for LGS 
in the CP have established uses which 
are subject to other policy protection. 
Before putting these sites forward as 
LGS, consideration should be given to 
whether the additional designation is 
justified. For example, the designation 
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of sports pitches and playing fields as 
LGS is useful where the specific facility 
is intended to be retained in that location 
and serves a special purpose for the 
local community. However, if there is a 
possibility of alternative or better facilities 
being provided in the future then the 
LGS designation would be inflexible and 
para 97 of the NPPF would provide a 
more appropriate form of protection. The 
Victoria Cricket Ground is an example of 
a sports field for which LGS designation 
is unlikely to be justified’.

3.15 The post-hearing advice extends 
beyond paragraph 31 and it expresses 
additional concerns about the evidence 
for selecting specific sites as LGS in the 
Cheltenham area.   

3.16 Key lessons from the Local Plan 
Examination of the designation of Local 
Green Spaces in Cheltenham. 

 � Need for compliance with National 
Planning Policy and Guidance.

 � Care that LGS policy is not misused, 
for example using the designation to 
protect land from development.

 � The primary reason for designation 
should be that the site is of such 
demonstrable significance to the 
local community that it should be 
protected.

 � Evidence must sufficiently 
demonstrate why sites are 

‘demonstrably special’ and of 
‘particular local significance’ to 
distinguish them from other green 
areas and open spaces.

 � Where sites have existing policy 
protection (e.g. Green Belt), 
consideration should be given to 
whether the additional designation 
is justified. For example, the 
designation of sports pitches and 
playing fields as LGS could be 
restrictive should there be the 
possibility of additional facilities 
(e.g. new changing rooms, fencing, 
floodlights) being provided for those 
spaces in the future.  

 � LGS is useful where the specific 
facility is intended to be retained in 
that location (see later commentary 
in relation to Sport and Recreation 
Facilities West of Pingle Field, 
Bicester).
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4.0 METHOD

4.1 This section sets out the method for the 
assessing local green spaces (LGS) 
nominations. This includes information 
on approach, the assessment criteria and 
process followed. 

4.2 The method for this assessment of LGS 
nominations is based on the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
and Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
along with the Council’s pro-forma 
application to Propose a Local Green 
Space Designation (including references 
to Tests) and learnings from Section 3.0 
Comparative Approaches to Designating 
Local Green Spaces, particularly the key 
lessons from the Local Plan Examination 
of the designation of Local Green Spaces 
in Cheltenham. 

First Sieve - Desktop Review

4.3 A desktop assessment was undertaken 
of the representations submitted as part 
of the Local Plan consultation Community 
Involvement Paper and then the Local 
Plan Options consultation. This was 
undertaken by Cherwell District Council 
(CDC) and the review agreed with TEP. 
Each representation was assessed 
against the following criteria (including 
reference to tests from the Council’s 
application to Propose a Local Green 
Space Designation): 

 � Was any supporting evidence 
submitted with the representation? 
(If not, site was rejected as not being 
‘demonstrably special’)

 � Test 5: is the site an extensive tract 
of land? (If so, site was rejected)

4.4 As part of the desktop review 12 sites 
were rejected, with seven sites taken 
forward to the second sieve. This 
included some large sites that were 
borderline on Test 5.  

Second Sieve - Review of PPG 
LGS Criteria with Cherwell 
District Council (CDC) Planning 
Policy Officers

4.5 The following test and criteria were 
reviewed with CDC planning policy 
officers to consider whether each LGS 
nomination complies with National 
Planning Policy and Guidance. 

 � Test 6 (part of): If site/space was 
designated can the site endure 
beyond the end of the plan period?

 � How does Local Green Space 
designation relate to development?

4.6 ‘Designating any Local Green Space will 
need to be consistent with local planning 
for sustainable development in the area.’

 � What if land is already protected by 
Green Belt?

4.7 ‘If land is already protected by Green 
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Belt policy, or in London, policy 
on Metropolitan Open Land, then 
consideration should be given to whether 
any additional local benefit would be 
gained by designation as Local Green 
Space.’ 

4.8 (This criterion only applies to the 
Kidlington sites)

4.9 Where sites have existing policy 
protection, consideration should be given 
to whether the additional designation is 
justified and there is any ‘additional local 
benefit’.

4.10 In addition, officers will need to establish 
whether LGS policy is not being misused, 
for example using the designation 
to protect land from development 
and where sites have existing 
policy protection (e.g. Green Belt), 
consideration should be given to whether 
the additional designation is justified.

4.11 Following the review of PPG LGS criteria 
with CDC planning policy officers, it was 
agreed which sites should be subject to 
further detailed analysis and which sites 
should be rejected.

Third Sieve - Desktop Analysis 
and Field Survey 

4.12 The detailed analysis focussed on Test 
4 from the Council’s pro-forma and 
representations received as follows: 

 � Can the site be shown to be 
demonstrably special to the local 
community?

4.13 The criteria identified in the NPPF (2021) 
are:

‘Demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds a particular local 
significance, for example because of its 
beauty, historic significance, recreational 
value (including as playing field), 
tranquillity or richness of its wildlife.’

4.14 It will be important that there is sufficient 
evidence to demonstrate why sites are 
‘demonstrably special’ and of ‘particular 
local significance’ to distinguish them 
from other green areas and open spaces.

4.15 In addition, the criteria for demonstrably 
special in the NPPF (2021) are examples 
and not definitive criteria.  

4.16 Following the desktop analysis, TEP 
undertook a field survey of each site. 
The field survey took place during August 
2022 and involved two members of 
staff who visited the site and environs 
by car and foot from publicly accessible 
locations. A selection of photographs was 
taken to help confirm findings including 
the existing use of the site. Following the 
field survey, the findings of the site work 
were compared with the representations 
submitted.  This established if there 
was sufficient evidence from the 
representations to demonstrate why 
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sites are ‘demonstrably special’ and 
of ‘particular local significance’ to 
distinguish them from other green areas 
and open spaces.

4.17 The review of the desktop analysis 
and findings of the field survey were 
discussed with CDC planning policy 
officers and the outcome was to agree 
which sites should be retained for further 
investigation and which sites should be 
rejected.
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5.0 ASSESSMENT OF 
LOCAL GREEN SPACE 
NOMINATIONS

5.1 The assessment of the local green space 
(LGS) nominations is set below. 

First Sieve - Desktop Review

5.2 The first sieve was undertaken by officers 
at Cherwell District Council (CDC) 
with the agreement of TEP and details 
and outcome of this are provided in 
Appendix A.

Second Sieve - Review of PPG 
LGS Criteria with Cherwell 
District Council (CDC) Planning 
Policy Officers

5.3 The sites carried through to the second 
sieve are shown overleaf.

5.4 The criteria for the second sieve as 
outlined in Section 3.0 are applied to 
each site with the results presented later 
in this section.
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Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

No

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

No

Is the site public green 
space?

No

Are there other 
designations? 

PRoW 219/9 runs through the site.

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

CDC confirmed that the site could endure beyond the end of the 
plan period if it were to be designated as local green space and its 
designation would be consistent with local planning for sustainable 
development in the area.

Table 5: Current Designations - North Street, Fritwell

Site Details Response

Description of site The site comprises an area of managed grassland enclosed by 
hedgerows and post and wire fencing. The site is bound to the north 
by Fritwell Road and by further agricultural land to the east, south 
and west. A public right of way (PRoW) runs along the edge of 
Fritwell and crosses the site, meeting Fritwell Road to the north.

Site area (ha) 0.9

Ownership Private Ownership 

Table 4: Site Overview - North Street, Fritwell

LAND AT THE END OF NORTH STREET, FRITWELL
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Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

No

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

No

Is the site public green 
space?

The site is identified as Natural Green Space in Local Plan but is not 
publicly accessible. 

Are there other 
designations? 

None

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

CDC confirmed that the site could endure beyond the end of the 
plan period if it were to be designated as local green space and its 
designation would be consistent with local planning for sustainable 
development in the area.

Table 7: Current Designations - Derwent Green, Bicester

Site Details Response

Description of site The site comprises amenity greenspace in a residential area at the 
western edge of Bicester. The site is bound to the north by residential 
dwellings off Derwent Road, to the east by Dryden Avenue, to the 
south by residential dwellings along Dryden Avenue and Derwent 
Road and to the west by residential properties off Derwent Road.

Site area (ha) 0.04

Ownership Private

Table 6: Site Overview - Derwent Green, Bicester

DERWENT GREEN, DERWENT ROAD, BICESTER
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Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

No

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

No - Falls within a larger site (Bicester 13) which does not currently 
have planning consent, although a developer has submitted a 
planning application (reference 21/03558/OUT ) to deliver the 
strategic housing allocation.

Is the site public green 
space?

Yes

Are there other 
designations? 

Part of the site has been designated as a Local Wildlife site since 
2002, the remainder of the site is in the River Ray Conservation 
Target Area (CTA).

Table 9: Current Designations - Gavray Drive, Bicester

Site Details Response

Description of site The Site comprises semi-natural greenspace near to a residential 
area at the eastern edge of Bicester. The site is bound to the north 
by the Chiltern Main Line Railway, to the east by Charbridge Lane, 
to the south by areas of meadow and scrub and Gavray Drive and to 
the west by agricultural land. 

Site area (ha) 13.52

Ownership Private

Table 8: Site Overview - Gavray Drive, Bicester

GAVRAY MEADOWS, GAVRAY DRIVE, BICESTER
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Planning application (reference 21/03558/OUT) shows proposed housing development extending 
east of the Langford Brook, providing a frontage onto Gavray Drive while not extending into the 
Conservation Target Area to the north. 

The proposed site boundary for the proposed Local Green Space is presented in Appendix 
C. This boundary excludes the developable area in the allocation with the agreement of the 
landowner. 

CDC confirmed that the undeveloped part of the site allocation could endure beyond the end 
of the plan period if it were to be designated as local green space and its designation would be 
consistent with local planning for sustainable development in the area.

The site boundary resolved at Full Council on 20th July to be positively pursued through 
the Cherwell Local Plan process varies from the site boundary proposed by the community 
representations. This is further described under Sieve 3.  

Criteria Response

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

CDC planning policy wording under “Key site-specific design and 
place shaping principles” there is a need to protect the Local Wildlife 
Site and avoid adversely impacting the Conservation Target Area 
such that part of the site could be designated as Local Green Space.  

Full Council on 20th July 2015 when the Local Plan was adopted, 
Council resolved “(7) That the designation of the Conservation 
Target Area at Gavray Drive (Policy Bicester 13) as a designated 
Local Green Space through the forthcoming stages of the Cherwell 
Local Plan Part 2 be positively pursued.”

Table 9: Current Designations - Gavray Drive, Bicester Continued.

GAVRAY MEADOWS, GAVRAY DRIVE, BICESTER
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Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

No

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

No

Is the site public green 
space?

Identified as Existing Green Space on the Key Policies Map for 
Bicester in the adopted Local Plan. Some public access.

Are there other 
designations? 

No

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

CDC confirmed that the site could endure beyond the end of the 
plan period if it were to be designated as local green space and its 
designation would be consistent with local planning for sustainable 
development in the area.

Table 11: Current Designations - Langford Community Orchard, Bicester 

Site Details Response

Description of site The site comprises the community orchard which is enclosed by 
vegetation and is in a residential area near to the centre of Bicester. 
The Site is bound to the north-east by residential dwellings off 
Nuthatch Watch Way, Dunlin Court  and Mallards Way, to the  
south-east by open space along Mallards Way and to the west by 
development off Coach House Mews and London Road.

Site area (ha) 1.56

Ownership Public - part Bicester Town Council, part Cherwell District Council

Table 10: Site Overview - Langford Community Orchard, Bicester

LANGFORD COMMUNITY ORCHARD, BICESTER
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Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

No

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

Under Consideration - for the Redevelopment of site to provide a 
new public park, a car and cycle hub with electric vehicle charging 
and additional guest services, retail and food and beverage 
floorspace with associated access, parking, drainage and 
landscaping (Application Reference: 22/03513/F). 

Is the site public green 
space?

Identified as Existing Green Space on the Key Policies Map for 
Bicester in the adopted Local Plan but not publicly accessible. 

Are there other 
designations? 

Yes, Bicester 5 (Strengthening Bicester town Centre)

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

Not certain.  Any redevelopment proposals for this existing sport 
and recreation site will be considered against the requirements of 
Paragraph 99 of the NPPF.

Table 13: Current Designations - Sport and Recreation Facilities West of Pingle Field, Bicester

Site Details Response

Description of site The site comprises the former Bicester Community Sports 
Association facilities including former playing fields and club house 
buildings. The site is now vacant and has been sold to a private 
owner.  Bicester Sports Association is now operating at an alternative 
site in Chesterton and recently won planning permission (on appeal) 
to expand the facilities.

Site area (ha) 3.96

Ownership Private

Table 12: Site Overview - Sport and Recreation Facilities West of Pingle Field, Bicester

SPORT AND RECREATION FACILITIES WEST OF PINGLE FIELD, BICESTER
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The site is currently designated as Existing Open Space but the Bicester Sports Association 
facility no longer operates at the site.  The new owners, Value Retail, currently have a live planning 
application (submitted November 2022) (reference 22/03513/F) for the redevelopment of site to 
provide a new public park, a car and cycle hub with electric vehicle charging and additional guest 
services, retail and food and beverage floorspace with associated access, parking, drainage and 
landscaping.  

For planning permission to be granted there would need to be sufficient mitigation provided to 
replace the loss of the sports facility and open space.  The provision of sports facilities and open 
space in Bicester as a whole is being actively considered through the Local Plan Review process 
and some flexibility may be required at this site to contribute towards meeting Bicester’s needs 
during the plan period.

It is therefore not certain that the site could endure beyond the end of the plan period if it were to 
be designated as local green space and its designation could be inconsistent with local planning 
for sustainable development in the area. The site does not meet the criteria to progress to the third 
sieve. 

SPORT AND RECREATION FACILITIES WEST OF PINGLE FIELD, BICESTER
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The site is proposed for release from the Green Belt and allocation for development in the Local 
Plan Review, therefore designation of the site as Local Green Space would not be consistent 
with local planning for sustainable development in the area. The site does not meet the criteria to 
progress to the third sieve. 

Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

Yes

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

No

Is the site public green 
space?

No

Are there other 
designations? 

PRoW Kidlington Footpaths 265/15/10, 265/16/10, 265/17/10 and 
265/18/10 are all within the site.

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

The site is a proposed housing allocation and in the new local plan 
and would not endure beyond the end of the plan period. 

Table 15: Current Designations - Bury Moor Fields, Kidlington 

Site Details Response

Description of site The site comprises a series of arable fields enclosed by hedgerows 
at the northern edge of Kidlington. The site is bound to the north by 
further agricultural land, to the east by St Mary’s Churchyard and 
residential dwellings off Church Street, to the south by the northern 
settlement edge of Kidlington and to the west by residential dwellings 
off Briar End and further agricultural land. 

Site area (ha) 21.59

Ownership Private

Table 14: Site Overview - Bury Moor Fields, Kidlington 

BURY MOOR FIELDS, KIDLINGTON



CHERWELL LOCAL GREEN SPACE DESIGNATIONS STUDY

www.tep.uk.com

27

Criteria Response

Is the site within the 
Green Belt? 

No

Does the site have 
Planning Permission?

No

Is the site public green 
space?

No

Are there other 
designations? 

Conservation Area

Could the site endure 
beyond the plan period?

CDC confirmed that the site could endure beyond the end of the 
plan period if it were to be designated as local green space and its 
designation would be consistent with local planning for sustainable 
development in the area.

Table 17: Current Designations - Land near St Mary’s Church, Kidlington

Site Details Response

Description of site The Site comprises several grass fields on the northern edge of 
Kidlington, near St Mary’s Church. Some of the fields are currently 
used for grazing. A PRoW runs along the eastern edge of the site. 
The site is bound to the north, east and south by further grassland 
and to the west by the north-eastern settlement edge of Kidlington.

Site area (ha) 5.14

Ownership Private

Table 16: Site Overview - Land near St Mary’s Church, Kidlington

LAND NEAR ST MARY’S CHURCH, KIDLINGTON
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Third Sieve - Desktop Analysis 
and Field Survey

5.7 The third sieve involved a review 
of the representations received in 
respect of how the site can be shown 
to be demonstrably special to the local 
community. 

5.8 After the review, a field survey was 
undertaken of each site to establish 
if there was sufficient evidence from 
the representations to demonstrate 
why sites are ‘demonstrably special’ 
and of ‘particular local significance’ to 
distinguish them from other green areas 
and open spaces.

Summary of Second Sieve

5.5 Working with Cherwell District Council 
(CDC) planning policy officers it was 
agreed which sites could endure beyond 
the end of the plan period if designated 
as local green space in addition to being 
consistent with planning for sustainable 
development in the area. The agreed 
sites are listed below and they will be 
taken forward to the third sieve - Desktop 
Analysis and Field Survey. 

 � Land at the end of North Street, 
Fritwell 

 � Derwent Green, Bicester 

 � Gavray Meadows, Bicester 

 � Langford Community Orchard, 
Bicester 

 � Land near St Mary’s Church , 
Kidlington 

5.6 The remaining sites were not consistent 
with sustainable development and have 
been rejected and are listed below.

 � Sport and Recreation Facilities West 
of Pingle Field, Bicester

 � Bury Moor Fields, Kidlington
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Evidence Response

Beauty Yes

History Yes

Recreation No

Tranquillity Yes

Wildlife No

Community Support Fritwell Parish Council

Elected Member Support No

Organisation Support No

Table 18: Special Qualities identified in Representations - North Street, Fritwell

A representation has been submitted by Fritwell Parish Council and a summary of how the 
nomination considers it to be ‘demonstrably special’ is provided in Table 18 below.

The nomination states that the site meets three of the five example criteria in NPPF paragraph 
102.

Summary of Representations

LAND AT THE END OF NORTH STREET, FRITWELL
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It is considered that the features of local significance can be enjoyed from the PRoW without the 
need for the designation of the field as a local green space. The report of the Examination of the 
Cheltenham Local Plan explains that LGS is a high bar and that sites should be elevated from the 
commonplace experienced in many locales. This site is not taken forward to the next sieve.

Evidence Response

Beauty The site visit confirmed that the site is visually attractive, is enclosed by 
hedgerows, a tree belt and paddocks and has a rural character, much like other 
land on the edge of Fritwell. 

The representation states that the site is at the highest point of the village and 
commands views back across the village and surrounding rural landscape. 
However, following the site visit and review of Ordnance Survey base mapping 
this appears to be overstated. The land slopes gradually east towards the village 
and the very upper section of St Olave’s Church spire is visible above trees with 
the remainder of the village largely screened from view.  

History The site is adjacent to the Fritwell Conservation Area which contains several 
heritage assets. We are not aware of any associations between the site and 
historic events.

Recreation The representation refers to the public right of way (PRoW) crossing the 
site and that it can enable appreciation of local heritage and wider views 
of the countryside. This is valid, however appreciation of these features of 
local significance can be enjoyed from the PRoW and does not require the 
designation of the field as a local green space. 

The site is not used for sports or oher recreational activities. 

Tranquillity The site exhibits some sense of tranquility as part of the rural landscape 
surrounding the village of Fritwell but is not disparate to other pieces of land that 
comprise this landscape.

Wildlife The site is not designated for its wildlife value, nor does it contain features of 
notable biodiversity interest. 

Table 19: Demonstrable Qualities identified in during site visit - North Street, Fritwell

Analysis

LAND AT THE END OF NORTH STREET, FRITWELL
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Representations have been submitted by Derwent Residents Group and Bicester Town Council. 
A summary of how the nomination considers that the site is ‘demonstrably special’ is provided in 
Table 20 below.

The nomination states that the site meets one of the example criteria and it has the support of 
Derwent Residents Group and Bicester Town Council.

The site includes a grassed area, with several mature trees and mature shrubs contributing to a 
sense of enclosure. It is easily accessible as there are footpaths alongside three of the four sides 
of the space. The representation refers to value of the open space in the past twenty years for 
members of the public for recreational purposes including street parties, teaching children to ride 
their bike and ball games.

Analysis

Evidence Response

Beauty No

History No

Recreation Yes

Tranquillity No

Wildlife No

Community Support Derwent Green Residents Group 

A petition of 80 signatures was collected, (part of formal 
response date 11.03.16)

Elected Member Support No

Organisation Support No

Table 20: Special Qualities identified in Representations - Derwent Green, Bicester

Summary of Representations

DERWENT GREEN, BICESTER
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In respect of the support for the site, it is considered that the site is demonstrably special to the 
local community and that it should be recommended for LGS designation.

Evidence Response

Beauty The site comprises an area of grassland within the built-up area and is not 
particularly attractive. We are not aware of any references to the site in 
landscape character assessments, literature or the arts, nor are we aware of any 
valued views towards the site.

History There are no heritage assets within or adjacent to the site and no historic 
landscape features present. We are not aware of any associations between the 
site and historic events.

Recreation The site appears to be valued for recreation and at the time of survey the site 
appeared to be well-managed.

Tranquillity The site is located within an urban area and is not particularly tranquil. 

Wildlife The site is not designated for its wildlife value, nor does it contain features of 
notable biodiversity interest. 

Table 21: Demonstrable Qualities identified during site visit - Derwent Green, Bicester
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Evidence Response

Beauty Yes

History Yes

Recreation Yes

Tranquillity Yes

Wildlife Yes

Community Support A petition of 1,480 signatures was collected, Oct 2014 in support 
of the LGS. 
Active online petition of 295 signatures in support of the LGS.

Elected Member Support Resolution at CDC full Council on October July 2015 

Bicester Town Council – letter of support July 3rd 2015

Organisation Support Bicester Green Gym, Grassroots Bicester Community Action 
Group, Langford Community Orchard Group, Bicester Local 
History Society.

Table 22: Special Qualities identified in Representations  - Gavray Meadows, Bicester

Representations have been submitted by Save Gavray Meadows Campaign and Wildlife News 
Gavray Meadows. A summary of how the nomination considers that the site is ‘demonstrably 
special’ is provided in Table 22. The site boundary for the Proposed Local Green Space differs 
from the one proposed by Cherwell District Council (see Sieve 2). In the representations, the 
proposed southern boundary extends to the edge of the footway to Gavray Drive. This would 
conflict with the strategic site allocation Bicester 13 and planning application (reference 21/03558/
OUT) currently under consideration by the planning authority.

The nomination states that the site meets the five example criteria. 

Summary of Representations

GAVRAY MEADOWS, BICESTER
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The boundary of the submission overlaps with the boundary of a strategic housing allocation so 
care is needed to ensure that any Local Green Space designation does not adversely affect the 
deliverability of the site.  Nonetheless, it is considered that the site is demonstrably special to the 
local community and that it should be taken forward to the next sieve. 

Evidence Response

Beauty The site visit confirmed that the site is visually attractive with a series of 
meadows enclosed by hedgerows and hedgerow trees and informal footpaths. 
We are not aware of any references to the site in landscape character 
assessments, literature or the arts, nor are we aware of any valued views 
towards the site.

History The representation includes reference to ridge and furrow formations and this 
was confirmed by the site visit.  

Recreation Although the site is currently in private ownership, the site visit confirmed that 
the site is used informally by the local community for dog walking.

Tranquillity During the site visit it was evident that the site provides a natural green area 
of tranqulity away from the nearby housing estates and roads and is a unique 
space in Bicester for unspoilt nature and birdsong.

Wildlife Over 50% of the site is designated as a Local Wildlife Site and this confirms the 
richness of wildlife.

Table 23: Demonstrable Qualities identified during site visit  - Gavray Meadows, Bicester

The representation states that the site is visually attractive comprising a collection of small ancient 
meadows bounded by hedgerows that date back to medieval times. 

Consideration of demonstrable qualities is provided in Table 23 below.

Analysis

GAVRAY MEADOWS, BICESTER
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Evidence Response

Beauty Yes

History No

Recreation Yes

Tranquillity Yes

Wildlife Yes

Community Support Langford Community Orchard Group

Bicester Green Gym

A petition of 382 signatures was collected

Four letters of appreciation from local residents

Elected Member Support No

Organisation Support Bicester Town Council (BTC) – recommendation for designation 
as local green space (June 2015)

Table 24: Special Qualities identified in Representations  - Langford Community Orchard, Bicester

Representations have been submitted on behalf of Langford Community Orchard Group. 
A subsequent representation was submitted in respect of a potential extension to Langford 
Community Orchard for inclusion in the LGS nomination. A summary of how the nomination 
considers the site is ‘demonstrably special’ is provided in Table 24.

The nomination states that the site meets the five example criteria. 

Summary of Representations
LANGFORD COMMUNITY ORCHARD, BICESTER
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It is considered that the site is demonstrably special to the local community and that it should  be 
recommended for LGS designation.

Evidence Response

Beauty The site is visually attractive and comprises a variety of trees, including fruit 
trees and bushes. The site has a sense of enclosure from its wooded corridors 
and tree belts forming its boundaries. We are not aware of any references to the 
site in landscape character assessments, literature or the arts, nor are we aware 
of any valued views towards the site.

History There are no heritage assets within or adjacent to the site and no historic 
landscape features present. We are not aware of any associations between the 
site and historic events.

Recreation There is evidence of recreational value with the site’s use for exercise, 
volunteering activity and engagement with children from the local primary 
school. 

Tranquillity The site visit confirmed that the site is tranquil, with mature vegetation internal 
and to the edge of the site creating a sense of enclosure.  

Wildlife The site is not designated for its wildlife value, nor does it contain features of 
notable biodiversity interest. From the site visit it was clear that there were fruit 
trees and fruit bushes that provide some value for wildlife.

Table 25: Demonstrable Qualities identified during site visit - Langford Community Orchard, Bicester
Analysis

LANGFORD COMMUNITY ORCHARD, BICESTER
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Evidence Response

Beauty Yes

History Yes

Recreation Yes

Tranquillity Yes

Wildlife Yes

Community Support Kidlington Development Watch

Elected Member Support No

Organisation Support No

Table 26: Special Qualities identified in Representations - Land near St Mary's Church, Kidlington

A representation has been submitted on behalf of Kidlington Development Watch. A summary of 
how the nomination considers the site to be ‘demonstrably special’ is provided in Table 26.

The nomination states that the site meets the five example criteria. 

Summary of Representations

LAND NEAR ST MARY’S CHURCH, KIDLINGTON
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The representation states that views from the site towards the church are beautiful and that there 
is a sense of tranquility. The site visit confirmed that the views towards the church and the edge 
of the settlement are distinctive. The representation confirms that the site is in the Church Street 
Conservation Area and it references the Conservation Area Appraisal. 

In terms of recreational value, the representation references the promoted public right of way 
(Oxford Green Belt Way), its popularity and the opportunity to appreciate the historic connections 
of the area.  The representations are valid, however appreciation of the local heritage can be 
enjoyed from the PRoW and does not require the designation of the site as a Local Green Space.  
It is considered that the features of local significance can be enjoyed from the PRoW without the 
need for the designation of the remainder of the site as a Local Green Space. The nominated area 

Evidence Response

Beauty The site visit confirmed that the site is visually attractive as part of the rural 
landscape at the northern edge of Kidlington. There are views towards spire of 
St Mary's Church beyond intervening trees. We are not aware of any references 
to the site in landscape character assessments, literature or the arts, nor are we 
aware of any valued views towards the site. 

History The site is in the Church Street Conservation Area and local heritage assets 
including St Mary's Church can be enjoyed from the site, including the PRoW 
within the site. We are not aware of any associations between the site and 
historic events.

Recreation The site is adjacent to the promoted long-distance footpath the Oxford Green 
Belt Way.

Tranquillity The site exhibits a sense of tranquility as part of the rural landscape surrounding 
the northern settlement edge of Kidlington, but is not disparate to other pieces of 
land that comprise this landscape.

Wildlife The site is not designated for its wildlife value, nor does it contain features of 
notable biodiversity interest.

Table 27: Demonstrable Qualities identified during site visit  - Land near St Mary's Church, Kidlington

Analysis

LAND NEAR ST MARY’S CHURCH, KIDLINGTON
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is not greatly distinct from the surrounding locale in respect of aspects leading to its nomination. 

The Conservation Area designation ensures that any development which may be allowed would 
preserve and enhance its character and appearance and the designation of Local Green Space 
would at least in part duplicate restrictions that already apply in terms of Conservation Area and 
Green Belt and would not provide any additional local benefit. This site is not recommended for 
LGS designation. 

Analysis Continued

LAND NEAR ST MARY’S CHURCH, KIDLINGTON
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Summary of Third Sieve

5.9 Working with Cherwell District Council 
(CDC) planning policy officers it was 
agreed which sites were shown to 
be demonstrably special to the local 
community. The agreed sites are listed 
below.

 � Derwent Green, Bicester 

 � Gavray Meadows, Bicester

 � Langford Community Orchard, 
Bicester 

5.10 The remaining sites did not reach 
the threshold to be shown to be 
demonstrably special to the local 
community or had existing policy 
protection where additional designation 
could not be deemed to be justified. The 
sites are: 

 � Land at the end of North Street, 
Fritwell 

 � Land near St Mary’s Church, 
Kidlington 
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6.0 CONCLUSION AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

6.1 This report has conducted a thorough 
review of proposed LGS designation 
sites to establish whether they meet the 
policy test to be designated as LGS in 
the new Local Plan. 

6.2 Following this review, the following 
spaces are recommended to be 
designated as Local Green Space in the 
Regulation 19 Local Plan with precise 
boundaries plotted:

 � Derwent Green, Bicester 

 � Gavray Meadows, Bicester

 � Langford Community Orchard, 
Bicester

6.3 All other sites assessed are not 
recommended to be Local Green Space 
and this is because they have failed to 
meet the policy test set out the National 
Planning Policy Framework and Planning 
Practice Guidance. 

6.4 Engagement has not taken place with 
the landowners but will be done through 
the plan-making process. Views on 
draft Local Green Space designations 
will be sought during the Regulation 
18 consultation in early 2023, with 
designations confirmed in the Regulation 
19 proposed submission draft of the 
Local Plan Review.

6.5 Discussions should include the 
future management regimes and 
responsibilities of any land designated as 
LGS. 

Proposed LGS Boundaries

6.6 Proposed boundaries for the 
recommended LGS sites are provided 
overleaf.

6.7 The boundary of the site at Derwent 
Green, Bicester, follows the boundary 
submitted as part of the representations 
(see Appendix B for further details).

6.8 In the representations received the 
southern boundary of the site at Gavray 
Meadows, Bicester, extends to the 
edge of the footway to Gavray Drive. 
This would conflict with the strategic 
site allocation Bicester 13 and planning 
application (reference 21/03558/
OUT) currently under consideration by 
the planning authority. The proposed 
boundary for LGS designation excludes 
the developable area in the allocation.

6.9 The boundary of the site at Bicester 
Community Orchard  follows the 
boundary submitted as part of the 
representations (see Appendix B for 
further details).
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PROPOSED LGS BOUNDARY - DERWENT GREEN, BICESTER

0 10 205

Metres

KEY
Site boundary

Service Layer Credits: Reproduced by permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of Her Majesty's Stationery Office.
Contains OS data © Crown Copyright and database right 2022. All rights reserved. Cherwell OS Licence number 100018504

G9233.01.001.1
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PROPOSED LGS BOUNDARY - GAVRAY MEADOWS, GAVRAY DRIVE

0 100 20050

Metres

KEY
Site boundary
Local Wildlife Site
Conservation Target Area
Strategic Site Allocation

Service Layer Credits: Reproduced by permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of Her Majesty's Stationery Office.
Contains OS data © Crown Copyright and database right 2022. All rights reserved. Cherwell OS Licence number 100018504

G9233.01.005
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PROPOSED LGS BOUNDARY - LANGFORD COMMUNITY ORCHARD 

0 25 5012.5

Metres

KEY
Site boundary

Service Layer Credits: Reproduced by permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of Her Majesty's Stationery Office.
Contains OS data © Crown Copyright and database right 2022. All rights reserved. Cherwell OS Licence number 100018504

G9233.01.001.6
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Site Description Rep Code 2020 Rep Code 2021
Accept / Reject for detailed 
assessment in LGS Study Comment

1 Land north of Banbury and south of Hanwell, east of Warwick Road ‐ LPR‐B‐820 Reject Extensive tract of land submitted as a proposed new forest.

2 Gavray Meadows, Bicester LPR‐A‐125

LPR‐B‐623
LPR‐B‐624
LPR‐B‐734 Accept

Local Plan housing allocation though the submitted area is part protected as a Local Wildlife Site 
and part Conservation Target Area.  Current planning application on the site.  Previous Council 
resolution to seek LGS designation on this site.

3 Avon Crescent, Bicester LPR‐A‐196 Reject

No supporting information included in the rep.  Not 'demonstrably special' to the community.  
Previously an Asset of Community Value which has since expired.  Already protected as an 'Existing 
Green Space' in LPP1 and covered by TPOs

4 Derwent Green, Bicester LPR‐A‐196 LPR‐B‐707 Accept

Previously an Asset of Community Value which has since expired.  Already protected as an 'Existing 
Green Space' in LPP1.  No LGS proforma received but representation has attempted to address the 
criteria for designation.  Petition gathered in response to a previous planning application (refused).

5 Oxford Road, Bicester LPR‐A‐196 Accept

Previously an Asset of Community Value which has since expired.  Already protected as an 'Existing 
Green Space' in LPP1.  Identified as part of the 'Town Centre Extension Area of Search' in LPP1.  Live 
planning application pending determination for redevelopment proposals for Bicester Village 
extension.  

6 Langford Community Orchard, Bicester LPR‐A‐204
LPR‐B‐473
LPR‐B‐623 Accept

Rep contains detailed supporting evidence.  Community facility with ecological value.  Already 
designated as Existing Green Space in LPP1.

7
Open space and ornamental gardens on the Greenwood Homes 
estate, Bicester ‐ LPR‐B‐707 Reject

This is a blanket submission covering an assortment of informal open spaces in the estate ‐ there is 
insufficient evidence that it is 'demonstrably special'.  The larger open spaces in the submission are 
already protected by Existing Green Space designation.

8 Land south of Wards Crescent, Bodicote

LPR‐A‐091 (HELAA 
promoter, not LGS 
promoter) LPR‐B‐911 Reject

HELAA site submission via LPR‐A‐091.  No existing policy protection save for a public right of way.  
Rights of way are apparently well‐used but there is no evidence of the agricultural site being 
'demonstrably special' ‐ it has been submitted in response to a HELAA submission.

9 Land west and south of Bodicote ‐ LPR‐B‐722 Reject Extensive tract of land

10 Land off Rau Court, Caversfield ‐ LPR‐B‐362 Reject
Not designated as Existing Green Space ‐ refused Outline application in 2003.  Part NERC site.  No 
supporting evidence provided to demonstrate that it is demonstrably special.

11 Land off Springfield Road, Caversfield ‐ LPR‐B‐362 Reject
Not designated as Existing Green Space ‐ refused Outline application in 2004.  No supporting 
evidence provided to demonstrate that it is demonstrably special.

12 Land to the north of Cropredy and south of Cropredy Marina

LPR‐A‐155 / LPR‐A‐202 
(HELAA promoter, not 
LGS promoter)

LPR‐B‐504
LPR‐B‐621 Reject

LPR‐A‐155 and LPR‐A‐202 are proposing residential development through the HELAA.  2021 Reps 
identify that the submission for LGS has been made in response to the landowner promoting the 
site for residential, rather than because the site is 'demonstrably special'.

13 Land at the end of North Street, Fritwell LPR‐A‐235 ‐ Accept Adjacent to Conservation Area and crossed by a footpath.  Supporting evidence provided.

14 Field between Park Farm and the Castle Grounds, Hanwell ‐

LPR‐B‐337
LPR‐B‐849
LPR‐B‐875
LPR‐B‐877 Reject

No supporting information included in the reps ‐ just a request to designate.  No evidence it is 
demonstrably special

15 The village playing field off Muddy Lane, Hanwell ‐

LPR‐B‐337
LPR‐B‐825
LPR‐B‐849
LPR‐B‐875
LPR‐B‐877 Reject

No supporting information included in the reps ‐ just a request to designate.  No evidence it is 
demonstrably special

16 Land at Bury Moor Fields, Kidlington ‐ LPR‐B‐124 Accept Some supporting information provided.  Site is within the Green Belt.

17 Land north and north east of Kidlington ‐ LPR‐B‐124 Accept
Some supporting information provided.  It is within a Conservation Area and the Green Belt so 
already protected from development by those designations.  

18 Outskirts of Kidlington LPR‐A‐237 ‐ Reject Extensive tract of land, no defined boundaries

19 Greenfield land surrounding Nethercote ‐
LPR‐B‐620
LPR‐B‐790 Reject Extensive tract of land
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APPENDIX B - REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED 
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FRITWELL PARISH COUNCIL - LAND AT THE END OF NORTH STREET, 
FRITWELL



From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Subject: Review of Cherwell Local Plan Consultation
Date: 28 September 2020 10:45:54
Attachments: Local Green Space Application Fritwell Heights with map[8520].docx

Representation_Form___July_2020_final[8518].docx 1.docx 2.docx

Dear Sirs
Please find attached the Community Involvement Paper Representation Form and Local Green
Space Site Submission on behalf of Fritwell Parish Council.
Yours sincerely,

Clerk to the Parish Council
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040 
Planning for Cherwell to 2040 - A Community Involvement Paper 

 July 2020 
 

Representation Form 
 

Cherwell District Council has prepared a document called Planning for Cherwell to 2040: A Community Involvement 
Paper which is the first stage of consultation to inform a new district wide Local Plan.  
 
We wish to engage with our local communities, partners and stakeholders. We want to ensure that a wide cross-
section of views are obtained to help us identify, understand and examine the main social, environmental and 
economic needs that we will have to consider when we plan for Cherwell’s future development needs. This Paper 
does not contain any proposals or policy options, but highlights needs and issues to stimulate discussion and 
debate. 
 
We are also making a ‘call for sites’ and inviting comments on a Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report. 
 
These documents are available to view for comment from Friday 31 July 2020 to 11.59pm Monday 14 September 
2020. 
 
To view the Community Involvement Paper and the accompanying Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report and Call 
for Sites form please visit www.cherwell.gov.uk/planningpolicyconsultation. 
 

We are currently unable to place hard copy documents for viewing at our normal deposit locations due to COVID– 
19 restrictions.   
 
How to use this form 
Please complete Part A in full. 
Then complete Part B for each question you wish to comment on. 
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT ANONYMOUS OR CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS CANNOT BE ACCEPTED. ANY COMMENTS 
RECEIVED WILL BE MADE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE.   
 

The information you provide will be stored on a Cherwell District Council database and used solely in connection 
with the Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040. 
 

Representations will be available to view on the Council’s website, but address, signature and contact details will 
not be included. However, as copies of representations must be made available for public inspection, they cannot 
be treated as confidential. Data will be processed and held in accordance with the Data Protection Act 2018. 
 

Your details will be added to our mailing list which means that you will be automatically notified of future stages of 
the local plan preparation process. If you subsequently wish to be removed from our mailing list, please contact us. 
 

Please return completed forms: 
By Email to: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk 
 

Or by post to: Planning Policy Team, Planning Policy, Conservation and Design, Cherwell District Council, Bodicote 
House, Bodicote, Banbury, OX15 4AA. 
 

If you have any questions about completing the form or accessing documents, please telephone 01295 227985 or 
email planning.policy@cherwell-dc.gov.uk.  
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• More robust and localised evidence gathered to identify and address actual housing 
needs and provide a suitable range of homes for young people, families and older 
residents. 

• Consider issues arising from rural isolation and poverty and address needs; provide 
more localised health and other services, linked to rural areas by flexible transport 
options. 

• Establishment and enhancement of vibrant and distinctive communities, avoiding 
coalescence of population centres.  

• Emphasis on development of brown-field sites, and retaining farming land to provide 
local food production for sustainable and resilient communities. 

• Support a local and distinctive economy through growth of small businesses and local 
enterprises. 

• Provide more amenities and facilities for families, children and young adults, including 
recreation, sports and creative arts. 

• More involvement from Parish and Town councils and local residents in decision-
making for their localities and more of the finance generated by development spent on 
priorities decided locally. 

 
 

Question 3: District Wide Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the district-wide issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
• Effective traffic planning and mitigation solutions. The growth of housing in Bicester 

and surrounding villages has been significant, yet the transport and traffic 
considerations have not improved enough to cope with this level of growth. 

• House prices and rental costs are too high for low-waged workers and simply 
building more homes will not solve this problem. Wider issues need to be tackled 
e.g. lack of control on private rentals, planning permissions granted but not built, 
and land designated for employment used for warehousing producing little local 
benefits. 

• Support for community-led housing mentioned in the document is welcomed. 
• The carbon-based Expressway project and massive associated development along 

the Oxford-Cambridge Arc should be challenged for robust evidence of needs. 
 
 

 

Question 4: Banbury Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Banbury issues we have 
identified? Are there any others? 

 
• Enhance town centre / reduce vacant retail premises 
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• Revive public transport in the rural areas to enable residents, including the elderly, 
more vulnerable and young people to access services for health, retail and leisure 
provided in the local towns. 

 
 

Question 5: Bicester Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Bicester issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
• Enhance town centre / reduce vacant retail premises 
• Revive public transport in the rural areas to enable residents, including the elderly, 

more vulnerable and young people to access services for health, retail and leisure 
provided in the local towns. 

• Bicester North Railway station – increase parking in line with planned growth of 
commuters. 

• Enable Bicester to achieve early promises made for the eco-development and garden 
town status, including skilled employment in low-carbon initiatives and new 
technologies. 

• Charging points for electric vehicles in all new developments. 
• Safeguard green infrastructure and opportunities for wildlife to thrive.  It is 

disappointing that despite local campaigning and court challenges, the valuable 
wetland meadows next to Gavray Drive have still not been secured and protected – a 
wildlife gem close to the centre of town that is being allowed to degrade, destroying 
precious habitats for rare species e.g. snakes and reptiles, orchids and butterflies. 

 
 

 

Question 6: Kidlington Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Kidlington issues we 
have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 

 

Question 7: Heyford Park Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Heyford Park issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
• Provision of medical facilities, especially GP Surgery with effective transport links. 
• Provision of retail outlets for everyday needs. 
• Consider impact of additional traffic, especially HGVs on surrounding villages. 
• Improve cycling and footpath links with surrounding villages. 
• Avoid coalescence with nearby villages. 
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• Ensure additional educational provision does not have a negative impact on other local 
/ village schools. 

• Support the Creative City initiative and encourage industries offering related 
opportunities for skilled employment and training. 

 
 

Question 8: Rural Area Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the rural issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
• Address re-categorisation of villages to reflect size and capacity for sustainable growth 

and changing level of local services, transport and amenities. 
• Protect the rural environment from aggressive and excess development, avoid 

coalescence and keep village distinctiveness and historical settlement patterns. 
• Ensure a mix of housing types is available to meet local needs of all age groups. 
• Address increases in traffic, especially HGVs. 
• Support community initiatives eg. pubs / shops. 
 

 

Question 9: Key Themes – Do you agree with the Key Themes identified? Are there other Key Themes 
the Plan should address? 

 
• Protecting the natural environment, biodiversity and wildlife habitats should be a 

key theme and early priority for development planning - essential for a healthy 
Cherwell and the future health of our planet. A Natural Environment Partnership 
should be set up to help map land use, enhancing ecological networks and 
improving the quality of habitats. 

• “Resilience” should be added to first theme – to read “Maintaining and developing 
a sustainable and resilient local economy”. 

• Improve local opportunities for Education and Training leading to skilled and 
sustainable local employment. 

• Growth in services supporting public safety and security, including police numbers 
and visibility. 
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Question 10: Maintaining and Developing a Sustainable Local Economy – Do you have any 
observations on the issues we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to 
raise? 

• Effective, affordable and “green” transport links are a key to local economic 
sustainability together with fast and reliable internet infrastructure.  

• More action on the need for growth of electric (or other zero emission vehicles) and 
development of supporting infrastructure. Charge points on ALL new development. 

• Education provision to include adult education and training for skilled jobs at 
venues linked by good local transport. 

• Local food production, including fresh food grown locally, to increase community 
security and resilience 

 
 

Question 11: Meeting the Challenge of climate change – Do you have any observations on the issues 
we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

• New homes to be built to highest possible eco-standards, eg. enhanced insulation, 
ground source heat pumps, solar panels etc. 

• Infrastructure network of car-charging points across the District and on all new 
build. 

• Improved public transport options for villages. 
• Serious commitment for new woodland and greater canopy coverage. 
• Targets on new build should be for 20% improvements to net bio-diversity and 25% 

tree canopy cover. Measures to assess and record gains should be introduced and 
monitored as part of the Local Plan monitoring framework. 

• More education on this issue - for adults as well as in schools. 
• Practical, effective solutions that can be implemented by individuals, and incentives 

to encourage compliance. 
 
 
 

 

Question 12: Healthy Place-shaping – Do you have any observations on the issues we have identified 
for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
• Maintain the distinctive character of existing towns and villages 
• Enhance community assets such as pubs and shops 
• Establish larger wildlife corridors and areas where the natural world can thrive. 
• Create green spaces with provision for walking and cycling. 
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Question 13: Establishing a Vision and Objectives – Do we need a new vision for the Cherwell Local 
Plan Review 2040? What should be its key priorities? 

• A key priority should be to challenge imposed targets for further development, 
insisting on strong analysis and evidence of need.  The aspiration quoted in 1.20 of 
the document to “make Cherwell a great place to live and work” will not be 
achieved if it is covered in concrete, traffic jams and pollution. 

• Priorities should be: based on need and analysis, not working assumptions, and 
tested against DRACMA – “Desirable, Rewarding, Achievable, Challenging, 
Measurable and Agreed”  

 

 

Question 14: Call for Sites – Do you wish to propose any sites for the Cherwell Local Plan Review 
2040? Please provide us with a location plan and details of your proposals. We have prepared a site 
submission form to help you. 

 
• Fritwell Parish Council is submitting a proposal on behalf of the village for a Local 

Green Space (see separate accompanying site application  and map). 
• Fritwell has 15 new homes almost completed and a further development of 28 

homes currently with outline planning permission. These will increase the village by 
about 16%. It is hoped that any further development would be discouraged during 
the timescale of the reviewed Local Plan to allow these to be successfully absorbed 
and integrated. 

 
 

Question 15: Preparing the Plan – Do you have any comments specifically on the Sustainability 
Appraisal Scoping Report that accompanies this consultation paper? 

 
• Evidence should be gathered from a wider range of ecological, environmental and 

wildlife groups, ideally through the formation of a new partnership to work with 
Cherwell to ensure environmental protection and enhancement is achieved in any 
future planning. (NEP) 
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Question 16: Methods of engagement – Are there any specific methods of engagement you would like 
us to consider in preparing the Local Plan and updating our Statement of Community Involvement 
(SCI)? 

• The nature and complexity of current planning proposals and online systems make 
it difficult for many residents to engage and respond and more direct methods 
should be used to listen to residents and record their views and concerns. – you are 
welcome to attend a Parish Council meeting and hear from residents directly about 
their needs. 

• Be aware of and mitigate against ‘Consultation overload’. 
 

 

 

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO RESPOND TO THIS CONSULTATION.  PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM BY 
11.59PM ON 14 SEPTEMBER 2020 BY EMAIL TO: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk  

ALTERNATIVELY, PLEASE SEND BY POST TO: 

Planning Policy Team 
Planning Policy, Conservation and Design 
Cherwell District Council 
Bodicote House 
Bodicote 
Banbury 
OX15 4AA 





 
 

designated as Local Green Space for the reasons 
described: 

• Is the highest point commanding views of village and 
rural landscape 

• Illustrates the historically significant pattern of the 
settlement 

• Is immediately adjacent to Fritwell’s settlement area 
• Crossed by a popular footpath 
• Tranquillity and rural aspect 
• Good connectivity to all parts of the village, its 

amenities and wider footpath network 

Is the site local in character 
and is not an extensive tract of 
land? 

The area requested is the highest of the 3 small fields that 
divide this grassy area. 



 
 

        
 

          
  

        
 

        
      
     
          

     

      
       

 

            
    

 Map to accompany application for “Fritwell Heights” (marked in yellow) 
to be designated as a Local Green Space 
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SAVE GAVRAY MEADOWS - GAVRAY MEADOWS



From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Cc:
Subject: Gavray Meadows LWS App for Local Green Space designation
Date: 14 September 2020 14:32:14
Attachments: Gavray Meadows LWS Representation Form July 2020.docx

Gavray LWS Call for sites form 2020.docx
Gavray Meadows LWS designation as LGS.pdf
03.07.2015 CDC Gavray Meadows.doc

Dear Planning Officer,

On behalf of the Save Gavray Meadows campaign, I enclose the relevant
forms to apply for Gavray Meadows Local Wildlife Site, Gavray Drive,
Bicester, to be designated as a Local Green Space as part of the
Cherwell 2040 consultation.

Attached are the representation form, the call for sites form, the full
report showing how the site complies with the requirements of the NPPF
and a copy of the letter from Bicester Town Council to CDC supporting
this application as well as preserving the LWS.

Yours Sincerely,

LPR-A-125



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040 
Planning for Cherwell to 2040 - A Community Involvement Paper 

 July 2020 
 

Representation Form 
 

Cherwell District Council has prepared a document called Planning for Cherwell to 2040: A Community 
Involvement Paper which is the first stage of consultation to inform a new district wide Local Plan.  
 
We wish to engage with our local communities, partners and stakeholders. We want to ensure that a wide cross-
section of views are obtained to help us identify, understand and examine the main social, environmental and 
economic needs that we will have to consider when we plan for Cherwell’s future development needs. This Paper 
does not contain any proposals or policy options, but highlights needs and issues to stimulate discussion and 
debate. 
 
We are also making a ‘call for sites’ and inviting comments on a Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report. 
 
These documents are available to view for comment from Friday 31 July 2020 to 11.59pm Monday 14 September 
2020. 
 
To view the Community Involvement Paper and the accompanying Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report and 
Call for Sites form please visit www.cherwell.gov.uk/planningpolicyconsultation. 
 

We are currently unable to place hard copy documents for viewing at our normal deposit locations due to COVID– 
19 restrictions.   
 
How to use this form 
Please complete Part A in full. 
Then complete Part B for each question you wish to comment on. 
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT ANONYMOUS OR CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS CANNOT BE ACCEPTED. ANY COMMENTS 
RECEIVED WILL BE MADE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE.   
 

The information you provide will be stored on a Cherwell District Council database and used solely in connection 
with the Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040. 
 

Representations will be available to view on the Council’s website, but address, signature and contact details will 
not be included. However, as copies of representations must be made available for public inspection, they cannot 
be treated as confidential. Data will be processed and held in accordance with the Data Protection Act 2018. 
 

Your details will be added to our mailing list which means that you will be automatically notified of future stages 
of the local plan preparation process. If you subsequently wish to be removed from our mailing list, please 
contact us. 
 

Please return completed forms: 
By Email to: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk 
 

Or by post to: Planning Policy Team, Planning Policy, Conservation and Design, Cherwell District Council, Bodicote 
House, Bodicote, Banbury, OX15 4AA. 
 

If you have any questions about completing the form or accessing documents, please telephone 01295 227985 or 
email planning.policy@cherwell-dc.gov.uk.  
 







          
      

 

 

               

 

                  
             

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                 
      

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 

4 

 

Question 3: District Wide Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the district-wide issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 4: Banbury Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Banbury issues we have 
identified? Are there any others? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 5: Bicester Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Bicester issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 6: Kidlington Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Kidlington issues we 
have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



          
      

 

 

                 
          

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                
           

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 7: Heyford Park Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Heyford Park issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 8: Rural Area Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the rural issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 
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A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 9: Key Themes – Do you agree with the Key Themes identified? Are there other Key Themes 
the Plan should address? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 10: Maintaining and Developing a Sustainable Local Economy – Do you have any 
observations on the issues we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to 
raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



          
      

 

 

                  
    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

              
                  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 11: Meeting the Challenge of climate change – Do you have any observations on the issues 
we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 12: Healthy Place-shaping – Do you have any observations on the issues we have identified 
for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 13: Establishing a Vision and Objectives – Do we need a new vision for the Cherwell Local 
Plan Review 2040? What should be its key priorities? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 14: Call for Sites – Do you wish to propose any sites for the Cherwell Local Plan Review 
2040? Please provide us with a location plan and details of your proposals. We have prepared a site 
submission form to help you. 

 
 
The Save Gavray Meadows campaign request that Gavray Meadows Local Wildlife Site, 
Gavray Drive, Bicester is designated as a Local Green Space. The Call for Sites form has 
been completed and a full report with evidence of how the site conforms to the 
requirements of the NPPF is attached to the e-mail enclosing these documents. A copy of 
the letter from Bicester Town Council to CDC supporting the designation of Gavray 
Meadows is also attached. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



          
      

 

 

                  
         

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                   
                  

     

 
 

            
                

               
               

             
    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 15: Preparing the Plan – Do you have any comments specifically on the Sustainability 
Appraisal Scoping Report that accompanies this consultation paper? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 16: Methods of engagement – Are there any specific methods of engagement you would like 
us to consider in preparing the Local Plan and updating our Statement of Community Involvement 
(SCI)? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO RESPOND TO THIS CONSULTATION.  PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM BY 
11.59PM ON 14 SEPTEMBER 2020 BY EMAIL TO: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk  

ALTERNATIVELY, PLEASE SEND BY POST TO: 

Planning Policy Team 
Planning Policy, Conservation and Design 
Cherwell District Council 
Bodicote House 
Bodicote 
Banbury 
OX15 4AA 
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Invitation to submit sites for consideration within the Cherwell District 
Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment (HELAA) and 
Brownfield Land Register (BLR) 
 
 
The Council is updating its 2018 Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA) 
and Brownfield Land Register (BLR) and is inviting the submission of new sites. 
 
All site forms should be received by 11.59pm on Monday 14 September 2020. 
 
Please complete this form if you would like to submit a site (land and/or buildings) for 
consideration, of at least 0.25 hectares in area, or which might be capable of accommodating at 
least 5 dwellings or at least 500 square metres of employment floor space or a site for gypsies 
and travellers or travelling showpeople. An appropriately scaled OS map showing the boundaries 
of the site must be provided. This form can also be used to provide updates on existing HELAA or 
BLR sites. A separate section for Local Green Space submissions is available at the end. Please 
complete as much information as possible on the site submission form below. 
 
The existing HELAA can be viewed at www.cherwell.gov.uk/helaa, and the BLR at 
www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planning-policy/384/brownfield-land-register. 
 
Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA) 
 
Local planning authorities are required to assess the amount of land that is available for housing 
and economic development in their areas. The HELAA is a technical study that determines the 
suitability, availability and achievability of land for development. It is an important evidence 
document to inform plan‐making.  It does not establish policy nor does it determine whether a site 
should be allocated for future development. 
 
Brownfield Land Register (BLR) 
 
Local planning authorities are required to prepare, maintain and publish a Brownfield Land 
Register. The HELAA is used to inform Part 1 of the register which contains previously developed 
sites that have been assessed as being suitable, available and achievable for residential 
development. The register is reviewed at least once a year. 
 
Subject to a process of publicity, notification and consultation, the Council can formally decide to 
add sites from Part 1 of the register onto a Part 2. 'Allocation' on Part 2 of the register results in a 
grant of ‘Permission in Principle’. Permission in Principle is limited to the location, land use and 
amount of development. It can only be granted for housing-led developments. An application for 
'Technical Details Consent' must be applied for and granted before development can proceed. 
 
 

Submissions should be sent to: 
 

Planning Policy, Conservation and Design Team 
Cherwell District Council 

Bodicote House 
Bodicote, Banbury 

Oxfordshire, OX15 4AA 
 

01295 227985 
PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk  

 
 













  

                                                        

  

 
   

 
                  

      
 

              
 

               
                 
   

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

   

          
     

          
          

       

      
     

 

       

    
     

     
   

     
   

     
     

 

         
         

          
    

      
       

 

          

Application for designation of part land north of Gavray Drive as a Local Green Space 
 
Applicant: on behalf of the Save Gavray Meadows Campaign. This application 
meets the approval of Bicester Local History Society, Grassroots Bicester Community Action 
Group, and Bicester Green Gym. 
 
Address:  
 
Telephone:     e-mail:   
 
Site Details: 
The land is bounded by Langford Brook to the west, the London-Birmingham railway to the north, 
the A4421 Charbridge Lane to the east and Gavray Drive to the south. The grid reference from the 
OS map is SP 599222 which is a point in the middle of the site. The map shows the area to be 
designated outlined in red (see below) which is very approximately 15 hectares. The majority of the 
site is part of the Upper River Ray Conservation Target Area (CTA). The public footpath 129/4 
which continues eastwards as 129/16 runs through the site (approximate route marked with yellow 
dotted line). All the land north of this footpath is within the CTA. Within the CTA is a Local 
Wildlife Site (52W01) so designated in 2002 because of its important biodiversity. The land is local 
in character, has defined boundaries, and complies fully with the Local Green Space (LGS) 
requirements of the NPPF, paragraphs 76 and 77, as further outlined below. 

 
 
  
Site Ownership: 
Currently, the land is in private ownership and falls within a larger strategic site called Bicester 13 
in Cherwell District Council's (CDC's) Adopted Local Plan Part 1 (July 2015). Bicester 13 is 



allocated for 300 houses but currently does not have planning permission. Bicester 13 was not 
included in the Submission version of the Local Plan in January 2014 but was added in after the 
planning inspector halted the Hearing in June 2014 and asked the Council to find more land for 
housing. This indicates that the site was not CDC's first choice for house building in the Local Plan 
2011-2031. It is also a much smaller site than the other strategic housing sites in Local Plan Part 1. 
The town as a whole is short of natural green space by at least 8.51 hectares (data from CDC Local 
Development Framework Core Strategy Background Document, 'Open Space Update', 2011) and 
designating the area outlined on the map as a LGS will make a great contribution to the town's 
green infrastructure, especially since it has now been designated as a 'Garden Town'. Requirements 
for the latter include plenty of green space. 
 
The planning inspector's report (May 2015) on the Modified Local Plan Part 1 includes a remark 
that the historical attributes of the site do not warrant designation of the land as a LGS. However, he 
did not base his judgement on all the other criteria for LGS designation in the NPPF (beauty, 
recreational value, value to the community, tranquillity and richness of wildlife). This was despite 
evidence of the biodiversity, presence of rare species, beauty and rarity of the site in Bicester that 
were presented to him in submissions from the public as well as bodies such as the local Wildlife 
Trust (BBOWT), Natural England and Banbury Ornithological Society. In any case, LGS 
designations were not included by CDC for consultation or submission in LP Part 1, as they are now 
in LP Part 2, so it was not within that inspector's remit to consider this when the public had not 
submitted an application for the site to be designated.  
 
Evidence that the land is demonstrably special to the local community: 
 

1. A petition of 1,480 signatures was delivered to CDC on October 3rd  2014 with the words, 
“We the undersigned support the preservation of Bicester's Local Wildlife Site at Gavray 
Drive, Bicester, Oxfordshire and object to its destruction by development”. 

2. Submissions were made by members of the public to CDC's Local Plan Part 1 Hearing, 
December 2014 (see submissions 163, 183, 184, 193, 294) requesting Local Green Space 
designation for the land.  The community groups, Bicester Green Gym, Grassroots Bicester 
Community Action Group and Langford Community Orchard group, all supported the 
retention of the site as a green space for Bicester as well as Bicester Local History Society. 
Many other individual submissions outlined the value of the site. 

3. Following lobbying of Councillors and a presentation by members of the public, a resolution 
was passed by CDC's full Council on October 20th 2014 to seek designation of the site as a 
Local Green Space.  

4. Following presentations to Bicester Town Council Planning Committee on June 2nd and 29th, 
a letter (included as an attachment) was sent on July 3rd 2015 from Bicester Town Council to 
CDC stating that there was “strong support for the retention of Gavray Drive Nature Reserve 
and requests that it is designated as a Local Green Space”. 

5. There is an active online petition with 295 signatures to date from the residents in the 
Bicester area in support of Gavray Meadows remaining as green space. It states: “We the 
undersigned, petition the council to stop all planned development on Gavray Meadows, on 
the land east of Langford Brook and bounded to the north by the London railway and to the 
south by Gavray Drive. The land is a Local Wildlife site designated in 2002 from historic 
farmland. It is home to many different species, some rare and all of value to our appreciation 
of the countryside which is fast vanishing around Bicester”. 

6. There are two active facebook pages, a) Save Gavray Wildlife Meadows for Bicester 
(https://www.facebook.com/savegavraywildlifemeadows) and b) Gavray Meadows News 
(https://www.facebook.com/WildLifeNewsGavrayMeadows/?fref=ts) which show continued 
support by the public, as evidenced by their many positive comments posted on these sites. 

 



               
                  
                 
                  

                   
                    

           
                  

              
        

 
                
                   
                 

              
                 

                  
            

                  
                    

          
 

           
 

                  
             

          
                

             
             
           

                 
          

               
                  

    
              

                 
               

           
                 

               
             

                  
                

                 
         

              
      

    
               

 

 
The land holds particular significance for the local community for its: 
a) Beauty and amenity value: 
The site is visually attractive comprising a collection of small ancient meadows bounded by 
hedgerows that date back to medieval times. There are many notable trees and at least 2 green lanes 
and 2 ponds. In some of the fields there is a profusion of wild flowers (see photograph below taken 
by Dr P. Clissold in Gavray Meadows), and in others which are mown there is an open view. The 
site adds greatly to the richness of the landscape in SE Bicester, providing respite from the adjacent 
modern housing estates of new and old Langford Villages, the high railway embankment and even 
taller warehouse, and the busy A4421 road. The land contributes greatly to the character of the area 
as it is a precious remnant of the countryside that used to surround the town. The farmland that 
surrounds Bicester will rapidly disappear after a nearby strategic housing site in SE Bicester 
(Bicester 12) is built, as well as the other strategic developments such as NW Bicester, SW Bicester 
and Graven Hill. Gavray Meadows link up with an amenity area called Bicester Fields Park along 
Langford Brook to the south and form an important biodiverse green wildlife corridor to the open 
countryside to the east. Thus they provide the opportunity for an extended green route for 
townspeople. The importance of walking and cycling for the health of Bicester residents and 
reduction in car journeys is stressed through policies in CDC's Local Plan Part 1 and a route through 
the meadows would support that aim. The public footpath 129/4 and 129/16 to Launton village is 
used and appreciated by walkers as it runs along the ancient parish boundary and is lined by a hedge 
which dates back to medieval times.  

  
 
 
b) Historic significance: 
The fields of Gavray meadows are within 0.5 km of the deserted medieval village of Wretchwick, 
which is a scheduled ancient monument, and they may well comprise part of that settlement. The 
boundaries of the medieval fields in Gavray Meadows are unchanged over centuries as documented 
by Bicester Local History Society using tithe maps, deeds and other documents. The names of the 
small fields and their owners have been identified in documents of 1607. The fields have ridge and 



furrow formations formed by ploughing with oxen, which are clearly visible today (see Google map 
at top of document) and are experienced on foot as well. The fields with their dew ponds and green 
lanes are a valuable example of medieval farming methods. Such an area in the town provides great 
potential for education about history and ancient methods of agriculture. 
 

c) Recreational value : 
The site is currently in private ownership but is used informally by dog walkers. Members of 
Bicester Green Gym have been visiting the Local Wildlife Site for several years to do maintenance 
work by clearing invasive brambles, thistles and litter. We and others wrote to the developers to 
seek permission for this work on two occasions but no reply was received. The members of Bicester 
Green Gym have mixed abilities and benefit from the outdoor activity in the site. If the land is 
designated as LGS, then many such groups will be able to use the site to learn about the history and 
to learn practical conservation skills in collaboration with BBOWT's team from their Upper Ray 
reserves. Bicester Green Gym already have an ongoing collaboration with BBOWT and the skills 
they have learned are directly applicable to conservation work in Gavray Meadows. It is envisioned 
that the LGS at Gavray will provide excellent opportunities for parties of school children to visit 
and learn about nature as well as improving their health. 
 

d) Tranquillity: 
 Gavray Meadows provide a natural green area of tranquillity away from the housing estates and the 
roads. They are a unique space in the town for quiet contemplation and for experiencing unspoilt 
nature and birdsong. There is no similar site of reasonable size in the south of Bicester as other 
green spaces do not have such wildlife value, being amenity spaces or sports grounds. The 
importance of Gavray Meadows to Bicester Town equals that of Christchurch Meadows in Oxford. 
Fortunately, that space was saved in the 1950s from having a link road put through it and now 
Oxford benefits hugely from the quality and reputation of their meadow. In future years, after the 
strategic site Bicester 12 is built, the town boundary will extend much further south-east and this 
tranquil space in the town will be very much valued. 
 
e) Richness of Wildlife: 
 A part of Gavray Meadows was designated as a Local Wildlife Site in 2002 in recognition of its 
biodiversity and notable species. The site is also part of the Upper River Ray Conservation Target 
Area (CTA) which is protected by CDC's Policy ESD 11 as an area where action to improve 
biodiversity should be focussed. Specialists from the Upper Thames Branch of Butterfly 
Conservation have stated that Gavray Meadows is one of only 4 sites in the UK where all 5 species 
of Hairstreak butterfly have been seen. Gavray Meadows were recently described by Butterfly 
Conservation Upper Thames branch as being a most important reservoir for the Brown Hairstreak 
butterfly (see photograph below taken by Dr P. Clissold in Gavray Meadows) and I quote, “Any 
unflailed blackthorn hedge in that area is likely to be used by the Brown Hairstreak females 
spreading out from Gavray Drive Meadows which we believe to be the core site for the entire 
Bicester area”.  
 
The ecological value of the fields in Gavray is extremely high because their habitat is typical of wet 
lowland unimproved farmland of which 98% was lost in the last century. The ecology is similar to 
that of the Upper River Ray reserves and thus adds to the wildlife trust's Living Landscape Project 
as the urban end of this ecosystem. The fields in the CTA at the eastern end act as a buffer for the 
valuable fields included in the old Local Wildlife site 52W01. The old 52W01 MG4 fields need 
restoring and thistles removing but they are certainly still capable of being rescued. Collaboration 
with Brill Village to allow their community herd of Dexter cattle to graze in Gavray Meadows 
would allow restoration of this area within a few years. The long grasses and meadow flowers are 
the food of butterflies and moths at all stages of development. Long grasses provide hiding for 
small creatures like voles and mice. Insects and small reptiles provide food for creatures higher up 



               
                   

                 
          

 
    

                
                

                
                 

                  
                    

              
              

               
                
          

 
  

                 
                
                  

               
              
                  

                
                

          
 

    
                   

                
                 

            
                   

             
              

                
                
                 

   
 

                  
                 

                 
                      

                
              

                
                 

                
                

the food chain. This eco-system has evolved in concert with traditional farming practices over 
centuries. It should be preserved as part of the heritage of England and of Bicester.  
 

 
This application for LGS designation covers the whole of the land east of Langford Brook down to 
Gavray Drive. This is because an extra area of green space is essential to act as a spacer between the 
CTA and neighbouring settlements. The Environment Assessment for an application to build houses 
on the west of Langford Brook within Bicester 13, stated that the flora and fauna in the Local 
Wildlife Site on the east of the brook would be put at risk by the increased population pressure from 
this development, demonstrating that a buffer area is needed. 
 
In conclusion, this land is of immense value to the town which is due to double in size by 2031 and 
it would be fitting for this space to be designated as a Local Green Space especially as Bicester has 
now received the title of 'Garden Town'. 
 

September 10th 2020 
 
 
 
 
 



BICESTER TOWN COUNCIL 

 
Chief Officer 
e-mail:  
 

Council Offices, 
The Garth, 
Launton Road, 
Bicester 
Oxon, OX26 6PS 
 
Telephone: 01869 252915 
Fax: 01869 324554 
Email: 
enquiries@bicester.gov.uk 
Website: www.bicester.gov.uk 

 

 
Bicester is twinned with Neunkirchen-Seelscheid, Germany,   

Canton des Essarts, France, and Czernichow, Poland 
 

Cherwell District Council 
Bodicote House 
Bodicote 
Banbury 
Oxon 
OX15 4AA        July 3rd 2015 
 
 
Dear Sirs 
 
At their Planning Committee meeting held on June 29th 2015, Bicester Town Council 
would like to reiterate their strong support for the protection of the retention of the 
Gavray Drive Nature Reserve and requests that it is designated as a Local Green 
Space. 
 
Cherwell District Council has declared its support of the area as a nature reserve, as 
has Bicester Town Council and local residents and there are concerns that comments 
from the Local Plan Inspector do not support that resolve.   
 
Bicester Town Council will continue to be in total opposition to any proposed 
development on that area. 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 

 
Chief Officer 
Bicester Town Council 
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LANGFORD COMMUNITY ORCHARD GROUP  - LANFGFORD COMMUNITY 
ORCHARD



From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Subject: Langford Community Orchard/Application for Local Green Space
Date: 14 September 2020 13:54:42
Attachments: Langford Orchard Call_for_sites_form_2020_.docx

Langford Orchard LGS for LP2040 report.pdf
Langford Orchard Representation_Form___July_2020.docx

Dear Planning Officer,
Please find the attached documents concerning an application for Local Green Space designation for
Langford Community Orchard, Bicester,

Attached is the representation form, a full separate report showing how the site conforms to the
requirements of the NPPF and an application on the Call for Sites form.

Yours Sincerely,
 Chair of Langford Community Orchard Group

LPR-A-204



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040 
Planning for Cherwell to 2040 - A Community Involvement Paper 

 July 2020 
 

Representation Form 
 

Cherwell District Council has prepared a document called Planning for Cherwell to 2040: A Community 
Involvement Paper which is the first stage of consultation to inform a new district wide Local Plan.  
 
We wish to engage with our local communities, partners and stakeholders. We want to ensure that a wide cross-
section of views are obtained to help us identify, understand and examine the main social, environmental and 
economic needs that we will have to consider when we plan for Cherwell’s future development needs. This Paper 
does not contain any proposals or policy options, but highlights needs and issues to stimulate discussion and 
debate. 
 
We are also making a ‘call for sites’ and inviting comments on a Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report. 
 
These documents are available to view for comment from Friday 31 July 2020 to 11.59pm Monday 14 September 
2020. 
 
To view the Community Involvement Paper and the accompanying Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report and 
Call for Sites form please visit www.cherwell.gov.uk/planningpolicyconsultation. 
 

We are currently unable to place hard copy documents for viewing at our normal deposit locations due to COVID– 
19 restrictions.   
 
How to use this form 
Please complete Part A in full. 
Then complete Part B for each question you wish to comment on. 
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT ANONYMOUS OR CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS CANNOT BE ACCEPTED. ANY COMMENTS 
RECEIVED WILL BE MADE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE.   
 

The information you provide will be stored on a Cherwell District Council database and used solely in connection 
with the Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040. 
 

Representations will be available to view on the Council’s website, but address, signature and contact details will 
not be included. However, as copies of representations must be made available for public inspection, they cannot 
be treated as confidential. Data will be processed and held in accordance with the Data Protection Act 2018. 
 

Your details will be added to our mailing list which means that you will be automatically notified of future stages 
of the local plan preparation process. If you subsequently wish to be removed from our mailing list, please 
contact us. 
 

Please return completed forms: 
By Email to: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk 
 

Or by post to: Planning Policy Team, Planning Policy, Conservation and Design, Cherwell District Council, Bodicote 
House, Bodicote, Banbury, OX15 4AA. 
 

If you have any questions about completing the form or accessing documents, please telephone 01295 227985 or 
email planning.policy@cherwell-dc.gov.uk.  
 







          
      

 

 

               

 

                  
             

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                 
      

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 
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Question 3: District Wide Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the district-wide issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 4: Banbury Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Banbury issues we have 
identified? Are there any others? 
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Question 5: Bicester Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Bicester issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 6: Kidlington Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Kidlington issues we 
have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 
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Question 7: Heyford Park Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Heyford Park issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 8: Rural Area Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the rural issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 
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Question 9: Key Themes – Do you agree with the Key Themes identified? Are there other Key Themes 
the Plan should address? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 10: Maintaining and Developing a Sustainable Local Economy – Do you have any 
observations on the issues we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to 
raise? 
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Question 11: Meeting the Challenge of climate change – Do you have any observations on the issues 
we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 12: Healthy Place-shaping – Do you have any observations on the issues we have identified 
for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 
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Question 13: Establishing a Vision and Objectives – Do we need a new vision for the Cherwell Local 
Plan Review 2040? What should be its key priorities? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 14: Call for Sites – Do you wish to propose any sites for the Cherwell Local Plan Review 
2040? Please provide us with a location plan and details of your proposals. We have prepared a site 
submission form to help you. 

 
 
We wish to propose Langford Community Orchard for Local Green Space designation. A 
site submission form has been completed and is attached with a full report to the e-mail 
enclosing this Representation form. 
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Question 15: Preparing the Plan – Do you have any comments specifically on the Sustainability 
Appraisal Scoping Report that accompanies this consultation paper? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Question 16: Methods of engagement – Are there any specific methods of engagement you would like 
us to consider in preparing the Local Plan and updating our Statement of Community Involvement 
(SCI)? 
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THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO RESPOND TO THIS CONSULTATION.  PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM BY 
11.59PM ON 14 SEPTEMBER 2020 BY EMAIL TO: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk  

ALTERNATIVELY, PLEASE SEND BY POST TO: 

Planning Policy Team 
Planning Policy, Conservation and Design 
Cherwell District Council 
Bodicote House 
Bodicote 
Banbury 
OX15 4AA 



          
      

 

 

 

                 
          

      

   
     
   
  
 
 

  

  

                                                        

 1 

 

Invitation to submit sites for consideration within the Cherwell District 
Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment (HELAA) and 
Brownfield Land Register (BLR) 
 
 
The Council is updating its 2018 Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA) 
and Brownfield Land Register (BLR) and is inviting the submission of new sites. 
 
All site forms should be received by 11.59pm on Monday 14 September 2020. 
 
Please complete this form if you would like to submit a site (land and/or buildings) for 
consideration, of at least 0.25 hectares in area, or which might be capable of accommodating at 
least 5 dwellings or at least 500 square metres of employment floor space or a site for gypsies 
and travellers or travelling showpeople. An appropriately scaled OS map showing the boundaries 
of the site must be provided. This form can also be used to provide updates on existing HELAA or 
BLR sites. A separate section for Local Green Space submissions is available at the end. Please 
complete as much information as possible on the site submission form below. 
 
The existing HELAA can be viewed at www.cherwell.gov.uk/helaa, and the BLR at 
www.cherwell.gov.uk/info/33/planning-policy/384/brownfield-land-register. 
 
Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (HELAA) 
 
Local planning authorities are required to assess the amount of land that is available for housing 
and economic development in their areas. The HELAA is a technical study that determines the 
suitability, availability and achievability of land for development. It is an important evidence 
document to inform plan‐making.  It does not establish policy nor does it determine whether a site 
should be allocated for future development. 
 
Brownfield Land Register (BLR) 
 
Local planning authorities are required to prepare, maintain and publish a Brownfield Land 
Register. The HELAA is used to inform Part 1 of the register which contains previously developed 
sites that have been assessed as being suitable, available and achievable for residential 
development. The register is reviewed at least once a year. 
 
Subject to a process of publicity, notification and consultation, the Council can formally decide to 
add sites from Part 1 of the register onto a Part 2. 'Allocation' on Part 2 of the register results in a 
grant of ‘Permission in Principle’. Permission in Principle is limited to the location, land use and 
amount of development. It can only be granted for housing-led developments. An application for 
'Technical Details Consent' must be applied for and granted before development can proceed. 
 
 

Submissions should be sent to: 
 

Planning Policy, Conservation and Design Team 
Cherwell District Council 

Bodicote House 
Bodicote, Banbury 

Oxfordshire, OX15 4AA 
 

01295 227985 
PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk  

 
 















the orchard and Bicester Fields Park at this time was by landscape architects, Peter Quinn 
Associates, but then was neglected for many years and became very overgrown with brambles and 
invasive species such as nettles and hogweed. Peter Quinn designed the area 'more for wildlife than 
humans' and it has indeed become a wildlife haven. For many years local people foraged there for 
blackberries and hazel nuts. It was discovered in this neglected state by a member of Bicester Green 
Gym in 2011 and both this group and Langford Community Orchard group worked over the years 
to bring the orchard back to life, whilst respecting the natural character of the place. Peter Quinn 
has visited and says, “I'm very pleased to hear that you are re-instating the area as a community 
orchard: it's a feature that I have included in every park that I have designed since. The ones that 
work best are those looked after by interested residents like yourselves. I'm also glad to hear that at 
least some of the trees we originally planted are hanging on.” 
 
 
Support of the land-owners, BTC, for the land being used as a Community Orchard and for 
Local Green Space designation: 
BTC Environment Committee (August 2012) approved the recommendation that Langford 
Community Orchard Group work to develop the Orchard. BTC also recommended that the Orchard 
become designated as a Local Green Space. The minutes of BTC Environment Committee meeting 
June 2015 (ENV01/1516) state, “RESOLVED to accept recommendation that Langford Community 
Orchard be designated as Local Green Space and for this to be put forward to Cherwell District Council to be 
included in Local Plan”. Further evidence of BTC's approval for the work of the project was their 
offer to the group of a site in the Claypits allotments in 2014 to use as a community allotment. 
 
Evidence that the site is of special significance to the local community:  
1) A petition of 382 signatures of local residents was collected which states, “We, the undersigned, 
ask Cherwell and Bicester Town Councils to designate the land at Langford Community Orchard as 
a 'Local Green Space' in recognition of its value to the town as a beautiful place to enjoy and learn 
about horticulture, nature and wildlife”. This has been submitted to CDC.   
2) Four letters of appreciation of the site from local residents are shown in Appendix 1. 
 
Evidence of the recreational value and use of the land by the local community: 
The Orchard 's function is to benefit Bicester residents by providing and promoting opportunities 
for exercise, improvement of mental and physical health, education, environmental improvement, 
biodiversity enhancement, public engagement in gardening activities, 'Growing a Greener Bicester', 
social activities, and dog walking. 
Successful engagement of the public is evidenced by the records showing that 225 person-hours 
were put into the Orchard by volunteers in 2013, 315 person-hours in 2014 and 331 in 2015. Strong 
volunteer engagement continues to date. A popular Apple Day is held annually attracting 150-200 
people with demonstrations of apple pressing and fun activities for all ages organised by LCOG. 
Staff from BBOWT's Meadow Farm do bug-hunting and make bird feeders. Staff from Bicester 
Green help children make bird boxes. There are stalls with plants, seeds for swapping, and locally 
grown vegetables.  
Classes of children from Langford Village Community Primary School attend for lessons in fruit 
growing, demonstrating the educational potential of the site. Tree pruning classes for adults have 
also been held. The Langford Village Cub troop visit as part training for their Naturalist Badge and 
Langford Brownies. For confirmation of the activities held in the Orchard and photographs, please 
see our facebook page: Langford Community Orchard  
 
As well as sessions held by LCOG, the Orchard is used informally by local people for picnics, as a 
natural play space for local children, for outdoor parties, for meditation groups, for gardening and 
fruit growing, for dog-walking and for foraging evenings held by staff of Bicester Green. 
 
 



               
               

                
                 

                 
                

                 
                  

                   
                  
           

 
 

                
    

          
              

              
           

                    
                 

                   
 

             
                
               

                    
             

                
 

              
              

           
           

     
              

                  
              

               
              

                
   
              

              
                 

              
        

 
                   

               
              

 
 

Other characteristics of the site that fulfil the NPPF requirements for LGS designation. 
 
Beauty: The site is a beautiful green oasis with a variety of trees, bushes and open grass areas. It 
affords pleasant views from the footpath for local residents. It adds significantly to the character of 
Langford Village and makes an important contribution to the physical form and layout of the area. It 
links via footpath 129/5 to a further area of land to the south which was similarly designed by Peter 
Quinn. It is designated with the orchard site as natural green space number 849 on the map in CDC 
Local Development Framework Core Strategy Background Document, 'Open Space Update 2011'. 
It has a few fruit trees and a pond but is not as rich in planting as the orchard space (see Google map 
above).  
 
Tranquillity: The site is an oasis of green space away from the busy London Road and is easily 
accessible on foot from the public footpath 129/5. It thus promotes the health and well-being of 
Bicester residents. 
 
Richness of wildlife:  
The site is biodiverse and makes a contribution to CDC Policy ESD 10 of the Local Plan Part 1. 
There are ridge-and-furrow formations over the majority of the site as a result of ploughing with 
oxen in the middle ages and this allows a greater variety plants to grow than if the ground was level. 
In winter, the furrows are water-logged and in summer they are damper than the ridges and provide 
a varied habitat for plants and insects. The fruit trees (apple, cherry, plum, pear [wild and cultivated 
varieties], mulberries, hazel and walnut) and fruit bushes provide food and shelter for insects and 
birds. The hazel avenue across the middle of the site provides nuts for local people and animals as 
well as shelter for birds and small mammals. The thick hedges of hawthorn, blackthorn and 
brambles attract butterflies and moths and provide berries for foraging. A portion of the site is left as 
open meadow and the wettest part is being converted to a wild flower meadow under the guidance 
of staff from the Local Wildlife Trust (BBOWT)'s reserve at Meadow Farm in Blackthorn. 
Butterflies recorded in the Orchard on 23/7/13 by Josh Wells from BBOWT include, comma, 
peacock, small tortoiseshell, speckled wood, gatekeeper, ringlet, large white, brimstone and 
meadow brown. Flowers recorded by him include, timothy grass, mouse ear, red clover, creeping 
buttercup, coltsfoot, common thistle, herb robert, ox tongue and garlic mustard. 
A notable feature of the hedgerow bordering the Orchard is Bicester Fields Park Tree Trail designed 
by Peter Quinn. It comprises a series of specimen trees planted along footpath 129/5 stretching from 
the Orchard site down into Bicester Fields Park. Each tree is marked by a green oak bollard along 
the path. The list of trees is attached (see Appendix 2) along with further information. These trees 
should be allocated a TPO as some are very unusual and they provide a varied habitat for insects 
and birds. The Tree Trail adds to the interest and biodiversity of the site and could be made into a 
real feature for Langford Village in terms of interest and environment education. 
 
In conclusion, on behalf of the Langford Community Orchard Group, I recommend Langford 
Community Orchard for designation as Local Green Space. Although the land is designated as 
natural green space, we feel it would benefit from designation as a LGS as the community 
involvement in its life is evident and makes it a special place for the town of Bicester. 
 
Signed: September 10th 2020. 
 
 
Appendix 1:  Four letters of support from local residents 
 
1) On Tuesday, 7 July 2015, 9:36, > wrote: 
I am part of the team that help in the orchard and I would like to say it is a lovely place that the 
local people can visit and enjoy without having to drive to whether it's to walk the dog or just to 





                   
                    
           

 
                     

                  
                    

 
                    

   
 

  
   

 
 

          
 

                
               

               
     

                 
                 

                
               

    
 

                   
                  

  
 

  
  

   
 
 

           
 

               
              

               
       

   
    

 
        

  

 
     

               
         

 
Currently there are donated snowdrops and primroses in flower, dotted around under the bare 
trees. Anybody can and does forage for the fruit later in the year with blackberries being 
particularly popular; one year I made crab-apple jelly with the fruit. Soon the trees will be in 
blossom with patches of forge-me-nots threading themselves through the grass - delighting 
the eye and providing nectar for the bees. 
 
When the weather warms up the plan is to repeat the invitation to primary schools to come 
and enjoy this lovely green space. So important, with reference to Patrick Barkham's aricle in 
The Guardian Newspaper 11-2-16 "Concerns raised over the number of children not engaging 
with nature". It was a joy last summer to cavort around a real mulberry bush with the children 
singing that much loved traditional song "Here we go round the mulberry bush". 
 
Later in the year there will undoubtedly be another wonderful Apple Day with freshly pressed 
apple juice, games for the children and delicious home-made cakes for all.  These events bring 
the local community together in this magical setting and what a dreadful shame if we were to 
lose our Community Orchard. We must protect it now by making it a "designated local green 
space". 
 
Your faithfully 

        

  
 
Sent from my iPad
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From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Subject: Response to Community Involvement Paper
Date: 14 September 2020 21:57:07
Attachments: Bicester TC Representation 2020.09.14.docx

Please find attached the response of Bicester Town Council

Kind regards

Sam

Chief Officer
Bicester Town Council
The Garth Launton Road Bicester Oxon OX26 6PS
Telephone:  01869 252915

For details of how your data will be used, please see the 
Bicester Town Council General Privacy Notice

LPR-A-196



Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040 
Planning for Cherwell to 2040 - A Community Involvement Paper 

 July 2020 
 

Representation Form 
 

Cherwell District Council has prepared a document called Planning for Cherwell to 2040: A Community Involvement 
Paper which is the first stage of consultation to inform a new district wide Local Plan.  
 
We wish to engage with our local communities, partners and stakeholders. We want to ensure that a wide cross-
section of views are obtained to help us identify, understand and examine the main social, environmental and 
economic needs that we will have to consider when we plan for Cherwell’s future development needs. This Paper 
does not contain any proposals or policy options, but highlights needs and issues to stimulate discussion and 
debate. 
 
We are also making a ‘call for sites’ and inviting comments on a Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report. 
 
These documents are available to view for comment from Friday 31 July 2020 to 11.59pm Monday 14 September 
2020. 
 
To view the Community Involvement Paper and the accompanying Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report and Call 
for Sites form please visit www.cherwell.gov.uk/planningpolicyconsultation. 
 

We are currently unable to place hard copy documents for viewing at our normal deposit locations due to COVID– 
19 restrictions.   
 
How to use this form 
Please complete Part A in full. 
Then complete Part B for each question you wish to comment on. 
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT ANONYMOUS OR CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS CANNOT BE ACCEPTED. ANY COMMENTS 
RECEIVED WILL BE MADE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE.   
 

The information you provide will be stored on a Cherwell District Council database and used solely in connection 
with the Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040. 
 

Representations will be available to view on the Council’s website, but address, signature and contact details will 
not be included. However, as copies of representations must be made available for public inspection, they cannot 
be treated as confidential. Data will be processed and held in accordance with the Data Protection Act 2018. 
 

Your details will be added to our mailing list which means that you will be automatically notified of future stages of 
the local plan preparation process. If you subsequently wish to be removed from our mailing list, please contact us. 
 

Please return completed forms: 
By Email to: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk 
 

Or by post to: Planning Policy Team, Planning Policy, Conservation and Design, Cherwell District Council, Bodicote 
House, Bodicote, Banbury, OX15 4AA. 
 

If you have any questions about completing the form or accessing documents, please telephone 01295 227985 or 
email planning.policy@cherwell-dc.gov.uk.  
 







          
      

 

 

               

 

                  
             

           
  

       
           
                

              
  

                
 

               
              

    
              

              
   

         
           

 
 

                 
      

                
             

 
               

    
             

      
                 

  
 

 

                
            

                
               

Cherwell Local Plan Review 2040: Planning for Cherwell to 2040 
A Community Involvement Paper Representation Form 

4 

 

considered key workers also need access to affordable housing moving forward. As a 
Cherwell resident you should be able to access affordable housing regardless what your job 
is. 

• It is important to allow for “suitable” housing range i.e for single people of a variety of ages 
including younger and older people, key workers and low income families. Provision should 
include accessible accommodation including bungalows. 

• Having housing availability at England average workplace earnings level rather than 
Oxfordshire or SE England levels is important when defining affordability.  

• Ensuring provision of social rent tenure increases in the district, with some being protected 
for those with a local connection. 

• Ensuring that the width of roads within developments is sufficient to allow accessibility for 
emergency and service vehicles including buses and refuse wagons alongside adequate 
parking for residents and visitors; 

• The location of new homes must be carefully considered so as to preserve access to green 
spaces that we already knew are valued by residents but the value of access to green 
space, particularly in terms of benefits to physical and mental health have been further 
highlighted by the pandemic.   

• Really pleased to see a point about meeting the needs of travelling communities. We think 
it's important to add that policies that aim to meet the needs of these communities are 
developed in conversation with those communities as we believe we don't want to be 
imposing solutions on them but rather working in collaboration with them for the benefit 
of both their communities and everyone else in Cherwell. We need to involve travelling 
communities in the development of any policies that are relevant to provision for them. 

• Additional housing should have a high level of water saving and grey water reuse. 
• Economy - Agree with the need for a range of employment B use classes and think that the 

employment development must be in keeping with the area as much as possible. Over 
development is a concern here.  

• Agree very much with policies to encourage and facilitate higher skilled/higher wage jobs 
and in particular the access to training workers need to be able to access those careers. 
Policies should be focussed to enable jobs with better earnings to bring Cherwell in line 
with the rest of Oxfordshire. 

• Agree that a wider tourism offer than currently exists should be encouraged focussing on 
the unique heritage and landscape of the District and its settlements. 

• Town Centres and Retail - Whilst  encouraging leisure, residential, community and business 
space in our town centres policies in the local plan should aim to ensure a range of 
offerings in the town centre. In particular it's important that community space is available, 
so that community groups can meet together which will help to tackle loneliness in our 
community. Also leisure offerings particularly those that help to meet the aims of health 
place shaping.  

• Policies should be developed to assist the enhancement of a café culture and evening 
economy. 

• There should be a focus on reducing the number of cars that need to come into the town 
centre as this will help to make the town centre a more attractive place for pedestrians, 
cyclists and wheelchair users. This should include policies that reduce the need for space in 
the town centre to be taken with parking. However consideration should be given to 
people for whom other ways of accessing the town centre are not accessible and provision 
should be made for those people, for example, disabled car parking. 
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• Community Facilities, outdoor sport, indoor recreation and open green space-  we think 
the move to larger all age play is probably a positive one but would like to see the views of 
children and young people sought on this. 

• Policies should be developed to ensure that existing sports space is protected and 
appropriate sports facilities are developed including appropriate “stadia” to allow for 
higher level sport provision alongside community play in order to meet existing shortfall 
identified in The Council’s strategies alongside expected increased demand as the 
population grows. 

• the provision of community gardens, and allotment provision to enable people and 
communities to produce their own food contributes to improvements in health and well-
being are welcome. 

• We welcome the opportunity to identify green areas of particular importance to our 
community through protection by being designated as a Local Green Space (LGS). We 
would also suggest these spaces and any additional provision is placed in public ownership 
where possible to aid long term provision. 

• Transport – requirements for bus infrastructure improvements as a requirement of 
development should also link to existing settlements and should be planned to avoid a 
“standalone” service. 

• Ensuring access for buses and coaches into retail and commercial development sites to 
enhance accessibility by public transport; 

• need to consider how “driverless” technology can enhance Local Transport & Connectivity 
Plans. 

• Biodiversity And The Natural Environment  - support the proposal to maintain and 
enhance healthy and stable natural environments natural capital should form a key 
assessment of development proposals. 

• Water stress is evident in Bicester with Langford Brook and the River Bure both running dry 
frequently in summer. Policies should be implemented to ensure adequate water supplies 
without the reliance on additional boreholes. Additional reservoir provision regionally 
should be supported. 

• Heritage – Bicester’s heritage assets are locally important and should continue to be 
protected and enhanced, there is an opportunity to add more value by encouraging 
tourism. 

 
 

Question 4: Banbury Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Banbury issues we have 
identified? Are there any others? 

No Comment 
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Question 5: Bicester Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Bicester issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

• Para 2.63 makes reference to Bicester as an historic market town, we believe policies 
should be developed to encourage more significance and tourism in relation to the heritage 
aspects of the town, building upon the heritage trail developed by the CDC Bicester Team. 

• Para 2.65 references the Garden Town and Healthy Town statuses stressing the importance 
of access to green spaces which should become an air lung for the town. Policies should be 
in place to protect existing green spaces and enhance links and corridors between spaces in 
line with the work undertaken with University of Oxford and the Bicester Team. 

• We support the continued attraction of businesses providing good quality local jobs, easily 
accessible by local transport links including walking and cycling; including the enhanced 
provision of co-working spaces and would expect policies to support such. 

• Retail & Leisure – there is little mention of arts and cultural provision despite the public call 
for such over a period of time; policies which encourage the development of facilities 
suitable for a town anticipated to grow to a population in excess of 50,000 residents should 
be developed within the plan. 

• We support plans to continue to support the vitality and viability of the town centre and 
improvements to the public realm and encourage inclusion of flexible policies that strongly 
support the town centre and achieve identified improvements to the public realm. 

• The re-development of the Market Square to facilitate a multi use events space is key to 
the increased vitality and destination improvements for the town centre. 

• Retail provision should be focussed on the town centre rather than additional out of town 
provision. Where out of town provision is approved, this should be with appropriate public 
transport links into the site to enable access by all. 

• Para 2.72 references the “annual “Flywheel” event – this has not taken place since 2018, 
contact should be made with Bicester Motion to check the paragraph is correct. 

• Economy – “The Oxfordshire Industrial Strategy identifies Bicester as an Eco Zone & 
Corporate HQ Hub providing an opportunity for ‘living labs’ - user-centred facilities where 
research and innovation is concurrently integrated with the active operational/ economic 
use of the building often as part of a public-private partnership.” We consider that policies 
should ensure the quality of employment expected. We also support a reduction in out 
commuting in order to make the town more vibrant and less dormitory. 

• We would support and encourage an Employment Needs Survey being undertaken to 
ensure provision for growth and expansion of existing businesses within the town and the 
attraction of new businesses. We are acutely aware of the lack of employment space for 
businesses wishing to expand for whom large “warehouses” are unsuitable. Evidence can 
be provided by Bicester Vision of the inability to accommodate a range of expanding and 
new businesses over the past few years. This is important if as stated in para 2.78 we are to 
continue transition to a thriving Garden Town. 

• We continue to support the plan to become an important self- sustaining economic centre 
as a location for higher technology and knowledge-based industries. This must be balanced 
against any possible noise nuisance or disturbance for local residents from additional 
development. 

• Given the amount of employment land recently developed for B8 use, we would suggest a 
review is undertaken before further allocation of land within the town for similar use, 
including a vehicle impact study. 
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• A town centre review, including the current work being progressed by the Bicester Team, 
should be undertaken to ensure appropriate policies for the future are incorporated into 
the plan. 

• The capacity for the town to benefit a post COVID decline in city living whereby people 
wish to remain local should be taken advantage of. 

• Para 2.74 references the Bicester Marketing Board, we are unsure what this is. Is it the 
Bicester Strategic Delivery Board? If so, the reference should be altered accordingly.  

• Open Space – we support the inclusion of policies to protect existing provision of green 
space and welcome appropriate protection. 

• We would particularly support the retention and protection of sports facilities at Oxford 
Road from re-development for other uses. 

• We would welcome enhanced provision for sport including relevant enhanced stadia 
facilities to provide for higher level provision in the future particularly for football, rugby 
and hockey. 

• We would welcome the requirement for new open space on developments to be 
transferred into public ownership rather than individual local management arrangements 
in order to provide an equality of provision across the town. 

• The further development of biodiverse informal green spaces like Bure Park Nature Reserve 
should be encouraged in new developments. 

• Gavray Meadows (Bicester 13) – the Town Council continues to support the appropriate 
development of the site to the west of the brook only and subject to any proposal not 
having an adverse effect on the site to the east of the brook which should be protected as a 
local nature reserve. 

• Infrastructure - We support the requirement for a permanent solution to the London Road 
level crossing which permits both vehicular and pedestrian traffic to flow as it poses a 
significant severance of the town centre as rail services expand. If unresolved, the potential 
closure of the route poses a significant risk to viability of the town centre. 

• We would wish to see relevant policies to ensure appropriate and adequate health facilities 
and provision relevant to a growing population across the time of the plan. 

• Whilst the eastern link road is an important project, it should not become a target to 
promote further growth which effectively then cuts off parts of the town from the 
countryside. 

• Ensuring high capacity broadband provision will be key if we are to benefit from the 
knowledge technology industry and facilitate less centralised working patterns. 

 
 

Question 6: Kidlington Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Kidlington issues we 
have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

No Comment 
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Question 7: Heyford Park Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the Heyford Park issues 
we have identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

No Comment 
 

 

Question 8: Rural Area Planning Issues – Do you have any observations on the rural issues we have 
identified? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

No Comment 
 

 

Question 9: Key Themes – Do you agree with the Key Themes identified? Are there other Key Themes 
the Plan should address? 

We broadly agree with the key themes identified. 
 

 

Question 10: Maintaining and Developing a Sustainable Local Economy – Do you have any 
observations on the issues we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to 
raise? 

We believe there needs to be a focus on support for the arts and cultural industries. This sector has 
been hit particularly hard by the pandemic and even pre-pandemic believe there was a need to do 
more to support the arts in Bicester.  
Given the need to meet the challenge of climate change and the aim to reduce carbon emissions to 
net zero, any economic growth should be low/zero carbon sectors. This seems to be partially 
covered by the third paragraph in the right hand column but should be made more explicitly clear. 
Fostering local business growth is mentioned and it should be clear that fostering local business 
growth in a high carbon industry would be incompatible with the aim of meeting the challenge of 
climate change. Support of local businesses is a correct thing to do but the district must be part of a 
just transition to an economy working towards climate change targets rather than against. 
 

 

Question 11: Meeting the Challenge of climate change – Do you have any observations on the issues 
we have identified for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

We would like to see an explicit mention of the fact that new major road building projects should 
be considered in the context of theme two, meeting the challenge of climate change. That is to say 
that local plan policies should not support the building of major roads that take us further away 
from meeting climate change targets and should instead back more environmentally sustainable 
forms of transport such as electrified rail travel. 
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Water – additional provision should be made for the preservation of water via appropriate policies 
and provision of reservoir facilities regionally. 
 

 

Question 12: Healthy Place-shaping – Do you have any observations on the issues we have identified 
for this theme? Are there any others you would like to raise? 

Mental health is not specifically mentioned. Early indications suggest that the pandemic has had a 
big impact on the mental health of the country, which causes further strain on existing mental 
health services. It is often said that mental health needs to be given the same importance as 
physical health and the local plan should reflect this, with policies to ensure that adequate support 
is available for everyone in our community that needs it.  
We welcome the inclusion of policies that prioritise active travel. It's vital that these measures in 
new developments join up with existing infrastructure and that existing “missing links” are 
addressed.  
 

 

Question 13: Establishing a Vision and Objectives – Do we need a new vision for the Cherwell Local 
Plan Review 2040? What should be its key priorities? 

We believe the vision and objectives should reflect the NPPF policies relevant to the district. 
 

 

Question 14: Call for Sites – Do you wish to propose any sites for the Cherwell Local Plan Review 
2040? Please provide us with a location plan and details of your proposals. We have prepared a site 
submission form to help you. 

We would wish to designate the following green spaces as Local Green Spaces: 
Derwent Green (ACV 027) land adjacent to 27 Derwent Road, Bicester 
Oxford Road (ACV034) Sport and recreation facilities west of Pingle Field, Bicester 
Avon Crescent (ACV039) Land between Greenwood Drive, Avon Crescent & Blythe Place, Bicester 
 

 

Question 15: Preparing the Plan – Do you have any comments specifically on the Sustainability 
Appraisal Scoping Report that accompanies this consultation paper? 

We broadly agree with the key principles identified.  
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Question 16: Methods of engagement – Are there any specific methods of engagement you would like 
us to consider in preparing the Local Plan and updating our Statement of Community Involvement 
(SCI)? 

We would request that consideration is given to the timetable to avoid consultation across August 
and the Christmas period in any given stage. 
We would like to see a consideration of the use of citizens assemblies as a way to engage with the 
community. 
 

 

 

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO RESPOND TO THIS CONSULTATION.  PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM BY 
11.59PM ON 14 SEPTEMBER 2020 BY EMAIL TO: PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk  

ALTERNATIVELY, PLEASE SEND BY POST TO: 

Planning Policy Team 
Planning Policy, Conservation and Design 
Cherwell District Council 
Bodicote House 
Bodicote 
Banbury 
OX15 4AA 









KIDLINGTON DEVELOPMENT WATCH - BURY MOOR FIELDS AND LAND 
NEAR ST MARY'S CHURCH



From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Cc:
Subject: Cherwell 2040 Plan Consultation
Date: 06 November 2021 14:35:30
Attachments: KDW Response to CDC LP2040 Options FINAL.pdf

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the Council. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Cherwell District Council Planning Policy Team
 
Please find attached a response (pdf document) from Kidlington Development Watch to the current
consultation on the Cherwell 2040 Plaan.
 
Note that the response includes detailed proposals for new Local Green Spaces around Kidlington.
We would appreciate an opportunity to discuss these with you soon.
 
Please acknowledge receipt.
 
Yours Sincerely

 
For Kidlington Development Watch
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Cherwell Local Plan Review 
Community Involvement Paper 2: Developing our Options 
Representations from Kidlington Development Watch 
 
 
Part A Information. 
Organisation: Kidlington Development Watch (KDW) 
Contact Name :  
e-mail address  
Postal address : please contact by e-mail. Postal address can be supplied if essential. 
Telephone number :  
 
 
Eight (Part B) representations are included on the following topics: 
1. Overall Comments on this consultation and our response. 
2. How many homes? 
3. The Green Belt 
4. Kidlington infill housing 
5: Small Scale Green Belt Review for employment purposes 
6: Local Green Spaces 
7. Proposed Bury Moor Fields Local Green Space 
8. Proposed St Mary’s Conservation Area Local Green Space 
 
 
 
 
Part B representations follow on the next page 
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Part B Representations. 
 
Note: LPPR denotes the adopted Local Plan Partial Review. CDC refers to Cherwell District Council. 
KDW=Kidlington Development Watch. Page references etc relate to the consultation document 
 
KDW Representation 1. Overall Comments on this consultation and our response. 
 
This response from KDW is selective and concentrates on a few matters of particular concern. There 
are other aspects of the options document which we might support or comment upon, but we do not 
have the time or resources to devote to them.  
 
Please note that our response does include support for the proposal from Kidlington Parish Council 
to establish a connected ring of green space around the whole edge of Kidlington. (See 
Representation 6). We therefore propose two specific areas for designation as Local Green Space. 
Detailed justification is given in Representations 6, 7 & 8.  
 
In relation to a previous consultation on the LPPR, CDC summarised the response to the proposed 
housing numbers (the principal issue in the Plan along with Green Belt) as “overwhelmingly the 
representations objected to this figure”. Detailed expert evidence was also provided by us to show 
that the figures were not justified. However, there was no acknowledgement of this by CDC and no 
changes to the proposals were made as a result. Trust in the integrity of the planning process in 
Cherwell (and indeed across Oxfordshire) has therefore been severely eroded.  We are looking to the 
Council to restore that trust by making this a meaningful consultation where comments will be 
reviewed with an open mind and the plan developed in response to them.   
 
 
 
KDW Representation 2: How many homes? (p36, paras 5.4.3 onwards) 
 
The document states that it is not known how many homes will be needed and that this is a matter 
for the Oxfordshire Plan. It quotes the three trajectories given in the Oxfordshire Growth Needs 
Assessment (OGNA) and states that the requirement “is likely to be above the standard methodology 
set by government, which for Cherwell is currently 756 homes per year” (716dpa, as the document  
states, using the actual rather than the OGNA ‘adjusted’ figure). 
 
This is a surprising statement for a number of reasons: 
(1) 716 homes per year (the standard method figure) is very close to the figure CDC proposed in the 
original 2014 Submission Local Plan, but which was then overturned by a Planning Inspector 
following publication of the 2014 SHMA and the Council was forced, against its wishes at that time, 
to adopt the much higher figure of 1140dpa. 
(2) By saying that it is likely that the figure will be more than the standard methodology, CDC is  
prejudging the outcome of decisions on the Oxfordshire Plan. Oxfordshire Plan documents have not 
stated this and the Council’s planning should not be based on supposition. Why has this assumption 
on the requirement been made?   
(3) It is hard to see how CDC can have reached this advanced stage of plan preparation (this is 
presumably the final Reg 18 consultation) without knowing how many homes are being planned for. 
 
Cherwell has a choice both about the housing requirement in its own local plan and, as one of the 
joint authorities preparing the Oxfordshire Plan, the overall requirement for that plan. A very high 
level of growth is already committed in current local plans – far in excess of need – with no certainty 
whatsoever that developments will be completed within the plan timescales. It seems foolish and 
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unnecessary to us to commit to even more development at levels in excess of need for the period 
beyond.  
 
Cherwell should therefore plan on the basis of the Standard Method (716dpa) which is already well 
in excess of demographic need, but is the minimum set by current Government policy. Cherwell 
Council – as one of the joint authorities - should also insist that the Oxfordshire Plan requirement 
should also be based on no more than the Standard Method. 
 
If, in future, a greater number appeared to be justified, this could be addressed in a review of both 
plans. It would be very unwise to plan for more now when it is not clear that such a high number 
would be built. It is more likely that planning for an excessive number of houses would result in a 
choice of sites from which developers could ‘cherry pick’, a free-for-all situation that good land-use 
planning is intended to avoid. 
 
 
 
KDW Representation 3: The Green Belt (p44-45, para 5.6) 
 
Green Belt (in addition to housing need) is the second fundamental issue for which the consultation 
document passes on responsibility to the Oxfordshire Plan. 
 
Having already removed large amounts of Green Belt in the LPPR by allocating so much of it for 
development  around Kidlington, other villages and areas north of Oxford, we – naturally – support 
your proposal not to cause more damage by removing further land from the Green Belt. Adopted 
local authority plans would already increase housing stock to meet Oxford’s claimed need by around 
one third and there is absolutely no justification for further building in the ‘urban fringe’ or Green 
Belt. However, we are very concerned at the indications that this is exactly what the Oxfordshire Plan 
will propose. 
 
It is not acceptable for Cherwell to say that further Green Belt release around Kidlington is a 
matter for the Oxfordshire Plan. Cherwell should insist, as one of the joint planning authorities for 
the Oxfordshire Plan, that there should be no further release of Green Belt land in Cherwell, or – 
for that matter - in Oxfordshire as a whole.  
 
This is also consistent with government policy which states that Green Belt is a permanent 
designation and that, once established, Green Belt boundaries should be capable of enduring beyond 
the plan period. As Green Belt boundaries have only recently been established through the LPPR, 
they should not now be changed. To do otherwise would also be to make a mockery of Government 
policy and oft-repeated statements of support for the Green Belt by the Prime Minister and other 
ministers. 
 
 
 



                   

                  
  

 
                

               
                 

           
 

                   
                     
                   
               

     
 
 
 

         
 

                
        

 
                  

                
                
               

                 
                 

  
 

                 
                

                  
          

 
               

              
               

                  
                

 
 
 
 

Kidlington Development Watch.  Representations on Cherwell 2040 Plan Options.  November 2021.   Page 4 of 14 

KDW Representation 4: Kidlington infill housing – policy to control redevelopment to apartments. 
(p89) 
 
We agree that a policy to control redevelopment for apartments is needed. It is for CDC to identify 
criteria for such a policy and no doubt you will be able to find examples of policies in other 
authorities and/or in guidance. However, we consider that issues to be addressed would include: 
- capacity of the local road network 
- safety of access to the local road network  
- adequate parking provision so as not to require further on-street parking 
- new hard surfaces (for example for parking) to be limited so as (a) to prevent excess water run-off  
and (b) to be in keeping with the landscaping of surrounding properties 
- development not to be out of scale or overbearing compared with surrounding buildings 
- development not to overlook neighbouring properties or to result in additional noise in comparison 
with the pre-existing situation 
- conversions should provide a decent standard of living accommodation with adequate space and 
daylight standards 
- the number of apartments to be limited in the light of what can be accommodated within the 
existing building envelope and typical buildings on surrounding plots. 
 
We suggest that the Council prepares a design guide, addressing these issues, particularly with 
regards to development along the main Banbury/Oxford Road in Kidlington. 
 
 
 
KDW Representation 5: Small Scale Green Belt Review for employment purposes (p89, Option 26)  
 
We consider that no further small scale Green Belt Review for employment purposes is needed or 
justified.  
 
The ‘Technology Park’ at Langford Lane is only in the early stages of development (possibly 1000-
1500 jobs) and the LPPR has provided for expansion of the Science Park at Begbroke. Both of these 
have the potential to accommodate a very significant number of jobs. 
 
There are also other very substantial proposals for employment generating uses nearby in the 
adjacent Districts such as at Oxford North (4-8,000 jobs) and at Eynsham. Oxford City itself continues 
to protect large areas of land for employment uses, even though there is little sign that this will be 
developed. Indeed large sites to the south of the City – the Business Park and Science Park are still 
not fully built or occupied despite having been under development for very many years. 
 
 
 
KDW Representation 6 follows on a new page. 
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KDW Representation 6: Local Green Spaces (Option 28, p91)  
 
KDW supports Kidlington Parish Council’s aim (para 6.4.14) to secure a connected ring of green space 
around the whole edge of Kidlington through the Local Plan Review and to strengthen Kidlington’s 
distinctive character of a ‘village set in the landscape’.  
 
We also agree with CDC’s proposal – as far as it goes - to explore the potential to create a network of 
accessible, and wherever possible, linked green spaces around Kidlington. However, it should be 
possible to do much more than simply ‘explore the potential’. There should be a commitment to 
actually create the network of what green spaces now remain and to retain the distinctive character 
of a ‘village set in the landscape’ as far as possible. 
 
This aim will be to an extent constrained by pre-existing development and even more so by the 
proposals in the LPPR Plan, now that these have been adopted.  Taking this into account, we have 
studied the entire boundary of the village in order analyse the potential for a green network 
surrounding the village and we make the following observations and conclusions.  Our description 
follows the edge of the village anti-clockwise from the Banbury Road and the areas discussed are 
indicated by the letters on the map below. 
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(A)Pre-existing industrial estate development is a constraint at the northern end, although the canal 
towpath does provide a connecting route.  
 
(B) Slightly further south is the 9ha Rushy Meadows SSSI which is privately owned, and bounded by 
vegetation, but nevertheless protected and the towpath runs alongside it. The opposite bank of the 
canal is lined with trees and scrub, so, on this stretch of towpath, there is an impression of walking 
along a green corridor. 
 
(C) A little further south and to the west of the village it is hard to see how an authentic ‘village in a 
landscape’ feel will be achieved given that most of the land between Kidlington, Begbroke and 
Yarnton will be covered by development. Nevertheless, the LPPR does include a requirement to 
provide for nature conservation and parkland areas in the remaining gap between the new 
development and Kidlington. These could partially achieve the desired aim and the individual 
elements can be connected by the existing canal towpath. Enhancement of this would be welcomed.   
 
(D) At the southern end of the village the aim can be achieved through the Stratfield Brake 
Recreation Area and Nature Reserve with its existing footbridge connection to the canal path. To an 
extent it will be enhanced by the LPPR proposal to reserve half of site PR7b for nature conservation. 
Unfortunately, the development of the rest of this site will also remove an attractive former farm 
which also contributed to the ‘village in the landscape’ concept.  
 
(E) Moving to South East Kidlington, the potential here has been severely curtailed by the decision to 
allocate (and subsequently expand) site PR7a for housing. We consider that this was an egregious 
decision by the Council which has effectively closed the ‘Kidlington Gap’. The existing right of way 
runs along the busy, noisy and polluting A34. We would hope that some means of at least retaining a 
green corridor through the development could be negotiated with the developers of this site.  
 
(F) Beyond Water Eaton Lane the right of way links with the Oxford Green Belt Way and crosses fields 
until reaching the Bicester Road. This remains in the Green Belt, is not being put forward for 
development, and is mainly in Flood Zone 3.  
 
(G) North of Bicester Road the village is bounded by the River Cherwell. There is farmland to the 
north of this but no river crossing for a considerable distance. Slightly further north at Mill End there 
is what is effectively a substantial private family estate which is both inaccessible and not visible, 
being screened by vegetation, though part of this is a proposed Local Wildlife Site. It would seem 
very unlikely that this could form part of a peripheral network of green spaces. The Green Belt Way 
itself is forced to run through residential development until Mill End. A circular route outside the 
village boundary would be possible by connecting to the National Cycle Route which runs across the 
Cherwell Meadows, also family owned but accessible with their permission. However this would be a 
very long detour and does not really meet the aim of surrounding the urban edge with green space. 
 
(H) At Mill End, the Green Belt Way runs along one side of the ‘family estate’ and then emerges into 
open fields with fine views of the Grade 1 listed St Mary’s church and the backs of old houses and 
other buildings (many of them listed Grade 2 or 2*) on Mill Street and Church Street. To the east 
there are open views across the meadows towards the Cherwell, which flood in winter. This area is 
included in the Church Street Conservation Area. The area provides an excellent example of the 
‘village in a landscape’ concept. We therefore propose this area should be designated as Local Green 
Space (See Representation 7). 
  
(I) North of St Mary’s church is St Mary’s Fields, a local nature reserve owned and maintained by 
Kidlington Parish Council which logically forms part of the proposed network. 
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(J) West of the church, a historic footpath runs through fields bounded by hedgerows across the 
northern edge of the village.  Here there is a clear and distinct boundary separating the village from 
the fields immediately to the north (which then lead on to the Lower Cherwell Valley Conservation 
Target Area and the River Cherwell). This provides another prime opportunity to achieve the ‘village 
in a landscape’ aim. The land is in the Green Belt and is completely open (one of the two key 
characteristics of Green Belt). However, Green Belt protection is no longer sufficient and we 
therefore propose that the fields immediately to the north of the village should be designated as 
Local Green Space (see Representation 8). 
 
(K) Beyond area (J) the right of way crosses the railway and rejoins the canal at the Banbury Road 
completing a circuit. East of the railway there is an unobtrusive caravan club site, and to the west are 
Parish Council allotments with an open field behind crossed by the right of way. Approaching 
Kidlington on the Banbury Road from the north, the junction with Langford Lane and the canal and 
railway bridges beyond form a natural entrance to the village. North of the junction there are fields 
on either side of the road and we consider that no further development is appropriate here. Indeed 
the fields to the west of the Banbury Road (also proposed for development by LPR-A-230) are part of 
the Lower Cherwell Valley Conservation Target Area and should therefore be protected. 
 
Conclusion. 
We consider that, as described above, there is potential to create a peripheral network of open 
green space around the village and connected by Rights of Way which could help to achieve the 
‘village in the landscape’ aim. Much of this potential is constrained by existing development and 
decisions which have already been taken. In summary:  
Areas (A) & (G) are constrained by existing development restricting access; 
Areas (B), (D,part) (F) and (I) are already protected as Green Areas by nature conservation; 
designations, recreation use or flood risk (in some cases more than one constraint applies);  
Areas (C), and (D,part) are areas of LPPR sites which are reserved as Green Spaces;   
Area (E) is also a site in the LPPR where it is now difficult to provide a link in a network of Green 
Spaces – we strongly suggest that CDC negotiates with the developer on this matter; 
Areas (H) and (J) provide the best opportunities for realising the aim of ‘a village in the landscape’.  
 
Most of these areas are therefore either protected as Green Areas by more than Green Belt 
designation, or cannot be Green as they are already developed. It is not essential for areas in these 
two categories to be formally protected by Local Green Space designation, although this might 
nevertheless be considered worthwhile. 
 
Proposal for areas to be designated as Local Green Space 
 
However, to the north and north east of the village are two areas(H&J) providing the best remaining 
examples of Green Space fulfilling the ‘village in the landscape’ concept. They are only currently 
protected by Green Belt designation (a matter which CDC says is for the Oxfordshire Plan).  
 
Given this and the recent removal of substantial areas of land from the Green Belt elsewhere around 
the village, we consider that CDC should provide additional protection in its Local Plan Review by 
designating these two areas as Local Green Space (LGS). Further details and justification are provided 
below in our Representations 7 & 8.  
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The proposed LGS is also part of the setting for St. Mary’s Church. Kidlington is unusual in that its 
parish church is situated on the extremity of the village, on a slightly elevated site at the end of an 
area of terraced river gravels which runs along Church Street. St Mary’s Church is a large, Grade I 
listed building, dating back 800 years and has an exceptionally tall and slender steeple (known as 
‘Our Lady’s Needle’). It is the final building on the northern edge of the village and is almost 
surrounded by fields, with the exception of houses at the northern end of Church Street. As the 
surrounding land is low-lying, the church is visible from considerable distances. When seen from 
many directions it appears to be set amongst fields.  
 
It is essential to retain the fields in the proposed LGS to maintain both the beautiful setting of the 
magnificent church and the conservation area as a whole. The conservation area includes not only 
Church Street but extends along Mill Street and includes Mill End. It contains many old houses and 
GradeII and II* listed buildings including the beautiful and possibly medieval Grade II* Dovecote, 
Grade II* Vicarage and Grade II Church Street Farmhouse and other Grade II houses and almshouses 
near the church. As mentioned in the quote from the Conservation Area Appraisal, these buildings 
and their high walls can be appreciated from the well used and historic footpath which runs along 
the eastern edge of the proposed LGS. (see photo below) 
 

 
 
The footpath itself is historic. It was the subject of an enclosure award of 1818 and should be ten feet 
wide throughout its length. However, it almost certainly existed in the middle ages. An eminent 
historian, living locally and specialising in medieval history, comments that : 
“ the footpath must have been medieval and  its purpose was to link the area around the church, 
where there was much housing, with the two mills, one on each side of the river, at Mill End, now 
houses (but with the mill machinery still in place, I'm told). It's highly likely that the path provided a 
route for manorial tenants to take their corn for milling. The ridge-and-furrow to the right of the 
footpath, and also running across it, proves that at one stage this was good arable land, under the 
plough.” 
 
The historic ridge and furrow lies on fields to the north-east of the footpath and is a reminder of pre-
enclosure Kidlington.  These lead without interruption to further fields (and further ridge and furrow) 
and the River Cherwell itself.  The openness and low-lying nature (liable to flooding) of the whole 
area is a key element of the landscape here. 
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CDC’s own 2014 SHLAA rejected this site as suitable for development stating that: “development 
would result in the loss of an important gap within the Church Fields Character Area and would 
adversely affect the setting of the Conservation Area. There would also be some detrimental impact 
on the character of the Mill Street area to the south.” 
 
Recreational value  
The footpath along the edge of the proposed LGS It is now part of the Oxford Green Belt Way, a 80 
km route encircling Oxford. It is extremely well used both by local people and visitors undertaking 
longer distance walks. Its recreational value is, of course, closely tied to the historical importance of 
the site, the Conservation Area Appraisal making clear how the footpath allows an appreciation of 
the character of the village here. The openness of the land either side of the path is essential to its 
enjoyment. The views from it, both north and south, of the church and other historic buildings really 
do take the walker back in time. The idea of a ‘village in the landscape’ is demonstrated here better 
here than anywhere else on the edge of Kidlington.  
 
 

 
View towards St. Mary’s Church and other village houses (listed) from the Public Footpath.. 
 
Beauty and Tranquility  
The views here of the church and the village are indeed beautiful (see photo above) and with no 
roads in the vicinity, the area is also tranquil. It is on the edge of the open, undeveloped countryside 
of the Cherwell Valley. 
 
Richness of Wildlife 
The whole area abounds with wildlife. Badgers, foxes, roe deer, squirrels, weasels and grass snakes 
are to be found in the proposed LGS itself.  A survey of the site undertaken in 2013 by an RSPB officer 
identified 27 species of breeding birds including several on the current RSPB red list (cuckoo, mistle 
thrush, song thrush, starling and house sparrow) and the amber list (swift and dunnock). Other 
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species observed by local residents include grey wagtail, heron, buzzard and sparrow hawk, great 
spotted woodpecker, green woodpecker, house martin, swallow, linnet and whitethroat as well as 
bats. The RSPB officer also commented that an ungrazed field within the site was rich in wild flowers 
and contained a wide range of plant species. Invertebrate species recorded included Brown hawker 
dragonfly, Gatekeeper, Large skipper and Meadow brown butterflies.  
 
The proposed LGS also adjoins a proposed Local Wildlife Site (Kidlington Meadows, BBOWT ref 
41X02) and is part of open land leading to the Cherwell Valley Conservation Target Area.  
 
Local in Character 
 
This proposed site is local in character and not extensive. The proposed LGS consists of a relatively 
small area of paddocks which is of historic significance to the community. It is essential to maintain it 
as Green Space in order to protect the character of the Conservation Area as is acknowledged in the 
Conservation Area Document and 2014 HEELA. and also for the enjoyment of users of the Public 
Right of Way.  
 
 
 
 
 
KDW Representation 8 follows on new page. 
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The setting of this important historic building would clearly be damaged by development in these 
fields. 
 
Kidlington Historical Society comments that : “the landscape is a good example of post-enclosure 
Kidlington, with most of the field boundaries those set out on the Enclosure Map. The age of the 
hedges will be an indication of their value for wildlife. There is an ancient (possibly Roman) well just 
north of the area, in Ashpit. It's an odd place to find a well, right on top of the cornbrash ridge 
running down to the Church, so there may be archaeology around it, extending into the proposed 
LGS. This area is part of the setting of St Mary's with delightful views down the ridge towards the 
church from the footpath to Sparrowgap Bridge. The LGS would preserve these for future 
generations.” 
 
Recreational value  
The site is crossed and bounded by two popular footpaths which are very well used by local people 
and visiting walkers.  These are both enclosure awards from 1818 and should be maintained to a 
width of ten feet, though in practice they are not. The east-west path leads from the church towards 
the canal bridge near the Jolly Boatman public house next to the Banbury Road. The SE-NW path 
leads from the Moors to the Community Woodland and Canal Basin at Thrupp. A key attraction of 
these paths is that they cross open countryside and have fine views east to St Mary’s Church. 
 
In addition to this, almost every field boundary, including along the rear boundaries of houses on the 
Moors, is lined by informal paths which are regularly used for recreation by large numbers of local 
people.  
 
Beauty, Tranquility and Richness of Wildlife 
The site is in attractive open countryside (see photo above) which leads to the Cherwell Meadows 
Conservation Target Area and the River Cherwell itself. There are almost no buildings until the 
nearest villages are reached and no through roads. Consequently the area is tranquil and has the feel 
of being part of the countryside. This is not the case almost anywhere else on the village boundary.  
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The fields are relatively small and bounded by hedges and trees which therefore support a variety of 
wildlife, particularly birds and including rare wildlife species such as Short Eared Owls (on the RSPB 
amber list), and Skylarks (on the RSPB red list). Other bird species noted by local residents include 
goldfinch, greenfinch, redstart, jay, spotted woodpecker, green woodpecker, tree creeper, dunnock, 
cuckoos and various birds of prey and owls.  Foxes and Deer are also frequently seen in the area and 
smaller animals include weasels, field mice adders and grass snakes. At the point where the SE-NW 
footpath joins the Moors there is a small pond surrounded by scrub which, although now rather 
neglected, was maintained for many years for nature conservation and would benefit from 
restoration. Great Crested Newts have been found here in the past.  
 
The site is close to the Cherwell Valley Conservation Target Area and to the St Mary’s Fields Local 
Nature Reserve. It can therefore also be considered to be a protective buffer and corridor to these 
important habitats.  
 
Local in Character 
Guidance says that the site should not be extensive in nature but does not define extensive. In our 
view the proposed site is not extensive, certainly when compared to the areas of land that have 
already been removed from the Green Belt or from sites that are being put forward for development 
at the moment. We are aware of examples elsewhere of larger sites which local authorities have 
deemed suitable as LGS (see for example Bulmershe and Fox Hill sites in Wokingham’s 2020 Local 
Green Space Topic Paper). While it extends over several fields, the width of the proposed LGS is 
limited to that of one modest field, and all of it meets the criteria set out above. 
 
Important. We consider that this is not an extensive area. However, if the proposed area is deemed 
to be too extensive, it should not simply be rejected. Instead, consideration should be given to 
designating individual fields (or combinations of fields) as LGS.  
 
 
 
 



INDIVIDUAL REPRESENTATION - GAVRAY DRIVE AND LANGFORD 
COMMUNITY ORCHARD





Q18. Is the site reasonably close to the community it

serves?

yes

Q19.Please provide further details including approximate distances

Q20.Can the site be shown to be demonstrably

special to the local community?

yes

Q21.please provide reasons as to why it is special

Q22. Is the site an extensive tract of land? yes

Q23.please provide the approximate size of the site or other reasons as to why the site is not 'extensive'

Q24. If the site/space was designated can it endure

beyond the plan period?

Yes

Q25.What are the land owner's long term plans?

Q26. Is there a management plan in place for the

site?

no  answered

Q27.Please provide details

Q28.Do you know who will be responsible for the on-

going maintenance of the site?

no  answered

Q29.Please provide brief details no  answered

Q30. Is there any other information that you consider would be helpful to the assessment?

Q31.Do you wish to upload any further supporting

information?

no  answered

Q32.Supporting information no  answered

no  answered

I  s a green area n he hear  of new hous ng deve opmen s and s managed accord ng o na ure conserva on pr nc p es.

Enjoyab e and nforma ve even s ake p ace here such as a recen  scy h ng course, and he annua  App e Day.

no  answered

no  answered

no  answered

no  answered





the orchard and Bicester Fields Park at this time was by landscape architects, Peter Quinn 
Associates, but then was neglected for many years and became very overgrown with brambles and 
invasive species such as nettles and hogweed. Peter Quinn designed the area 'more for wildlife than 
humans' and it has indeed become a wildlife haven. For many years local people foraged there for 
blackberries and hazel nuts. It was discovered in this neglected state by a member of Bicester Green 
Gym in 2011 and both this group and Langford Community Orchard group worked over the years 
to bring the orchard back to life, whilst respecting the natural character of the place. Peter Quinn 
has visited and says, “I'm very pleased to hear that you are re-instating the area as a community 
orchard: it's a feature that I have included in every park that I have designed since. The ones that 
work best are those looked after by interested residents like yourselves. I'm also glad to hear that at 
least some of the trees we originally planted are hanging on.” 
 
 
Support of the land-owners, BTC, for the land being used as a Community Orchard and for 
Local Green Space designation: 
BTC Environment Committee (August 2012) approved the recommendation that Langford 
Community Orchard Group work to develop the Orchard. BTC also recommended that the Orchard 
become designated as a Local Green Space. The minutes of BTC Environment Committee meeting 
June 2015 (ENV01/1516) state, “RESOLVED to accept recommendation that Langford Community 
Orchard be designated as Local Green Space and for this to be put forward to Cherwell District Council to be 
included in Local Plan”. Further evidence of BTC's approval for the work of the project was their 
offer to the group of a site in the Claypits allotments in 2014 to use as a community allotment. 
 
Evidence that the site is of special significance to the local community:  
1) A petition of 382 signatures of local residents was collected which states, “We, the undersigned, 
ask Cherwell and Bicester Town Councils to designate the land at Langford Community Orchard as 
a 'Local Green Space' in recognition of its value to the town as a beautiful place to enjoy and learn 
about horticulture, nature and wildlife”. This has been submitted to CDC.   
2) Four letters of appreciation of the site from local residents are shown in Appendix 1. 
 
Evidence of the recreational value and use of the land by the local community: 
The Orchard 's function is to benefit Bicester residents by providing and promoting opportunities 
for exercise, improvement of mental and physical health, education, environmental improvement, 
biodiversity enhancement, public engagement in gardening activities, 'Growing a Greener Bicester', 
social activities, and dog walking. 
Successful engagement of the public is evidenced by the records showing that 225 person-hours 
were put into the Orchard by volunteers in 2013, 315 person-hours in 2014 and 331 in 2015. A 
popular Apple Day is held annually attracting 100-150 people with demonstrations of apple 
pressing and fun activities for all ages organised by LCOG. Staff from BBOWT's Meadow Farm do 
bug-hunting and make bird feeders. Bicester Green staff help children +make bird boxes. There are 
stalls with plants, seeds for swapping, and locally grown vegetables.  
Four classes of children from Langford Village Community Primary School attended in 2015 for 
lessons on fruit growing, demonstrating the educational potential of the site. Tree pruning classes 
for adults have also been held. The Langford Village Cub troop visit as part training for their 
Naturalist Badge. 
For confirmation of the activities held in the Orchard and photographs, please see our facebook 
page: Langford Community Orchard  
 
As well as sessions held by LCOG, the Orchard is used informally by local people for picnics, as a 
natural play space for local children, for outdoor parties, for meditation groups, for gardening and 
fruit growing, for dog-walking and for foraging evenings held by staff of Bicester Green. 
 
 



               
               

                
                 

                 
                

                 
                  

                   
                  
           

 
 

                
    

          
              

              
           

                    
                 

                   
 

             
                
               

                    
             

                
 

              
              

           
           

     
              

                  
             
                

               
           
              

              
                 

  
               

     
 

                   
               

              
 
 

Other characteristics of the site that fulfil the NPPF requirements for LGS designation. 
 
Beauty: The site is a beautiful green oasis with a variety of trees, bushes and open grass areas. It 
affords pleasant views from the footpath for passers by and local residents. It adds significantly to 
the character of Langford Village and makes an important contribution to the physical form and 
layout of the area. It links via footpath 129/5 to a further area of land to the south which was 
similarly designed by Peter Quinn. It is designated with the orchard site as natural green space 
number 849 on the map in CDC Local Development Framework Core Strategy Background 
Document, 'Open Space Update 2011'. It has a few fruit trees and a pond but is not as rich in 
planting as the orchard space (see Google map above).  
 
Tranquillity: The site is an oasis of green space away from the busy London Road and is easily 
accessible on foot from the public footpath 129/5. It thus promotes the health and well-being of 
Bicester residents. 
 
Richness of wildlife:  
The site is biodiverse and makes a contribution to CDC Policy ESD 10 of the Local Plan Part 1. 
There are ridge-and-furrow formations over the majority of the site as a result of ploughing with 
oxen in the middle ages and this allows a greater variety plants to grow than if the ground was level. 
In winter, the furrows are water-logged and in summer they are damper than the ridges and provide 
a varied habitat for plants and insects. The fruit trees (apple, cherry, plum, pear [wild and cultivated 
varieties], mulberries, hazel and walnut) and fruit bushes provide food and shelter for insects and 
birds. The hazel avenue across the middle of the site provides nuts for local people and animals as 
well as shelter for birds and small mammals. The thick hedges of hawthorn, blackthorn and 
brambles attract butterflies and moths and provide berries for foraging. A portion of the site is left as 
open meadow and the wettest part is being converted to a wild flower meadow under the guidance 
of staff from the Local Wildlife Trust (BBOWT)'s reserve at Meadow Farm in Blackthorn. 
Butterflies recorded in the Orchard on 23/7/13 by Josh Wells from BBOWT include, comma, 
peacock, small tortoiseshell, speckled wood, gatekeeper, ringlet, large white, brimstone and 
meadow brown. Flowers recorded by him include, timothy grass, mouse ear, red clover, creeping 
buttercup, coltsfoot, common thistle, herb robert, ox tongue and garlic mustard. 
A notable feature of the hedgerow bordering the Orchard is Bicester Fields Park Tree Trail designed 
by Peter Quinn. It comprises a series of specimen trees planted along footpath 129/5 stretching from 
the Orchard site down into Bicester Fields Park. Each tree is marked by a green oak bollard along 
the path. The list of trees is attached (see Appendix 2) along with further information. These trees 
should be allocated a TPO as some are very unusual and they provide a varied habitat for insects 
and birds. The Tree Trail adds to the interest and biodiversity of the site and could be made into a 
real feature for Langford Village in terms of interest and environment education. 
 
In conclusion, on behalf of the Langford Community Orchard Group, I recommend Langford 
Community Orchard for designation as  Local Green Space. Although the land is designated as 
natural green space, we feel it would benefit from designation as a LGS as the community 
involvement in it's life is evident and makes it a special place for the town of Bicester. 
 
Signed: September 10th 2020. 
 
 
Appendix 1:  Four letters of support from local residents 
 
1) On Tuesday, 7 July 2015, 9:36, wrote: 
I am part of the team that help in the orchard and I would like to say it is a lovely place that the 
local people can visit and enjoy without having to drive to whether it's to walk the dog or just to 





                   
                    
           

 
                     

                  
                    

 
                    

   
 

  
   

 
 

          
 

                
               

               
     

                 
                 

                
               

    
 

                   
                  

  
 

  
  

   
 
 

           
 

               
              

               
       

   
    

 
        

  

 
     

               
         

 
Currently there are donated snowdrops and primroses in flower, dotted around under the bare 
trees. Anybody can and does forage for the fruit later in the year with blackberries being 
particularly popular; one year I made crab-apple jelly with the fruit. Soon the trees will be in 
blossom with patches of forge-me-nots threading themselves through the grass - delighting 
the eye and providing nectar for the bees. 
 
When the weather warms up the plan is to repeat the invitation to primary schools to come 
and enjoy this lovely green space. So important, with reference to Patrick Barkham's aricle in 
The Guardian Newspaper 11-2-16 "Concerns raised over the number of children not engaging 
with nature". It was a joy last summer to cavort around a real mulberry bush with the children 
singing that much loved traditional song "Here we go round the mulberry bush". 
 
Later in the year there will undoubtedly be another wonderful Apple Day with freshly pressed 
apple juice, games for the children and delicious home-made cakes for all.  These events bring 
the local community together in this magical setting and what a dreadful shame if we were to 
lose our Community Orchard. We must protect it now by making it a "designated local green 
space". 
 
Your faithfully 

        

  
 
Sent from my iPad

 





Q18. Is the site reasonably close to the community it

serves?

yes

Q19.Please provide further details including approximate distances

Q20.Can the site be shown to be demonstrably

special to the local community?

yes

Q21.please provide reasons as to why it is special

Q22. Is the site an extensive tract of land? yes

Q23.please provide the approximate size of the site or other reasons as to why the site is not 'extensive'

Q24. If the site/space was designated can it endure

beyond the plan period?

Yes

Q25.What are the land owner's long term plans?

Q26. Is there a management plan in place for the

site?

no  answered

Q27.Please provide details

Q28.Do you know who will be responsible for the on-

going maintenance of the site?

no  answered

Q29.Please provide brief details no  answered

Q30. Is there any other information that you consider would be helpful to the assessment?

Q31.Do you wish to upload any further supporting

information?

no  answered

Q32.Supporting information no  answered

no  answered

I  s one of he as  rema n ng areas of W df ower and W d fe Meadow n B ces er

no  answered

no  answered

no  answered

no  answered



Application for designation of part land north of Gavray Drive as a Local Green Space 
 
Applicant:  on behalf of the Save Gavray Meadows Campaign. This application 
meets the approval of Bicester Local History Society, Grassroots Bicester Community Action 
Group, Bicester Green Gym and Bicester Town Council. 
 
Address:  
 
Telephone:     e-mail:   
 
Site Details: 
The land is bounded by Langford Brook to the west, the London-Birmingham railway to the north, 
the A4421 Charbridge Lane to the east and Gavray Drive to the south. The grid reference from the 
OS map is SP 599222 which is a point in the middle of the site. The map shows the area to be 
designated outlined in red (see below) which is very approximately 15 hectares. The majority of the 
site is part of the Upper River Ray Conservation Target Area (CTA). The public footpath 129/4 
which continues eastwards as 129/16 runs through the site (approximate route marked with yellow 
dotted line). All the land north of this footpath is within the CTA. Within the CTA is a Local 
Wildlife Site (52W01) so designated in 2002 because of its important biodiversity. The land is local 
in character, has defined boundaries, and complies fully with the Local Green Space (LGS) 
requirements of the NPPF, paragraphs 76 and 77, as further outlined below. 

 
 
  
Site Ownership: 
Currently, the land is in private ownership and falls within a larger strategic site called Bicester 13 
in Cherwell District Council's (CDC's) Adopted Local Plan Part 1 (July 2015). Bicester 13 is 



               
 

              
            
        

 
       

 
        

 
  
                

                  
                      

                
                

              
                   

                
              

            

 
 
  

  
                 

               

allocated for 300 houses but currently does not have planning permission. Bicester 13 was not 
included in the Submission version of the Local Plan in January 2014 but was added in after the 
planning inspector halted the Hearing in June 2014 and asked the Council to find more land for 
housing. This indicates that the site was not CDC's first choice for house building in the Local Plan 
2011-2031. It is also a much smaller site than the other strategic housing sites in Local Plan Part 1. 
The town as a whole is short of natural green space by at least 8.51 hectares (data from CDC Local 
Development Framework Core Strategy Background Document, 'Open Space Update', 2011) and 
designating the area outlined on the map as a LGS will make a great contribution to the town's 
green infrastructure, especially since it has now been designated as a 'Garden Town'. Requirements 
for the latter include plenty of green space. 
 
The planning inspector's report (May 2015) on the Modified Local Plan Part 1 includes a remark 
that the historical attributes of the site do not warrant designation of the land as a LGS. However, he 
did not base his judgement on all the other criteria for LGS designation in the NPPF (beauty, 
recreational value, value to the community, tranquillity and richness of wildlife). This was despite 
evidence of the biodiversity, presence of rare species, beauty and rarity of the site in Bicester that 
were presented to him in submissions from the public as well as bodies such as the local Wildlife 
Trust (BBOWT), Natural England and Banbury Ornithological Society. In any case, LGS 
designations were not included by CDC for consultation or submission in LP Part 1, as they are now 
in LP Part 2, so it was not within that inspector's remit to consider this when the public had not 
submitted an application for the site to be designated.  
 
Evidence that the land is demonstrably special to the local community: 
 

1. A petition of 1,480 signatures was delivered to CDC on October 3rd  2014 with the words, 
“We the undersigned support the preservation of Bicester's Local Wildlife Site at Gavray 
Drive, Bicester, Oxfordshire and object to its destruction by development”. 

2. Submissions were made by members of the public to CDC's Local Plan Part 1 Hearing, 
December 2014 (see submissions 163, 183, 184, 193, 294) requesting Local Green Space 
designation for the land.  The community groups, Bicester Green Gym, Grassroots Bicester 
Community Action Group and Langford Community Orchard group, all supported the 
retention of the site as a green space for Bicester as well as Bicester Local History Society. 
Many other individual submissions outlined the value of the site. 

3. Following lobbying of Councillors and a presentation by members of the public, a resolution 
was passed by CDC's full Council on October 20th 2014 to seek designation of the site as a 
Local Green Space.  

4. Following presentations to Bicester Town Council Planning Committee on June 2nd and 29th, 
a letter (included as an attachment) was sent on July 3rd 2015 from Bicester Town Council to 
CDC stating that there was “strong support for the retention of Gavray Drive Nature Reserve 
and requests that it is designated as a Local Green Space”. 

5. There is an active online petition with 295 signatures to date from the residents in the 
Bicester area in support of Gavray Meadows remaining as green space. It states: “We the 
undersigned, petition the council to stop all planned development on Gavray Meadows, on 
the land east of Langford Brook and bounded to the north by the London railway and to the 
south by Gavray Drive. The land is a Local Wildlife site designated in 2002 from historic 
farmland. It is home to many different species, some rare and all of value to our appreciation 
of the countryside which is fast vanishing around Bicester”. 

6. There are two active facebook pages, a) Save Gavray Wildlife Meadows for Bicester 
(https://www.facebook.com/savegavraywildlifemeadows) and b) Gavray Meadows News 
(https://www.facebook.com/WildLifeNewsGavrayMeadows/?fref=ts) which show continued 
support by the public, as evidenced by their many positive comments posted on these sites. 

 



 
The land holds particular significance for the local community for its: 
a) Beauty and amenity value: 
The site is visually attractive comprising a collection of small ancient meadows bounded by 
hedgerows that date back to medieval times. There are many notable trees and at least 2 green lanes 
and 2 ponds. In some of the fields there is a profusion of wild flowers (see photograph below taken 
by Dr P. Clissold in Gavray Meadows), and in others which are mown there is an open view. The 
site adds greatly to the richness of the landscape in SE Bicester, providing respite from the adjacent 
modern housing estates of new and old Langford Villages, the high railway embankment and even 
taller warehouse, and the busy A4421 road. The land contributes greatly to the character of the area 
as it is a precious remnant of the countryside that used to surround the town. The farmland that 
surrounds Bicester will rapidly disappear after a nearby strategic housing site in SE Bicester 
(Bicester 12) is built, as well as the other strategic developments such as NW Bicester, SW Bicester 
and Graven Hill. Gavray Meadows link up with an amenity area called Bicester Fields Park along 
Langford Brook to the south and form an important biodiverse green wildlife corridor to the open 
countryside to the east. Thus they provide the opportunity for an extended green route for 
townspeople. The importance of walking and cycling for the health of Bicester residents and 
reduction in car journeys is stressed through policies in CDC's Local Plan Part 1 and a route through 
the meadows would support that aim. The public footpath 129/4 and 129/16 to Launton village is 
used and appreciated by walkers as it runs along the ancient parish boundary and is lined by a hedge 
which dates back to medieval times.  

  
 
 
b) Historic significance: 
The fields of Gavray meadows are within 0.5 km of the deserted medieval village of Wretchwick, 
which is a scheduled ancient monument, and they may well comprise part of that settlement. The 
boundaries of the medieval fields in Gavray Meadows are unchanged over centuries as documented 
by Bicester Local History Society using tithe maps, deeds and other documents. The names of the 
small fields and their owners have been identified in documents of 1607. The fields have ridge and 



 
           

     
              

                  
                   

                   
                 

               
                 

                  
              

                 
                

                
               

              
                  

                
                   

       

  
 
 

   
                

                
              

                
                 

furrow formations formed by ploughing with oxen, which are clearly visible today (see Google map 
at top of document) and are experienced on foot as well. The fields with their dew ponds and green 
lanes are a valuable example of medieval farming methods. Such an area in the town provides great 
potential for education about history and ancient methods of agriculture. 
 

c) Recreational value : 
The site is currently in private ownership but is used informally by dog walkers. Members of 
Bicester Green Gym have been visiting the Local Wildlife Site for several years to do maintenance 
work by clearing invasive brambles, thistles and litter. We and others wrote to the developers to 
seek permission for this work on two occasions but no reply was received. The members of Bicester 
Green Gym have mixed abilities and benefit from the outdoor activity in the site. If the land is 
designated as LGS, then many such groups will be able to use the site to learn about the history and 
to learn practical conservation skills in collaboration with BBOWT's team from their Upper Ray 
reserves. Bicester Green Gym already have an ongoing collaboration with BBOWT and the skills 
they have learned are directly applicable to conservation work in Gavray Meadows. It is envisioned 
that the LGS at Gavray will provide excellent opportunities for parties of school children to visit 
and learn about nature as well as improving their health. 
 

d) Tranquillity: 
 Gavray Meadows provide a natural green area of tranquillity away from the housing estates and the 
roads. They are a unique space in the town for quiet contemplation and for experiencing unspoilt 
nature and birdsong. There is no similar site of reasonable size in the south of Bicester as other 
green spaces do not have such wildlife value, being amenity spaces or sports grounds. The 
importance of Gavray Meadows to Bicester Town equals that of Christchurch Meadows in Oxford. 
Fortunately, that space was saved in the 1950s from having a link road put through it and now 
Oxford benefits hugely from the quality and reputation of their meadow. In future years, after the 
strategic site Bicester 12 is built, the town boundary will extend much further south-east and this 
tranquil space in the town will be very much valued. 
 
e) Richness of Wildlife: 
 A part of Gavray Meadows was designated as a Local Wildlife Site in 2002 in recognition of its 
biodiversity and notable species. The site is also part of the Upper River Ray Conservation Target 
Area (CTA) which is protected by CDC's Policy ESD 11 as an area where action to improve 
biodiversity should be focussed. Specialists from the Upper Thames Branch of Butterfly 
Conservation have stated that Gavray Meadows is one of only 4 sites in the UK where all 5 species 
of Hairstreak butterfly have been seen. Gavray Meadows were recently described by Butterfly 
Conservation Upper Thames branch as being a most important reservoir for the Brown Hairstreak 
butterfly (see photograph below taken by Dr P. Clissold in Gavray Meadows) and I quote, “Any 
unflailed blackthorn hedge in that area is likely to be used by the Brown Hairstreak females 
spreading out from Gavray Drive Meadows which we believe to be the core site for the entire 
Bicester area”.  
 
The ecological value of the fields in Gavray is extremely high because their habitat is typical of wet 
lowland unimproved farmland of which 98% was lost in the last century. The ecology is similar to 
that of the Upper River Ray reserves and thus adds to the wildlife trust's Living Landscape Project 
as the urban end of this ecosystem. The fields in the CTA at the eastern end act as a buffer for the 
valuable fields included in the old Local Wildlife site 52W01. The old 52W01 MG4 fields need 
restoring and thistles removing but they are certainly still capable of being rescued. Collaboration 
with Brill Village to allow their community herd of Dexter cattle to graze in Gavray Meadows 
would allow restoration of this area within a few years. The long grasses and meadow flowers are 
the food of butterflies and moths at all stages of development. Long grasses provide hiding for 
small creatures like voles and mice. Insects and small reptiles provide food for creatures higher up 



the food chain. This eco-system has evolved in concert with traditional farming practices over 
centuries. It should be preserved as part of the heritage of England and of Bicester.  
 

 
This application for LGS designation covers the whole of the land east of Langford Brook down to 
Gavray Drive. This is because an extra area of green space is essential to act as a spacer between the 
CTA and neighbouring settlements. The Environment Assessment for an application to build houses 
on the west of Langford Brook within Bicester 13, stated that the flora and fauna in the Local 
Wildlife Site on the east of the brook would be put at risk by the increased population pressure from 
this development, demonstrating that a buffer area is needed. 
 
In conclusion, this land is of immense value to the town which is due to double in size by 2031 and 
it would be fitting for this space to be designated as a Local Green Space especially as Bicester has 
now received the title of 'Garden Town'. 
 

September 10th 2020 
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Q17.Please provide further details

Q18. Is the site reasonably close to the community it

serves?

yes

Q19.Please provide further details including approximate distances

Q20.Can the site be shown to be demonstrably

special to the local community?

yes

Q21.please provide reasons as to why it is special

Q22. Is the site an extensive tract of land? yes

Q23.please provide the approximate size of the site or other reasons as to why the site is not 'extensive'

Q24. If the site/space was designated can it endure

beyond the plan period?

Yes

Q25.What are the land owner's long term plans?

Q26. Is there a management plan in place for the

site?

yes

Q27.Please provide details

Q28.Do you know who will be responsible for the on-

going maintenance of the site?

Unsure

Q29.Please provide brief details no  answered

Q30. Is there any other information that you consider would be helpful to the assessment?

The s e has been he subjec  of deve opmen  app ca ons s nce 2012. See

h ps://p ann ngreg s er.cherwe .gov.uk/P ann ng/D sp ay/20/02469/SCOP for a es  and h s ory of s e.

500 me res average. Less n some cases. Langford V age and foo pa hs wh ch are a ready connec ed o Gavray Dr ve by
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no  answered
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Q31.Do you wish to upload any further supporting

information?

Yes
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633887521/ec606efa4295146a9a87627934389c5e Proof.jpg?

1633887521
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From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Cc: Planning
Subject: FW: Local Plan consultation - Green spaces
Date: 29 November 2021 14:43:44
Attachments: 160311 Local Green Space submission.pdf

170504 Greenwood Homes Planning.pdf
Greenwood Homes Green Spaces petition.pdf
Greenwood Homes Estate.pdf

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the Council. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

Further to the email below, I wanted to thank you for accepting the submission made on behalf
of the Derwent Green Residents Group. I was sorry it was emailed so close to the deadline, and
disappointed I was not aware of the consultation until so close to its close.
 
I have reviewed the documentation again with a little more time, and I am a little surprised to
discover the list of proposed Local Green Spaces, which included the Avon Crescent plot and the
Derwent Green plot, showed them as having been submitted by  on behalf of
Bicester Town Council. We are grateful that this was done – but as you can see from the
attachments made with my last-minute submission we had made this submission in 2016. I had n
it realised that we would need to do so again.
 
Our 2016 submission included all the ornamental gardens and open areas of green space on the
Greenwood Estate and included a map – now attached to this email – to indicate their location.
 
I would be grateful of clarification as to whether our submission in 2016 is now regarded as
lapsed – and if so, can we once again submit the request for the ornamental gardens and open
green space on the Greenwood Estate to be designated as Local Green Space in view of its
omission from the Consultation Paper. I note that the form for doing this is still available on the
CDC website, and I am willing to submit this form if this is necessary for our submission from
2016 to be now taken into consideration.
 

Chair
Derwent Green Residents Group
 
 

From:  
Sent: 11 November 2021 00:03
To: 'PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-dc.gov.uk' <PlanningPolicyConsultation@cherwell-
dc.gov.uk>
Subject: Local Plan consultation - Green spaces
 
Sirs
 
I have realised the deadline is approaching with a few minutes to go.
 
The Derwent Green residents Group welcomes the inclusion of Derwent Green and 196 Avon
Crescent for consideration as local green space.



 
I want also to repeat our representations a few years ago – attached – that indicates the need
for the anomaly of public amenity space on the Greenwood estate to be solved by incorporating
it all as Green Space under the local plan.
 
In haste
 

Chair
Derwent Green Residents Group
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11 March 2016 

Planning Department 
Cherwell District Council, 
Bodicote House, 
Bodicote, 
Banbury 
Oxfordshire OX15 4AA 
 
Reference Cherwell Local Plan 2011-2031 (Part 2): Development Management Policies and Sites - Issues 
Paper part 1 of 2 Consultation – Question 45 p59 LOCAL GREEN SPACE SITE SUBMISSION 
 

Dear Sirs 

This is the formal response of the Derwent Green Residents Group, a properly constituted ‘Voluntary or 
Community Body’ comprising – currently – 41 adults living on the Greenwood Homes estate, most within 
200 metres of the piece of land we have designated Derwent Green - land to the left (NE) of 27 Derwent 
Road, faced by 23-26 Derwent Road and recently designated ON318671 by the Land Registry. 

In summary, we are proposing that 

a. Derwent Green should be designated as Local Green Space (as defined in NPPF paragraph 77) 

b. Similar open space and ornamental gardens on the Greenwood Homes estate should also be 
designated as Local Green Space 

In support of these proposals we attach two petitions signed by local residents.  

These plots of land are the ornamental gardens and green spaces established as part of the planning 
permission given for the original Greenwood Homes development, built in the early 1980s. They have 
been maintained by the Council, so far as we know, from the moment the streets were adopted by the 
Council. An email from a Landscape Officer in the Environmental Services Department dated 11 August 
2015 states “It would have been an original planning requirement that these pieces of land were laid out 
and maintained as public open space, which the council has done ever since.” 

A conversation with a Council staff member of many years’ service suggested that all these pieces of land 
were subject to a Section 52 agreement with the Council but passed into private ownership as a result of a 
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series of bankruptcies. This left them in a curiously ambiguous state, privately owned but maintained by 
the Council. This is not only ambiguous, but also leaves the plots of land subject to attempts by the private 
owners to either absorb them into their own house plots as additional (private) garden or to attempt to 
obtain planning permission for residential development – and thus destroy the long-established provision 
of green space within the development. 

a. DERWENT GREEN 

Derwent Green, sold for £4,000 in 2005 as part of a five-plot landholding, was bought as a sole plot at 
auction in 2015 for £75,000. The Derwent Green Residents Group was formed in anticipation that a 
planning application for residential development would be made. At that point the Group agreed – as 
conveyed in a letter to the Planning Department dated 9 August 2015 – that it would seek to have 
Derwent Green designated as a Village Green, Local Green Space and an asset of community value. 

A planning application (15/01295/F) was made to build three residential units on Derwent Green, which 
was eventually withdrawn after the Planning Officer recommended refusal. 

The terms in which that was done are significant in terms of this current proposal: 

The recommendation referred to NPPF – Promoting Healthy Communities Page 18 - Local Green Space 76 
and then said “I would request that the CDC Planning Officers and Members recognise the strong and valid 
objections of local residents and councillors by rejecting this application to build on a local green space.” 

The conclusion stated: “The proposal would result in the loss of a locally important green space, which 
would have a detrimental impact on the amenity of existing residents, and would reduce the community’s 
ability to meet its day-to-day needs.” 

Subsequent to the withdrawal of the planning application, the Council has designed Derwent Green as an 
Asset of Community Value – a further recognition of the case we have put forward. 

This case is backed by local residents. We sought support from people living in close proximity to Derwent 
Green and 80 people signed the following petition, either on a paper copy or via our Facebook page: 

We, the undersigned, live close to ‘Derwent Green,’ the ornamental garden/green space next to 27 
Derwent Road. This has been a much-valued open space which has in the past ten years been used by 
members of the public for recreational purposes; in fact, local people have used the land without 
secrecy, force or permission for at least 20 years for lawful sports and pastimes such as barbecues, street 
parties, teaching children to ride their bike, ball games etc. We are appalled at the possibility that three 
maisonettes might be built on this site. We strongly urge the Council to reject the application 
completely, indicate clearly that this land is not available for development and work with local residents 
to ensure it remains as it is by making it a Local Green Space and/or supporting the application that it is 
made an official village green. 

We have not pursued the Village Green application because it was clear that this consultation process was 
imminent and that its formal recognition as Local Green Space would provide a very similar level of 
protection from adverse development. 
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We believe we have already demonstrated – and had accepted by Councillors and the planning 
department – that Derwent Green is “in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves”; that it is 
“demonstrably special to a local community” and it is clearly “local in character and is not an extensive 
tract of land.” We therefore believe it should be designated formally as a Local Green Space. 

b. ALL THE OPEN SPACE AND ORNAMENTAL GARDENS ON THE GREENWOOD HOMES ESTATE 

We are well aware that this is a more challenging case to make. The plots of land vary in size; some are 
very small; some have already been lost to people’s private gardens.  

But we are convinced there is a sound case to be made in terms of the government’s guidelines – and 
more, this is the moment for the Council to boldly demonstrate that it takes Bicester’s Garden Town 
status as a serious aspiration.  

We believe this is a vital case in terms of public support for the democratic process and the Council-led 
vision for the future of Bicester. If existing green spaces cannot be protected and maintained, then the 
widespread cynicism about the garden town designation and the growth of Bicester will be fuelled in a 
very negative way. 

The comments made in the planning officer’s recommendation for refusal on the Derwent Green planning 
application are highly relevant to all the existing green spaces on the Greenwood Homes estate: 

Impact on the character of the area 

5.15 

The location of this site must be seen in the context of the planned nature of this residential estate. The 
original layout approved in the 1970s shows this site to have been part of an area of open space in an 
otherwise dense housing area. There are small pockets of green space offering some relief with the street 
scape which would otherwise be wholly dominated by buildings and the roads. Open areas of green space 
perform an essential function and should not be considered as opportunities to exploit for further 
development where they would cause harm. 

5.16 

It is considered that this green space does perform an essential function in the street scape, forms an 
essential element of the original planned estate and appears to be a pleasant area of open space. It 
contributes positively to the character of the area, and it is therefore considered that the proposal would 
cause substantial harm to this character. As such, the proposal conflicts with Local Plan Policy ESD15. 

It is our firm contention that these comments apply to all the small areas of green space and as such they 
should be grouped together and protected as Local Green Space. It might be difficult to justify this for 
some of the smaller plots. But taken together they all perform an essential function in the street scape. 

We have attempted to define these areas on a map as requested – it has proved impossible to accurately 
define them all. The Council, however, has the ability to do this very easily: it is the sum total of all the 
green space/ornamental garden plots that are maintained by the Council. 
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The Cherwell Local Plan adopted in July 2015 includes:  

“Policy BSC 10: Open Space, Outdoor Sport and Recreation Provision  

The Council will encourage partnership working to ensure that sufficient quantity and quality of, and 
convenient access to open space, sport and recreation provision is secured through the following 
measures: 

 Protecting existing sites 

The Cherwell Local Plan specifically indicates that Bicester is lacking in open space: 

“Bicester has existing deficiencies in open space, sports and recreation amenities... There is a shortfall of 
natural/semi-natural green space, children's play space… additional open space, will be required to 
provide for future development needs.” (Cherwell Local Plan C21, p133) 

“Cherwell households have the lowest access to natural green space across the whole of the South East; 
72% of households meet none of the Accessible Green Space requirements - a reflection of the low 
number of country parks and areas of common land in the District.” (Cherwell Local Plan A25, p36) 

It therefore proposes positive action to defend and increase the provision of open space: 

“We are looking to ensure sustainable development by: improving the amenity and connectivity of the 
town with a network of parkland, landscaped areas and amenity space…” (Cherwell Local Plan C28, p135) 

“Some of the existing deficiencies in open space provision will require the allocation of land through the 
Local Plan process, as follows: 11.69 ha parks and gardens…” (Cherwell Local Plan C81, p159) 

We therefore urge the Council to take this opportunity to clearly indicate that it intends to act positively 
in this respect. 

We also urge the Council to consider the political and reputational dimensions of this decision in the light 
of these following statements:  

“This is a plan which demonstrates a respect for the past and which seeks to preserve and enhance what 
makes Cherwell District special…” (Cherwell Local Plan, Councillor Barry Wood, p1) 

“There is a social and economic need to improve Bicester's self-sufficiency and its image as a place to live 
and work.” (Cherwell Local Plan C20, p132) 

“Cherwell's countryside, landscape and green spaces are important natural resources. They form the 
setting of our towns and villages, contribute to their identity and the well-being of Cherwell's 
communities, and provide recreation opportunities.” (Cherwell Local Plan B87, p59) 

We organised a second petition in support of this wider proposal. 117 people signed the following 
wording, either on a paper copy or via our Facebook page: 
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We, the undersigned, residents of the ‘Greenwood Homes’ estate, greatly value the ornamental gardens 
and green spaces that are a key feature of this area. We are dismayed at the possibility that these may 
be reduced and lost as a result of planning permission being granted for housing  that is not needed with 
plans for an additional 13,000 homes in Bicester already approved and would make a total mockery of 
Bicester’s designation as a garden town. We therefore urge the Council to resolutely refuse all such 
planning applications and ensure that these local green spaces are formally designated as such as part 
of the Cherwell Local Plan Part 2 so that they are safe from development in the future. 

 

We are all aware of the Council’s enthusiasm for Bicester’s designation as a garden town; if it is unable 
to protect the ornamental gardens that have been an integral part of this development for 30 years, 
then there is a real danger that its reputation will be in tatters and the garden town a completely hollow 
and meaningless aspiration. On the other hand, if it takes the bold step of designating existing green 
space as Local Green Space it will immediately signal that the garden town vision is being taken 
seriously. 

Yours faithfully 

 

 
Chair 
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SSaavvee  OOuurr  LLooccaall  GGrreeeenn  SSppaacceess  PPeettiittiioonn  
We, the undersigned, residents of the ‘Greenwood Homes’ estate, greatly value the ornamental gardens and green spaces that 
are a key feature of this area. We are dismayed at the possibility that these may be reduced and lost as a result of planning 
permission being granted for housing  that is not needed with plans for an additional 13,000 homes in Bicester already 
approved and would make a total mockery of Bicester’s designation as a garden town. We therefore urge the Council to 
resolutely refuse all such planning applications and ensure that these local green spaces are formally designated as such as 
part of the Cherwell Local Plan Part 2 so that they are safe from development in the future. 

Signature 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 



       

 

Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
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Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
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Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
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Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
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Signed via Facebook page 
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Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
Signed via Facebook page 
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From:
To: PlanningPolicyConsultation
Subject: Local Plan consultation - Green spaces
Date: 11 November 2021 00:03:09
Attachments: 160311 Local Green Space submission.pdf

170504 Greenwood Homes Planning.pdf
Greenwood Homes Green Spaces petition.pdf

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the Council. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

Sirs
 
I have realised the deadline is approaching with a few minutes to go.
 
The Derwent Green residents Group welcomes the inclusion of Derwent Green and 196 Avon
Crescent for consideration as local green space.
 
I want also to repeat our representations a few years ago – attached – that indicates the need
for the anomaly of public amenity space on the Greenwood estate to be solved by incorporating
it all as Green Space under the local plan.
 
In haste
 

Chair
Derwent Green Residents Group
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11 March 2016 

Planning Department 
Cherwell District Council, 
Bodicote House, 
Bodicote, 
Banbury 
Oxfordshire OX15 4AA 
 
Reference Cherwell Local Plan 2011-2031 (Part 2): Development Management Policies and Sites - Issues
Paper part 1 of 2 Consultation – Question 45 p59 LOCAL GREEN SPACE SITE SUBMISSION 
 

Dear Sirs 

This is the formal response of the Derwent Green Residents Group, a properly constituted ‘Voluntary or 
Community Body’ comprising – currently – 41 adults living on the Greenwood Homes estate, most within 
200 metres of the piece of land we have designated Derwent Green - land to the left (NE) of 27 Derwent 
Road, faced by 23-26 Derwent Road and recently designated ON318671 by the Land Registry. 

In summary, we are proposing that 

a. Derwent Green should be designated as Local Green Space (as defined in NPPF paragraph 77) 

b. Similar open space and ornamental gardens on the Greenwood Homes estate should also be 
designated as Local Green Space 

In support of these proposals we attach two petitions signed by local residents.  

These plots of land are the ornamental gardens and green spaces established as part of the planning 
permission given for the original Greenwood Homes development, built in the early 1980s. They have 
been maintained by the Council, so far as we know, from the moment the streets were adopted by the 
Council. An email from a Landscape Officer in the Environmental Services Department dated 11 August 
2015 states “It would have been an original planning requirement that these pieces of land were laid out 
and maintained as public open space, which the council has done ever since.” 

A conversation with a Council staff member of many years’ service suggested that all these pieces of land 
were subject to a Section 52 agreement with the Council but passed into private ownership as a result of a 
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series of bankruptcies. This left them in a curiously ambiguous state, privately owned but maintained by 
the Council. This is not only ambiguous, but also leaves the plots of land subject to attempts by the private 
owners to either absorb them into their own house plots as additional (private) garden or to attempt to 
obtain planning permission for residential development – and thus destroy the long-established provision 
of green space within the development. 

a. DERWENT GREEN 

Derwent Green, sold for £4,000 in 2005 as part of a five-plot landholding, was bought as a sole plot at 
auction in 2015 for £75,000. The Derwent Green Residents Group was formed in anticipation that a 
planning application for residential development would be made. At that point the Group agreed – as 
conveyed in a letter to the Planning Department dated 9 August 2015 – that it would seek to have 
Derwent Green designated as a Village Green, Local Green Space and an asset of community value. 

A planning application (15/01295/F) was made to build three residential units on Derwent Green, which 
was eventually withdrawn after the Planning Officer recommended refusal. 

The terms in which that was done are significant in terms of this current proposal: 

The recommendation referred to NPPF – Promoting Healthy Communities Page 18 - Local Green Space 76 
and then said “I would request that the CDC Planning Officers and Members recognise the strong and valid 
objections of local residents and councillors by rejecting this application to build on a local green space.” 

The conclusion stated: “The proposal would result in the loss of a locally important green space, which 
would have a detrimental impact on the amenity of existing residents, and would reduce the community’s 
ability to meet its day-to-day needs.” 

Subsequent to the withdrawal of the planning application, the Council has designed Derwent Green as an 
Asset of Community Value – a further recognition of the case we have put forward. 

This case is backed by local residents. We sought support from people living in close proximity to Derwent 
Green and 80 people signed the following petition, either on a paper copy or via our Facebook page: 

We, the undersigned, live close to ‘Derwent Green,’ the ornamental garden/green space next to 27 
Derwent Road. This has been a much-valued open space which has in the past ten years been used by 
members of the public for recreational purposes; in fact, local people have used the land without 
secrecy, force or permission for at least 20 years for lawful sports and pastimes such as barbecues, street 
parties, teaching children to ride their bike, ball games etc. We are appalled at the possibility that three 
maisonettes might be built on this site. We strongly urge the Council to reject the application 
completely, indicate clearly that this land is not available for development and work with local residents 
to ensure it remains as it is by making it a Local Green Space and/or supporting the application that it is 
made an official village green. 

We have not pursued the Village Green application because it was clear that this consultation process was 
imminent and that its formal recognition as Local Green Space would provide a very similar level of 
protection from adverse development. 



 

      
             

 

                
                    

                  
             

      

   

                    
                

                
                   

                

               
         

               

                
                  

                 

                 
                
      

                
               

                  
                  

               
                   
                

                  
                  

                
                

                     
     

                 
                 
    

Derwent Green Residents Group, formed 2015.

We believe we have already demonstrated – and had accepted by Councillors and the planning
department – that Derwent Green is “in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves”; that it is 
“demonstrably special to a local community” and it is clearly “local in character and is not an extensive 
tract of land.” We therefore believe it should be designated formally as a Local Green Space.

b. ALL THE OPEN SPACE AND ORNAMENTAL GARDENS ON THE GREENWOOD HOMES ESTATE

We are well aware that this is a more challenging case to make. The plots of land vary in size; some are
very small; some have already been lost to people’s private gardens.

But we are convinced there is a sound case to be made in terms of the government’s guidelines – and
more, this is the moment for the Council to boldly demonstrate that it takes Bicester’s Garden Town
status as a serious aspiration.

We believe this is a vital case in terms of public support for the democratic process and the Council-led
vision for the future of Bicester. If existing green spaces cannot be protected and maintained, then the
widespread cynicism about the garden town designation and the growth of Bicester will be fuelled in a
very negative way.

The comments made in the planning officer’s recommendation for refusal on the Derwent Green planning
application are highly relevant to all the existing green spaces on the Greenwood Homes estate:

Impact on the character of the area 

5.15 

The location of this site must be seen in the context of the planned nature of this residential estate. The 
original layout approved in the 1970s shows this site to have been part of an area of open space in an 
otherwise dense housing area. There are small pockets of green space offering some relief with the street 
scape which would otherwise be wholly dominated by buildings and the roads. Open areas of green space 
perform an essential function and should not be considered as opportunities to exploit for further 
development where they would cause harm. 

5.16 

It is considered that this green space does perform an essential function in the street scape, forms an 
essential element of the original planned estate and appears to be a pleasant area of open space. It 
contributes positively to the character of the area, and it is therefore considered that the proposal would 
cause substantial harm to this character. As such, the proposal conflicts with Local Plan Policy ESD15. 

It is our firm contention that these comments apply to all the small areas of green space and as such they
should be grouped together and protected as Local Green Space. It might be difficult to justify this for
some of the smaller plots. But taken together they all perform an essential function in the street scape.

We have attempted to define these areas on a map as requested – it has proved impossible to accurately
define them all. The Council, however, has the ability to do this very easily: it is the sum total of all the
green space/ornamental garden plots that are maintained by the Council.
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The Cherwell Local Plan adopted in July 2015 includes:  

“Policy BSC 10: Open Space, Outdoor Sport and Recreation Provision  

The Council will encourage partnership working to ensure that sufficient quantity and quality of, and 
convenient access to open space, sport and recreation provision is secured through the following 
measures: 

 Protecting existing sites 

The Cherwell Local Plan specifically indicates that Bicester is lacking in open space: 

“Bicester has existing deficiencies in open space, sports and recreation amenities... There is a shortfall of 
natural/semi-natural green space, children's play space… additional open space, will be required to 
provide for future development needs.” (Cherwell Local Plan C21, p133) 

“Cherwell households have the lowest access to natural green space across the whole of the South East; 
72% of households meet none of the Accessible Green Space requirements - a reflection of the low 
number of country parks and areas of common land in the District.” (Cherwell Local Plan A25, p36) 

It therefore proposes positive action to defend and increase the provision of open space: 

“We are looking to ensure sustainable development by: improving the amenity and connectivity of the 
town with a network of parkland, landscaped areas and amenity space…” (Cherwell Local Plan C28, p135) 

“Some of the existing deficiencies in open space provision will require the allocation of land through the 
Local Plan process, as follows: 11.69 ha parks and gardens…” (Cherwell Local Plan C81, p159) 

We therefore urge the Council to take this opportunity to clearly indicate that it intends to act positively 
in this respect. 

We also urge the Council to consider the political and reputational dimensions of this decision in the light 
of these following statements:  

“This is a plan which demonstrates a respect for the past and which seeks to preserve and enhance what 
makes Cherwell District special…” (Cherwell Local Plan, Councillor Barry Wood, p1) 

“There is a social and economic need to improve Bicester's self-sufficiency and its image as a place to live 
and work.” (Cherwell Local Plan C20, p132) 

“Cherwell's countryside, landscape and green spaces are important natural resources. They form the 
setting of our towns and villages, contribute to their identity and the well-being of Cherwell's 
communities, and provide recreation opportunities.” (Cherwell Local Plan B87, p59) 

We organised a second petition in support of this wider proposal. 117 people signed the following 
wording, either on a paper copy or via our Facebook page: 
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We, the undersigned, residents of the ‘Greenwood Homes’ estate, greatly value the ornamental gardens 
and green spaces that are a key feature of this area. We are dismayed at the possibility that these may 
be reduced and lost as a result of planning permission being granted for housing  that is not needed with 
plans for an additional 13,000 homes in Bicester already approved and would make a total mockery of 
Bicester’s designation as a garden town. We therefore urge the Council to resolutely refuse all such 
planning applications and ensure that these local green spaces are formally designated as such as part 
of the Cherwell Local Plan Part 2 so that they are safe from development in the future. 

 

We are all aware of the Council’s enthusiasm for Bicester’s designation as a garden town; if it is unable 
to protect the ornamental gardens that have been an integral part of this development for 30 years, 
then there is a real danger that its reputation will be in tatters and the garden town a completely hollow 
and meaningless aspiration. On the other hand, if it takes the bold step of designating existing green 
space as Local Green Space it will immediately signal that the garden town vision is being taken 
seriously. 

Yours faithfully 

 

Stephen Rand 
Chair 
 





      
             

        

      

                
                   

                 
     

                  
          

  
     

Derwent Green Residents Group, formed 2015. 
       

 

SSaavvee  OOuurr  LLooccaall  GGrreeeenn  SSppaacceess  PPeettiittiioonn  
We, the undersigned, residents of the ‘Greenwood Homes’ estate, greatly value the ornamental gardens and green spaces that 
are a key feature of this area. We are dismayed at the possibility that these may be reduced and lost as a result of planning 
permission being granted for housing  that is not needed with plans for an additional 13,000 homes in Bicester already 
approved and would make a total mockery of Bicester’s designation as a garden town. We therefore urge the Council to 
resolutely refuse all such planning applications and ensure that these local green spaces are formally designated as such as 
part of the Cherwell Local Plan Part 2 so that they are safe from development in the future. 
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SAVE GAVRAY MEADOWS - GAVRAY MEADOWS





Q 8 Do you wish to make additional comments in

support of your answer to Option 3?

Yes

Q 9 Option 3 Supporting Comments

Q20 Option 4: Employment Land When identifying

sites for employment land, what should be our

priority to balance protecting communities and

meeting the needs of our business? 

Provide mixed use sites to include general industry  distribution (B2

and B8 uses)  light industry and other potentially compatible uses

such as retail and leisure (E use classes)

Q2 Do you wish to make additional comments in

support of your answer to Option 4?

No

Q22 Option 4: Identifying sites for Employment Land (supplementary information)

Q23 Supporting Employment: Are there any other employment policies we should include in the plan?

Q24 Do you wish to upload any supporting evidence

in relation to Section 5.2 Supporting Economic

Development Across Cherwell?

No

Q25 Employment: Supporting Evidence not answered

Q26 Do you wish to comment on Section 5.3 Town

Centres and Retail?

Yes

Q27 Option 5: Town Centres and RetailTo support

our town centres, should we

Provide more flexibility within our town centres for different uses

including residential development but protect key shopping areas

by restricting use to retail  restaurants and cafes

Other (please specify)

More artisanal shops  eg  bakeries  cookies etc High quality home

baked  Wood carving  furniture for outdoors etc Art shops  materials

and sales of pottery  and paintings

Q28 Do you wish to make additional comments in

support of your answer to Option 5?

No

Q29 Option 5 Supporting Comments

Q30 Are there other policies that should be

considered in relation to retail to support our

town centres?

Yes

Q3 Suggestions for other policies that should be considered in relation to retail to support our town centres

Q32 Are there any local town centre and retail related

policies that we should consider?

No

Q33 Suggestion for local town centre and retail related policies 

Keep off beautiful countryside and historic places

not answered

More training for out of doors employment  NVQs will make a career progression and more pay possible  Conditions and

pay for staff working out doors make it a very unattractive career

not answered

Parking (unfortunately) but probably not get much footfall without some car parking

not answered



Q34 Do you wish to upload any supporting evidence

in relation to Section 5.3 Town Centres and

Retail?

No

Q35 Town Centres and Retail: Supporting Evidence not answered

Q36 Do you wish to comment on Section 5.4

Providing Suitable and Sustainable Homes

Yes

Q37 Option 6 Rates of Affordable HousingShould we ncrease the percentage requirement of affordable housing required

on housing developments of 0 or more units?

Q38 Do you wish to provide supporting information

in response to Option 6?

Yes

Q39 Rates of Affordable Housing  Supplementary Information

Q40 Option 7 Affordable Housing TenureShould we Keep the same affordable housing tenure mix as set out in the 20 5

Local Plan with 70% Affordable and Social Rent and 30% Social

Rent?

Q4 Do you wish to provide supporting information

in response to Option 7?

No

Q42 Option 7 Affordable Housing Tenure: Supplementary Information

Q43 Option 8 Housing Internal Space

StandardsShould we:

ntroduce a policy which requires all new dwellings to meet the

nationally described space standard and if so  should this be a

minimum requirement?

Q44 Do you wish to provide supporting information

in response to Option 8?

Yes

Q45 Option 8 Housing Internal Space Standards: Supplementary Information

Q46 Separation Distances  Should we introduce a

policy requiring minimum separation distances

between residential properties? 

No

Q47 Option 9 Housing AccessibilityShould we: ntroduce accessibility standards for a proportion of new homes?

Q48 Do you have further comment on Option 9

Housing Accessibility

Yes

Q49 Option 9 Housing Accessibility Supplementary Information

Q50 Housing Policies: Are there any other housing policies we should include in the Plan? For example, is there a need

to support alternative methods of construction (e.g. modular homes)?

Affordable housing required in villages especially  At the moment new houses in desirable places are very expensive

However the new houses must be in keeping with the older houses and should be reserved for local people

not answered

May be by now a study (separate small room) should be provided specificall y for studying/working from home as standard

t is difficult to legislate for a minimum number of bedrooms because family size varies  Kitchen is very important if families

are to eat properly

Many people seem to be disabled these days and in wheel chairs  They have to be provided for

Modular homes seem to have worked well for Graven Hill  Should be adopted more widely  Use less concrete and therefore

less CO2



Q5 Separation Distances  Please provide any additional comments in support of your answer

Q52 Travelling Communities: We would be interested to hear if there are any specific locations within the district that

would be suitable to meet the needs of Travelling Communities and the reasons why these areas are considered

suitable. How can we best ensure that the Travelling Communities have sustainable access to services and

facilities?

Q53 Do you wish to upload any supporting evidence

in relation to Section 5.4 Suitable and

Sustainable housing?

No

Q54 Supporting information section 5.4 Suitable and

Sustainable housing

not answered

Q55 Do you wish to answer questions relating to

section 5.2 Mitigating and Adapting to Climate

Change

Yes

Q56 Option 10 Sustainable ConstructionShould we Set sustainable design and construction standards for residential

and non residential development in Cherwell above those required

by Central Government?

Q57 Do you wish to provide comments in relation to

Option 10 Sustainable Construction?

Yes

Q58 Option 10 Sustainable Construction  Supplementary Information

Q59 Retrofitting of Historic BuildingsHow should we address the challenges of retrofitting existing building stock

balancing this against the need to protect historic buildings? 

Q60 Option 11 Renewable EnergyShould we Use a criteria based policy to assess the appropriateness of

proposals for renewable energy generation?

Q6 Do you wish to provide comments in support of

your answer to Option 11?

Yes

Q62 Option 11 Renewable Energy: Supplementary Information

Q63 Policies for climate change, sustainable construction and renewable energy  Are there any other policies that you

think are required to help support the approach to managing climate change?

Q64 Would you like to upload supporting

information in relation to Section 5.5 Mitigating

and Adapting to Climate Change?

No

People should have gardens  However  if every house is separated at the sides there will far too much land taken up

There seems to be real prejudice against travelling communities which is very unpleasant to hear  They are probably

happiest away from houses due to unwarranted abuse from us  Minibus runs to primary school and health centres?

Area is already above average in building new houses and roads  What of shortage in concrete and other building

materials? Houses like the ones in Graven Hill are more sustainable (in both construction and insulation)

Historic buildings are a special category  They can be insulated from the inside  so as not to spoil appearances

The need for energy should not lead to solar farms all over the country  They are themselves eye sores  take up land  Also

made in China and will eventually present terrible disposal problems

D sposal of all building rubbish which will not cause degardation or pollution of the environment  either in this country or

other poorer countries



Q65 Supporting Information  Mitigating and Adapting

to Climate Change

not answered

Q66 Are there any local Green Belt matters we need to consider?

Q67 Do you wish to respond to section 5.7 The

Natural Environment?

Yes

Q68 Option 12 Biodiversity Net GainWhere

biodiversity net gain or compensatory measures

cannot be achieved on site, should we:

Prioritise within Conservation Target Areas/those parts of the

Nature Recovery Network where habitat creation and restoration is

to be focused

Q69 Do you wish to provide additional comments to

support your answer to Option 12 Biodiversity

Net Gain

yes

Q70 Option 12 Biodiversity Net Gain Supplementary Information

Q7 Option 13 Natural CapitalShould we: nclude a policy in the Plan requiring major development proposals

to: a) be supported by a natural capital assessment to demonstrate

the impact of the proposals and b) demonstrate environmental net

gain

Q72 Do you wish to make further comments in

respect of Option 13?

No

Q73 Option 13 Natural Capital Supplementary Information

Q74 Biodiversity and the Natural EnvironmentDo you have any views on policies for inclusion in the review of the Plan

on biodiversity and the natural environment

Q75 Do you wish to provide any supporting evidence

in respect of section 5.7 The Natural

Environment and Biodiversity?

No

Q76 Sustainability and the Natural Environment not answered

Q77 Do you wish to respond to section 5.8

Community Facilities, Sport and Recreation?

not answered

Q78 Option 14 Children's PlayShould we ntegrate play facilities throughout towns and developments

identifying minimum standards and setting expectations through

design and other place making policies e g  inclusion of pocket

parks  play streets and informal play within open space areas

Q79 Do you wish to provide comments to support

your answer to Option 14 Children's play?

No

Since 975 there has been continued encroachment on the Green Belt  t continues little by little NOW  The latest plans for

round Kidlington are not small scale  Where once people stepped outside their houses to walk in the countryside  they now

have to get in their cars

f creatures like great crested newts are transported to a new site  it must be made as safe and favourable to their survival

as is possible  Dumping them in a piece of land near by will NOT do  Their release must be optimised for the animal's (or

plants) survival  New habitats could be created or enlarged at the release site

not answered

Light pollution and its effects on Circadian Rhythm: The new LED street lights may have hither to unknown effects on wildlife

right down to insects and plants  The light/dark cycle of the 24 hour day affects all life  including humans  in a fundamental

way  We ignore it at our peril



Q80 Option 14 Children's Play Supplementary Information

Q8 Option 15 Outdoor Sports provisionShould we Use financial contributions from developers in lieu of on site

provision on strategic sites to enhance existing facilities  to enable

increased use

Q82 Do you wish to provide comments to support

your answer to Option 15 Outdoor Sports

Provision

No

Q83 Option 15 Outdoor Sports provision Supplementary Information

Q84 Do you wish to upload any supporting

information in respect of Section 5.8 Community

Facilities, Sport and Recreation?

No

Q85 Open Space, Sport and Recreation:

Supplementary Information

not answered

Q86 Do you wish to comment on submitted sites or

make a proposal for a Local Green Space?

not answered

Q87 Section 5.9 Local Green SpacesDo you have any

comments on the sites submitted for Local

Green Space Designation so far? 

Yes

Q88 Do you have sites that you consider meet the

criteria for Local Green Space Designation?

Yes

Q89 Proposed Local Green Space

Q90 Proposed Local Green Space (upload) https://s3 eu west amazonaws com/ehq production

europe/635adbad95abbe 00b5e2b9f079693959d2443 8/original/

634565620/9f7d7368248c60ca0 66079 c53c55de SPBroadwaybo

undary jpg? 634565620

Q9 Protecting the EnvironmentAre there any specific policies for heritage and protecting the historic environment that

we should include in the Local Plan Review?

Q92 Do you wish to respond to section 5.11

Placemaking and Good Design?

Yes

not answered

not answered

Major part of Gavray Meadows Local Wildlife Site LWS 520  See

https://www tverc org/cms/sites/tverc/files/documents/List%20of%20Local%20Wildlife%20Sites%20in%20Cherwell%2020 8 pdf

(Last checked by TVERC in 20 4) t is an exemplary example of floodplain lowland meadow habitat which is being rapidly

lost  97% since 935: https://www wildlifetrusts org/habitats/grassland/lowland meadow and pasture This rate of loss is

UNsustainable  Gavray Meadows typifies Oxfordshire landscape and can be recognised on old maps back to 88  by the

hedgerows still present

Agricultural landscape  Victorian farms shaped the landscape in Oxfordshire  They were major employers of labour and

important members of the community  Farmland birds and mammals are now decreasing rapidly in numbers because there

are no farms left   have a 974 map of Bicester and of 7 farms  all have gone  There should be some attempt of saving a

record of the farming community  Flora Thompson's book "Lark Rise to Candleford" is a very good record of an Oxfordshire

farming community



Q93 Achieving Good Design and BeautyHow can the local plan best support improvements in design and target local

design codes/ guidance to that follow?

Q94 20 Minute Neighbourhoods Do you agree that 20 minute neighbourhoods offer a helpful set of principles for

ensuring places are well designed and sustainable? Are there features that would work in suburban or the rural

areas?

Q95 Do you wish to upload any supporting evidence

in relation to placemaking or good design?

No

Q96 Placemaking and good design supporting

information

not answered

Q97 Do you wish to comment on Section 5.12

Connectivity and Transport?

Yes

Q98 Do you agree with the proposed transport and

connectivity approach to support the Local Plan

Review?

Yes

Q99 Please provide information to support your answer

Q 00Should the approach be different for the rural

areas, for example focusing on low carbon

technology rather than a reduction in the need

to travel?

yes

Q 0 Please provide information to support your answer relating to rural areas

Q 02What measures would help you drive less or use alternative transport modes with lower emissions?

Q 03Option 16 Digital InfrastructureShould we Provide a policy with the requirements expected from new

development to provide digital connections and be designed to

accommodate future digital infrastructure needs (future proofing)

Q 04Do you wish to provide comments to support

your answer to Option 16 Digital Infrastructure

No

Q 05Option 16 Digital Infrastructure supplementary information

Q 06Transport policiesDo you agree with the range of policies and documents that we have identified? Are there any

other transport related policies that we should consider through the Local Plan Review?

Pleasing design is in the eye of the beholder  but certainly new building should fit in with the landscape and not over whelm

it like many warehouses etc do now

The plan would certainly enable people to walk and exercise more in their daily lives  rather than get in a car to visit a gym

or shops etc  Working people are very busy  A walk to the shops (as in the 950s) benefits health

More freight movement by train to take HGVs off our roads

Rural economy is where our food is grown/reared  t must be supported adequately  The people working in a rural economy

are quite different fom incomers looking for a nice house with a nice view  Remember that animals have to be transported in

good conditions  vets need to visit  crops harvested  seed transported  Special arrangements must be made for the rural

regions or we will have food shortages etc

Food shops closer  Small hubs for services  20 min environment

not answered

Motor vehicle charging stations  Most people living in old er houses ( ncluding those only 25 years old) have no where to

charge a car  This prevents them from investing in an electic car



Q 07Do you wish to upload any information to

support your response to section 5.12

Connectivity and Transport

No

Q 08File Upload Connectivity and Transport not answered

Q 09Do you wish to comment on Section 5.13

Infrastructure and Infrastructure funding?

Yes

Q 0Option 17 Infrastructure Delivery (method for

identifying infrastructure priorities)Should we

Update the methodology to consider social and environmental

benefits of schemes and the contributions they make to climate

action  healthy place shaping  and a sustainable economy?

Q Option 17 Infrastructure Delivery (Infrastructure

Delivery Plan)Should we

Look at areas by catchment and how accessible they are

Q 2Do you wish to make comments in relation to

Option 17 Infrastructure Delivery?

No

Q 3Option 17 Infrastructure Delivery  Supplementary Information

Q 4Delivering Infrastructure: Are there other infrastructure policies that we should include

Q 5Do you wish to upload any supporting

information in relation to Section 5.13

Sustainable Infrastructure and Infrastructure

funding

not answered

Q 6File upload Sustainable Infrastructure and

Infrastructure funding

not answered

Q 7Do you wish to comment on Cherwell's Places? Yes

Q 8Do you wish to comment on Section 6.2

Banbury?

No

Q 9Option 18 Housing and Employment Growth at

BanburyIf Banbury is identified as a location of

growth, should we:

not answered

Q 20Option 19: Directions of DevelopmentIf

additional development is directed to Banbury

requiring green field sites should we consider

sites:

not answered

Q 2 Do you wish to comment on specific sites or

make suggestions for new sites that may be

suitable for development?

not answered

Q 22Please add your comments on sites below:(you can view the sites via here which will open in a new window)

Q 23New Site SuggestionPlease use the box below to provide brief details of the site. You can upload a Call for Sites

form or map in the next question. 

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered



Q 24new site submission  upload not answered

Q 25Important views of BanburyShould we retain

and update the policy that protects views of St

Mary's Church?

not answered

Q 26Please give reasons for protecting views of St Mary's Church. In addition, are there any other specific buildings or

locally important views that should be protected? (please list)

Q 27Option 20 Banbury Town Centre  Article 4

DirectionsTo help support the vitality of

Banbury's main shopping area, should we

not answered

Q 28Do you have anything else to add in respect of

supporting the vitality of Banbury Town Centre?

not answered

Q 29Supporting Banbury Town Centre  Article 4 DirectionsSupplementary Information

Q 30Option 21: Banbury CanalsideShould we not answered

Q 3 Option 21 Banbury CanalsideDo you have any

further comments to make on Banbury

Canalside?

not answered

Q 32Banbury Canalside: supplementary information

Q 33Banbury's open spacesHow do you think Banbury's network of green spaces, sport and play facilities could be

protected and enhanced?

Q 34Addressing Inequality in BanburyAre there other policies we could include to help address inequalities in

Banbury?

Q 35Reducing car dependency in BanburyWhat would help you make fewer trips by car in Banbury?

Q 36Would you like to upload any information to

support your response to Section 6.1 Banbury?

not answered

Q 37File Upload Section 6.1 Banbury not answered

Q 38Do you wish to comment on Section 6.3

Bicester?

Yes

Q 39Option 22 Housing and Employment Growth at

BicesterIf Bicester is identified as a location of

growth, should we

limit development at Bicester to protect its landscape setting and

maintain separation between the town and surrounding villages

Q 40Do you have anything further to add to your

response to Option 22 Housing and

Employment at Bicester?

Yes

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered



Q 4 Option 22 Housing and Employment Growth at Bicester additional information

Q 42Option 23 Directions of Development BicesterIf

additional development is directed to Bicester

requiring green field sites should we consider

sites:

A combination of the above

Q 43Do you have anything further to add to your

response to Option 23 Directions of Growth at

Bicester?

No

Q 44Option 23 Directions of Growth Bicester

Q 45Do you wish to comment on specific sites or

make suggestions for new sites that may be

suitable for development?

No   do not wish to comment

Q 46Please add your comments on sites below. You can view the sites here (opens in new window)

Q 47Site SuggestionPlease use the box below  to provide brief details. You can upload a map/call for sites form in the

next question

Q 48New site submission  upload not answered

Q 49Option 24 Bicester Town Centre Article 4

DirectionsShould we

Consider the use of an Article 4 Direction to prevent the conversion

of shops and restaurants to residential without the need for planning

permission

Q 50Do you wish to make any further comments in

relation to Option 24 Bicester Town Centre

Article 4 Directions

Yes

Q 5 Option 24 Bicester Town Centre Article 4 Directions

Q 52Option 25 Bicester Community and Cultural

FacilitiesShould we

dentify a specific site(s) to enable the development of cultural

facilities for Bicester

Q 53Bicester's open spacesHow do you think Bicester's network of green spaces, sport and play facilities could be

protected and enhanced?

Q 54Bicester's Heritage and Historic BuildingsAre there any specific buildings, areas or historic assets that should be

specifically protected through the Local Plan? 

Bicester is a town split in two physically by the East West railway development and rail connections to London/Birmingham

This pertubates the natural growth of Bicester and makes more growth undesirable

not answered

not answered

not answered

The weekly market is a great attraction  People buy fruit and veg there and sit outdoors in the cafes  making a Continental

atmosphere  This increases the vibrancy

Very important that they should be maintained in a healthy state  NVQs for ground staff to make them more knowledgible on

the environment  habitats etc

Church Street  Some of the cottages past St Edburg's Church are ready to fall down  The priory ruins should be better

displayed (sign posted and labelled)  How about trying to attract Bicester Village shoppers into the oldest parts of Bicester?

A lot more could be done for the Historic Environment



Q 55Do you have an vies on the submitted proposals

for Local Green Space Designation in Bicester?

(All sites will open in a new tab)Langford

Community OrchardAvon CrescentGavay

MeadowsDerwent GreenOxford Road

Yes

Q 56Bicester Local Green Spaces: Supplementary Information

Q 57Reducing Car Dependency in BicesterWhat would help you make fewer trips by car in Bicester?

Q 58Do you wish to add any further comments to

your response to Option 25 Bicester Community

and Cultural Facilities

Yes

Q 59Option 25 Bicester Community & Cultural Facilities additional information

Q 60Bicester Community and Cultural FacilitiesAdditional Information

Q 6 Would you like to upload any additional

information to support your response to Section

6.3 Bicester?

No

Q 62Section 6.3 Bicester Upload not answered

Q 63Do you wish to respond to Section 6.4

Kidlington and the Surrounding Villages?

No

Q 64Kidlington Infill HousingDo you think we need a

policy to control the redevelopment or larger

dwellings or plots to apartments?

not answered

Q 65Kidlington Infill HousingWhy do you think such a policy is not required?

Q 66Kidlington Infill Housing: What might be the key criteria in such a policy to understand if the proposal is

acceptable?

Q 67Do you have anything further to add on the

topic of Infill Housing in Kidlington?

not answered

Q 68Kidlington Infill Housing additional information

Q 69Option 26: Kidlington EmploymentShould we not answered

Q 70Do you have further comments on Option 26

Kidlington Employment Land

not answered

The submitted proposal  LPR A 25  for Gavray Meadows is out of date  The stakeholders have agreed in principal to

LandQ Estates proposal that a narrow strip of land with houses can be allowed along Gavray Drive at its east end  in order to

progress the conservation of the LWS 52W0   have re submitted the application (dated 7/ 0/202 ) with a new outline for

the area  Please communicate with the LandQ Solicitor about this adjusted submission

More frequent small buses running between housing estates and food shops

Better  cleaner facilities required  More attractive with a coffee bar and art displayed on the walls etc

Bicester has been called a cultural desert (not by me)  More evening classes  English for foreigners  Eat "less meat"

Cookery classes etc

not answered

not answered

not answered



Q 7 Kidlington Employment: Supplementary Information

Q 72Option 27: Kidlington CentreShould we not answered

Q 73Do you have further comments on Option 27

Kidlington Centre?

not answered

Q 74Option 27 Kidlington Centre Additional Information

Q 75Reducing car dependency in Kidlington and the surrounding villagesAre there any specific areas or routes that we

should prioritise to promote sustainable travel? What might make you make fewer trips by car? 

Q 76Option 27: Kidlington Green SpaceShould we not answered

Q 77Do you have further comments on Kidlington

Green Spaces?

not answered

Q 78Kidlington Green Spaces: Supplementary Information

Q 79Kidlington Sports, Recreation and Community

NeedsDo you have any information that could

help us Plan for the future sport, recreation and

community needs of the area?

not answered

Q 80Kidlington Sports, Recreation and Community Needs: Supplementary InformationDo you have any information that

could help us Plan for the future sport, recreation and community needs of the area?

Q 8 Kidlington Sports, Recreation and Community

Needs:Would you like to upload any supporting

evidence?

not answered

Q 82Kidlington Sports, Recreation and Community

Needs (Upload)

not answered

Q 83Do you wish to upload any supplementary

information to support your response to Section

6.4 Kidlington and the Surrounding Villages?

not answered

Q 84Kidlington and Surrounding Villages  File

Upload

not answered

Q 85Do you wish to respond to section 6.5 Heyford

Park?

No

Q 86Option 29 Heyford ParkShould we: not answered

Q 87Heyford Park  Do you have any additional

comments on Option 29? For example, are some

areas/directions for growth are more appropriate

than others?

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered



Q 88Option 29 Heyford Park  Supplementary Information

Q 89Do you wish to upload evidence to support your

answer?

not answered

Q 90Heyford Park  File Upload not answered

Q 9 Do you wish to respond to Section 6.6 The Rural

Areas?

Yes

Q 92Option 30 Housing in the Rural AreasIf

additional development is required should we

Limit development in the rural areas to that required to meet local

needs

Q 93Do you wish to add comments to your answer to

Option 30 Housing in the Rural Areas?

No

Q 94Housing in the Rural Areas: Supplementary Information

Q 95Option 31: Meeting Rural Housing Development

NeedsShould we

Use a combination of the above

Q 96Do you wish to add comments to your answer to

Option 31 Meeting Rural Housing Development

Needs?

No

Q 97Option 31 Meeting Rural Housing Development Needs  Supplementary Information

Q 98Option 32: Developing a Rural Settlement

HierachyIn developing a rural settlement

hierarchy should we give more weight to the

availability of certain services and facilities?

Yes

Q 99If Yes, which do you think are the most

important? (please tick all that apply)

Primary School

Village Hall

Local Shop

Pharmacy

Regular Bus services

Q200Are there further services that important to developing a hierarchy?

Q20 Option 32: Developing a Rural Settlement

HierarchyIn developing a rural settlement

hierarchy should we give more weight to the

accessibility of the settlement to our urban

centres by public transport, walking and

cycling?

Yes  Both

Q202Option 32 Developing a Rural Settlement

HierarchyDo you have any further comments?

Yes

Q203Option 32 Developing a Rural Settlement Hierarchy additional information

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

Old people cannot be expected to walk/cycle long distances  especially in winter



Q204Settlement BoundariesDo you think we should define settlement boundaries, beyond which development would not

normally be permitted? (please give reasons for your answer)

Q205Option 33 The Rural EconomyIn support of the

rural economy, including agriculture and

tourism, should we

Apply criteria based policies to assess development proposals

Q206Do you have further comments on Option 33

The Rural Economy?

no

Q207Option 33 The Rural Economy: Supplementary Information

Q208Do you have further comments on Option 34 the

Historic and Natural Environment?

no

Q209Option 34 The Historic and Natural Environment: Supplementary Information

Q2 0Would you like to upload any documents to

support your response to Section 6.6 The Rural

Areas?

No

Q2 Section 6.6 The Rural Areas  File Upload not answered

Q2 2Option 34 Historic and Natural

EnvironmentShould we

Retain the current approach of seeking to conserve and enhance

the countryside and landscape character of the whole district

Q2 3Do you wish to comment on the Parish Profiles? no

Q2 4Comment on the Parish Profiles

Q2 5How could we best support Neighbourhood Planning through the Local Plan in those communities that wish to

prepare a plan? 

Q2 6Are there other areas where a local development management policy would be helpful? 

Q2 7I wish to comment on the submitted sites Yes

Q2 8Comment

Q2 9Call for Sites Comments  File Upload https://s3 eu west amazonaws com/ehq production

europe/635adbad95abbe 00b5e2b9f079693959d2443 8/original/

634643028/34d3be83bd8220a00853d9396e708a98 SPBroadwayb

oundary jpg? 634643028

Yes  Otherwise urban sprawl will occur  the same as anywhere else

not answered

not answered

not answered

Help with T and maps etc

not answered

LPR A 07  submitted by Richard Walker and London and Metropolitan and the Portalnd House Group  Land East of A442

(Charbridge Lane) and south of Railway (London Birmingham)  This is still part of the LWS 52W0  t has a major footpath to

Launton going through it  which is used regularly by locals  t is the W LDL FE corridor for Gavray Meadows out into the

CTA  This land must allow free passage of wildlife  The 39 text box shows how the LPR A 07  site will block the Gavray

Meadows wildlife corridor   cannot find a map for LPR A 07



Q220Site Reference This was LPR A 25 Gavray Meadows   have re submitted it to

accomodate the LandQ Estates so that they can build along the

edge of Gavray Drive

Q22 I wish to make a comment on another site Yes

Q222Site Reference LPR A 25 Gavray Meadows

Q223Comment

Q224I wish to make a comment on another site No

Q225Site Reference not answered

Q226Comment

Q227I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

Q228Site Reference not answered

Q229Comment

Q230I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

Q23 Site Reference not answered

Q232Comment

Q233I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

Q234Site Reference not answered

Q235Comment

Q236I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

Q237Site Reference not answered

Q238Comment

Q239I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

Q240Site Reference not answered

Q24 Comment

Q242I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

 have re submitted for LPR A 25 to allow the developers to forward their plan for some houses along Gavray Drive's north

eastern side near the ring road A442

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered

not answered



Q243Site Reference not answered

Q244Comment

Q245I wish to make a comment on another site not answered

Q246Site Reference not answered

Q247Comment

Q248Do you have any further comments to make, or

would you like to upload any additional

documents?

Yes

Q249Further comments

Q250File Upload https://s3 eu west amazonaws com/ehq production

europe/3e92 bca2c4b874d70cf38b7b7544fac4f4b69b0/original/ 63

4644355/e 949c4f544648 7cb38abf9da8c8 8a DSCN4700lwchic

ks JPG? 634644355

Q25 I am responding as A resident of Cherwell

Q252How do you define your gender? Female

Q253What is your age? 65 or over

Q254What is your ethnic group or background White (British  rish  Scottish or any other white background)

Q255Do you have any physical or mental health

conditions, disabilities or illnesses which

reduce your ability to carry out day to day

activities?

No

not answered

not answered

To the north of the old (Grade 2 listed) Langford Farmhouse (OX26 6HG) there is a flood compensation scheme which is a

very valuable asset for attracting birds (waders) on migration  ts surrounds need protection so that birds continue to stop off

there  Photo below shows lapwing chicks bred on site



  

https://s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/ehq-production-europe/635adbad95abbe100b5e2b9f079693959d244318/original/1634565620/9f7d7368248c60ca01660791c53c55de_SPBroadwayboundary.jpg?1634565620[10/01/2022 12:52:55]



34d3be83bd8220a00853d9396e708a98_SPBroadwayboundary.jpg %d×%d pixels
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e1949c4f54464817cb38abf9da8c818a_DSCN4700lwchicks.JPG %d×%d pixels
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LANGFORD COMMUNITY ORCHARD GROUP - LANGFORD COMMUNITY 
ORCHARD



From:
To: Planning Policy; PlanningPolicyConsultation
Subject: LPR Options consultation Site LPR-A-204
Date: 10 November 2021 08:46:39
Attachments: LPR Options Site LPR-A-204 Langford Community Orchard.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the Council. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

CDC Planning Policy Team:

Please find the attached document applying for an extension to the site LPR-A-204 to be designated
as a Local Green Space under Option 25: Local Green Spaces in Bicester.

Yours Faithfully,

Chair, Langford Community Orchard group



Cherwell Local Plan Review Community Involvement Paper 2: Developing our Options 
Representations from Langford Community Orchard Group 

Part A Information.  

Organisation: Langford Community Orchard Group 

Contact Name :   

e-mail address  

Postal address :   

Telephone number :   

 

 

Part B 

The application for Langford Community Orchard to be designated as a Local Green Space was 
previously submitted in the Issues Consultation and is included in the Local Plan Review Options 
consultation as site LPR-A-204. The Langford Community Orchard Group wish to apply for an 
extension of the area LPR-A-204 to be designated as LGS as indicated by the red line area in the map 
below (see next page). The two areas are connected by a narrow neck of trees and scrub. The 
extended area has the same characteristics as those in the original application and is identified as 
the same natural green space land in Cherwell District Council’s document ‘LE102 Open Space 
Update, Sept 2011 Appendix 3 Part 1, Bicester South Ward’ and it fulfils the NPPF criteria for LGS 
designation in the same way. The extension contains a dew pond which has been surveyed for its 
ecology. With permission from Bicester Town Council, the local community have placed 4 bee hives 
near the pond which are managed by a qualified beekeeper. The extension is not currently managed 
as an orchard but was planted up originally by the same landscape designer so has the same range 
of fruit trees and vegetation. The community wish to enhance the biodiversity of this area by 
managing it as public open space but with enhanced planting and grassland management. The 
advice of Wild Oxfordshire has been sought as to the way this can be achieved. 

The red line map is shown on the page below. 



           
      

    

     

       

    

          

         

 

 

  

               
               

              
                    

                  
                

              
                  

                 
               

                
                  
                

              
               

          

 

Red line map indicating site LPR-A-204 and the extended area to the south east which we are also 
applying to be designated as LGS and included with LPR-A-204.  
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APPENDIX C - PLANS AND REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOGRAPHS OF LOCAL 
GREEN SPACE NOMINATIONS
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APPENDIX D - GAVRAY MEADOWS - STRATEGIC SITE ALLOCATION AND 
RELEVANT DESIGNATIONS AND POLICIES
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