Q7. Please provide further information in relation to the previous question. e.g. why you
do or do not consider the Local Plan to be legally compliant or sound.
I believe that the Plan is unsound in respect of STRAT 7 for the following reasons.

Sustainability. The Plan does not comply with SODC’s own highly detailed sustainability appraisals.
The appraisals indicate that the Chalgrove Airfield site has very poor sustainability, significantly poorer
than the strategic sites closer to Oxford City and Reading. We would highlight the following:

· The Chalgrove Airfield site would create significantly more road traffic than other sites, creating
significant additional carbon emission issues.
· The site would require much greater road transport infrastructure development than other options
with very substantial additional cost.
· While we believe the developers now recognise the serious issues in Cuxham which will arise from
the increased traffic, at the time of this submission we have no definitive proposal to consider.

Housing Allocation Numbers. The Plan is unsound because more houses are allocated via the
proposed development than are required in the SODC’s scoping of housing need. The Plan can align
housing need without inclusion of the proposed Chalgrove Airfield development.
Delivery and Viability. The Chalgrove Airfield site is currently unavailable and evidence has not been
provided that serious issues concerning its delivery and viability have been overcome.

Q8. Please set out any modifications you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
legally compliant or sound, having regard to your comments above. (NB - any noncompliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at examination). It will
be helpful if you could put forward your suggested wording of any policy or text as
precisely as possible.
Please remove the proposal for the development at Chalgrove Airfield

Q10. Would you like to participate at the oral part of the examination, which takes place
as part of the examination process?
No

Q11. Would you like to comment on another policy or paragraph?
No

