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Contact Details

Bioabundance Community Interest Company. Bioabundance has 170 members including Parish Councils and other community groups predominantly in South Oxfordshire. Our Articles of Association do not limit our objectives (nature, climate, future generations) to one District. Please see all our comments as applying equally (though with different specifics) to Vale of White Horse.  

Chapter 3 Vision and Objectives

Agree to both

Zero carbon, nature restored and the wellbeing of future generations are key to the interests of Bioabundance Community Interest Company (170 members including parish councils and other community groups, predominantly in South Oxfordshire). 

Meeting these needs is hugely challenging, and sufficient. We do not agree that a Vision for a rural district should be to contribute on an 'international scale to solve pressing global issues'. 

Objective 4: we would suggest achieving the highest net gain in biodiversity possible rather than  ‘viable’. Viability pits nature against developer-profit. 

Objective 9: In a tight labour market (which will continue) we will need residents to work to realise the Vision, for example in care, health and social support, retrofit for energy efficiency and renewables, labour-intensive organic agriculture, and nature recovery work. There is no need to create unfocussed new work.

POLICY CE1 - Sustainable design and construction

Which Option?

Thank you so much. Option A is excellent. 

We are at a time of 'global boiling' (UN secretary general, António Guterres) and earth systems collapse (the natural and human worlds in freefall). At the very least we should ensure that we do no more harm. 

Vitally, we need to appreciate the risks facing us, here, now. Flood, drought, overheating, storm; (and most concerning) the collapse of nature.

Wording?

1) Why mention 'taking into account any nationally adopted standards'? These would need to be complied with anyway.

2) It is not impossible that the UK will experience extreme cold as well as heat. On top of the increasingly extreme weather events and storms we currently face, a recent study (https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2024/feb/09/atlantic-ocean-circulation-nearing-devastating-tipping-point-study-finds) indicates that the  Atlantic Meridional Overturning Circulation could collapse as soon as 2025, ending the warming we get from the Gulf Stream. It is worth mentioning insulation from extreme cold as adaptation as well as mitigation.

POLICY CE2 - Net zero carbon buildings 

This is exceptional. Thank you so much. It is absolutely required for current and future residents to 
i) prevent further rises in residential greenhouse gas emissions, consistent with Government policy, 
ii) provide comfortable cheap-to-run housing, and 
iii) increase fuel security.

CE2 has Oxfordshire truly leading nationally and internationally,  showing how social and infrastructural advances in zero-carbon manufacturing (of housing) can take place.

Wording?

POLICY CE3 - Reducing embodied carbon

Thank you - this is excellent. 

Achieving zero carbon by a certain date, but allowing maximal emissions up until that cut-off, puts too much CO2 into the atmosphere. It is these large boluses from construction that are even more damaging than the gradual emissions during operation of (sub-standard) new homes. Taylor Wimpey have given a figure of 250T of CO2 per typical house released during construction. It would take 12,500 mature trees a year to absorb this FOR A SINGLE HOUSE. (The trees are already busy absorbing our current excess CO2). 

An exemplar build in Vale of the White Horse of 'carbon-positive' housing by Greencore Ltd show that our districts are ready to take on building homes that 'lock-up' CO2, benefitting the environment. Oxfordshire at the forefront of change. 

POLICY CE4 - Sustainable Retrofitting

Retrofitting is absolutely key to climate change mitigation and adaptation. Essentially, ALL of our homes require retrofitting, bringing comfort and economies to home heating.

Wording?

There should be greater support for retrofitting of historic and listed buildings, and for buildings in conservation areas. There should be an absolute right to fit solar panels, heat pumps, insulation, car chargers - all the things that could conceivably aid the energy efficiency of the home alongside clear guidance to show that planning permission is not needed.

There are currently strong barriers to working on listed buildings. Rather than householders having to put in for costly planning permission for each measure, with the risk of being refused, Council should publish a list of generally acceptable interventions in different circumstances, and provide generous help in advising on safe interventions.

What further encouragement can Councils provide for this essential work?

Why is this called Sustainable Retrofitting? Do you mean Retrofitting for Sustainability? 

1). Why the word 'sensitive'?
4) Please remove the viability clause for major developments to retrofit existing structures. Work on an existing structure carries VAT whereas newbuild is free of VAT. This would immediately render this paragraph obsolete when retrofit is set against developer-profit.

POLICY CE5 - Renewable Energy

Solar power is optimally delivered from the dead space of rooftops. To the extent that ground-mounted solar will be necessary, Bioabundance favours community-owned, small-scale (5-10MW) ‘parks’ that can stand within a mosaic of different habitats, rather than large ‘monocultures’ of panels. Community solar empowers and financially rewards local people who are also more likely to care for nature in the landscape than owners of the larger ‘commercial’ schemes. 

1.5) You mention in several places the cumulative impacts of renewables. This is vitally important. Now that solar in particular has become so lucrative, there is potentially no off-pedal. Could a section be added between 1 and 2 to say the maximum amount of standalone solar that the district could support? We would suggest basing this on the Pathway to Zero Carbon Oxfordshire: 2000MW of installed capacity by 2035 (Botley West Solar [BWS] at 850MW would be nearly half of that) and 4000MW by 2050. We would not propose any limitations on rooftop solar (or garden turbines) or on 100% community-owned renewables. Section 1.5) could also give more detail on how the Policies Map will work.
3j) Please add a statement on Flood Risk. There is a risk (learning from BWS) of soil being compacted by machinery during panel installation; panels focussing rainwater into grooves beneath their edges; and if the ground is not flat, a risk of flash flooding, eroding the soil and causing problems in the valleys below.
3.5) After ruling out the potential negatives of renewables in 3) please would you ask for the positives in an extra section. 
Nature can thrive amongst solar and wind installations but only if that is the aim. The Oxfordshire Local Nature Partnership fed back to BWS: What will be done "to ensure that the area that has panels on it is as nature-rich as possible?...OLNP support a principle of multifunctionality in a landscape, rather than one space for nature, one space for development."
Could you insist in this Policy on positive Environmental Management Plans, that nurture nature and perhaps crop-growing, using organic methods of land management WITHIN the panelled (or turbined) areas as well as OUTSIDE them? There is otherwise the risk that blockages for the freeflow of nature could arise from panelled areas. 
Prescribing for nature on large sites is vital. Big panelled areas (4 sq miles at BWS) may make difficult the infiltration to the centre by wild mammals, including herbivores - hares, rabbits - that ‘mow’ the grass. Islands of scrub breaking up the panelled areas might reduce the long treks from the safe spaces of the surrounding natural areas; there should be no security fences, and no herbicide or pesticide use.
12) Large commercial solar should give back far more to the community. To the extent that farms >10MW are even permitted, we believe at least 50% should be owned by the community - without the viability clause.
TYPOS
6) the word 'building' has crept in wrongly in the second line
8) wording is opaque - does this mean battery would hold 10% of the daily output of the renewables or 110%?

POLICY CE6 Flood risk and drainage policy

The damning report on Land North of Bayswater Brook from the Environment Agency (15 Feb 2024)  objects to development there due to the risk of flooding of the new homes and exacerbation of flooding elsewhere (please see HOU1 Environmental Constraints). 
We are experiencing catastrophic flooding now, in Feb 2024. As the climate warms, it will get far worse. (Warm air has more energy it and can hold a lot more water).
Culham (effectively an island) is a worry. Although the relatively high land where the 3500 homes will be built  is unlikely to flood, Culham village risks receiving the extra flood water. Please ensure that the flood risk assessment covers the risk to surrounding areas and lower-lying villages toward which water will be displaced by the impermeable surfaces of the development. 
Wording?
Although HP6 5) says "Where green infrastructure is provided, applicants should ensure that appropriate arrangements are in place to ensure its ongoing management and maintenance", it is worth re-iterating here that in-perpetuity management plans and resources should be in place to maintain SUDs.
POLICY CE7 Water efficiency policy
Chose D rather than A: 
Better to make water conservation a requirement than an ask.  
Wording?
We would prefer greater ambition at 90L pp per day.
POLICY CE8 Water quality and wastewater infrastructure policy
Thank you for the clear description of the state of our water-environment. The poor state of our globally rare chalk streams and other watercourses, should in itself be a limitation on development. No new homes should be being built to add to the burden until our rivers have been restored.
Wording?
Thank you for the requirement for a planned and programmed upgrade to sewage treatment works (STWs) before new development starts. Unfortunately, this is not going to be enough. With Oxford STW already overwhelmed by flood and sewage, we need to see upgrades in place before planning permission is granted.
The Environment Agency's objections (15 Feb 2024) to development at Bayswater Brook display the ongoing failure of Thames Water to comply with requirements and to upgrade the works. Upgrades at Oxford STW are being delayed for several years from the original completion date of March 2025.
There is insufficient 'flow to full treatment capacity for the population [currently] served', let alone for more development. The Water Framework Directive has been breached with unacceptable levels of dissolved oxygen. Groundwater infiltration 'puts the entire network at risk'. Any 'additional load...without improvements, will lead to more storm overflows, pollution incidents and network failures’.

POLICY CE9 Air quality policy
In Henley, Wallingford and Watlington no new housing should be added until our air is made clean.
Wording?
Does 1) really ensure that development will 'enhance' air quality over its existing state?
CE12 Soils and Pollution
PLEASE ADD AN EXTRA POLICY ON PEAT (Oxford City have added Policy R6 to their Local Plan) 
Bioabundance member Dr Webb (a specialist ecologist in alkaline spring fens, working on restoring Oxfordshire's peat fenlands) says we very much need protection for the water catchments feeding peaty areas. She will make her own submission; Bioabundance wishes to flag this up too.

At as little as 6 inches deep, peat can sequester more carbon by area than tropical rainforest; peat harbours biodiversity that can exceed that of ancient woodlands. It is also a terrifying emitter of carbon when it dries out. Up to 80% of Cothill Fen in Vale of White Horse, by far our biggest fen, is dry most of the year. There are projects underway to restore Oxfordshire peatlands by blocking drains. But it is vital that the water that feeds them is not hindered or built over.
Inappropriate urban development puts a lid on the catchment area, and the fens are starved of water, even with SUDs in place. Furthermore, nitrates from sewage come through in the groundwater with huge adverse effects on this nutrient-poor soil-type.
As well as restoring existing fens, we should be seeking to extend them and create new. For example, calcareous springs in the Oxford East Heights, around Elsfield and Beckley, would feed into extended, new fen by Sydlings Copse.  
It may too become necessary to protect the water resources going into the fens, as summers become hotter with climate change, holding back waters in reservoirs such as swales.
Known alkaline fens to protect and restore in South and Vale (this is just a minimum - there will be more), gives:
SOUTH - 24 ha
Sydlings Copse and College Fen
Spartum Fen, Nr Great Haseley
Easington Fen, Nr Chalgrove
PLUS acid fenland at Shotover Hill (within or owned and managed by Oxford City)
VALE - 116 ha
Barrow Farm Fen, Nr Marcham
Marley Wood Fens, Wytham Woods
Frilford Heath Fens
Tuckmill Meadows Fen, Nr Shrivenham
Hinksey Heights/ Harcourt Hill Fen, Nr N Hinksey
Abbey Fishponds, Abingdon
Gozzards Ford Fen, Nr Cothill
Peat Bottom Wood/Buckland Warren, Hatford
Lime Kiln Copse, Boar's Hill
Louie Memorial Fields Fen
Cumnor Hill Fen, by Chawley Footpath, Nr Oxford
PLUS 6.1ha at Raleigh Park, N Hinksey and Chilswell Valley Fen, Boars Hill, S Hinksey (within or owned and managed by Oxford City)



POLICY HOU1 - Housing Requirement

Chose C rather than A. 

Below, we explain why Bioabundance believes that South Oxfordshire is not obliged to build 4950 homes for Oxford, and why our environmental constraints allow us to go below the Standard Method (SM). The total housing target for South Oxfordshire should be 7,600 in keeping with our rising population. A higher proportion of this already high number should be allocated to Windfall and less to Newbuild (see our comments in HOU2). 

STANDARD METHOD (SM) IS ADVISORY. The latest release of the NPPF (paragraph 11) makes clear that the SM is an advisory starting point (policy-off) for the housing target, and that other national policies should be applied to provide a (policy-on) target. 

CONSTRAINED APPROACH TO HOUSING REQUIREMENT. In North Somerset, Liam Fox MP is supporting the Local Planning Authority (LPA) in reducing the target from the SM with a ‘constrained approach’ accounting for the Green Belt, National Landscape and floodplain. They are at Reg 19 with a housing target of 69% of SM. Elmbridge is going to Inspection this month (Feb 2024) with a target of 70% of SM, due to similar constraints and because they did not revise their Green Belt. 

Michael Gove (SoS) said to Parliament and RIBA (19 Dec 2023): “Local authorities…need not re-draw the green belt or sacrifice protected landscapes to meet housing numbers... the new NPPF will facilitate flexibility for local authorities in relation to local housing need.”

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS. Thank you for the work that has gone in to try and keep new housing manageable. However, a total of 17,050 homes (almost 4 Henleys) will further degrade our rivers with sewage, destroy our countryside, congest our roads, worsen air pollution and floods, reduce our resilience to global heating,  and increase greenhouse gas emissions. 

The Environment Agency (EA) objections to development at Land North of Bayswater Brook (15 Feb 2024) demonstrate that none of it is in a safe flood Zone 1, and a proposed 'compromise' floodwater storage scheme increases flood risk. In this month, Barton (across the river) has twice been inundated by flood. Flood is worsening with climate change. These same EA objections also means that Bayswater Brook itself, Northfield and Grenoble Rd should not be built because of the inadequacy of the Oxford Sewage Treatment Works at Sandford Lock. Plans to upgrade the STW have been postponed and several of the EA's requirements not acted upon by Thames Water. We have problems with a regular flow of sewage into the Thames, contamination of groundwater, and unacceptable levels of dissolved oxygen. EA: "Adding additional flows to the STW [ie more housing] before [remedial works are] completed is not acceptable".

SOCIETAL CONSTRAINTS. “The new NPPF…strengthens protections for agricultural land” (Gove, 19 Dec 2023). Excessive development is reducing our best and most versatile farming land, and our food security. The forced population increase further degrades our society with increased poverty of access to dentists, doctors, schools, perhaps even to clean water and food.

JOINT NEEDS HOUSING ASSESSMENT (JNHA). We are delighted with this thorough study. It clearly shows that the true need in South Oxfordshire according to household projections (the only valid test), taking into account changing age-profile, is 7,600 homes over 20 years, 380 pa; 63% of SM (FIgure 20). Bizarrely, the authors are then required to jump through hoops to big this up to 605 (SM), “to establish demographic projections to align with the number of homes identified by the [SM]”. 

MAKING HOMES AFFORDABLE. “This increase is designed to help respond to housing market pressure” (para 5.5 JHNA). This has not worked in the past - the massive building programme since 2011 has been associated with greater unaffordability in South Oxfordshire; average house prices going up from 8 times median salary, to 11 times (2022) (Office for National Statistics). For an analysis of how increasing supply DOES NOT make housing affordable see https://medium.com/@ian.mulheirn. 

The only way to make homes affordable is to restrict the effectively infinite market; such as by following St Ives with new homes for residents only. The Labour Party’s (2022) inten∂tion to ban foreign ownership of new homes should be extended to all homes and further localised: you cannot buy a home in Oxfordshire (old or new) unless you are, or intend to become, a resident. All homes should be sold for residential purposes only. Holiday businesses could be enabled by specific licences. 
 (https://www.theguardian.com/society/2022/feb/24/new-builds-and-new-rules-will-help-the-uks-trapped-renters).

FOR WHOM? The further manipulation to bring the need up to SM, is “enabling more net inward migration”, an extra 1,515 dwellings in total (Para 5.14, JHNA). This is not appropriate in a district that has rejected growth for growth’s sake. The housing need for future residents and for anticipated inward migration based on past trends, is 7,600 without forcing inward migration. 

OXFORD, DUTY TO COOPERATE (DtC). We have planned 4950 homes, 330pa, for Oxford by 2036 under the Growth Deal (GD) and the Duty to Cooperate (DtC). There is significant environmental and social detriment to building this quantity of housing at this speed. Mr Gove (19 Dec 2023) is clear that the new NPPF limits “the practice of housing need being exported to neighbouring authorities without mutual agreement”. Concerning the target uplift for larger conurbations including Reading but surely too with applicability to Oxford and previous uplifts “The updated NPPF now makes it clear that this uplift should be accommodated within those…urban centres concerned rather than exported to surrounding areas—except where there is a voluntary cross-boundary agreement to do so…. This complements the repeal of the duty to co-operate through the Levelling-up and Regeneration Act, which will shortly come into effect.” DtC no longer commands weight.

Oxford has reneged on any efforts with DtC in its current draft Local Plan. At the least, this housing could be delivered over a longer period, by 2041, allowing social infrastructure to catch up. A ‘stepped approach’ to housing was essayed in LP2035. A slowed or long-stepped approach for Oxford’s housing, over a longer period, would help too with the inadequate supply 2023-2027 in the housing trajectory (P152 Preferred Options). 

OXFORD, GREEN BELT (GB). The Oxford component is particularly damaging to GB. There has been a shift (NPPF para 145) toward better protection of GB. Gove (19 Dec 2023): “Government are ensuring it is clear that there is generally no requirement on local authorities to review or alter green-belt boundaries if this would be the only way to meet housing need”. 

Now is the opportunity to re-instate GB following the spirit of Government’s intent, and its BIDEN principles. Once the plan is at Reg 19, it is too late (NPPF Para 227). The Oxford housing component should be abandoned as not useful to Oxford (creating inward commuting) nor to South Oxfordshire (burdening it with unsustainable housing). 

Wording?

Preferred wording:

1a South Oxfordshire housing requirement: 7,600 homes between 1 April 2021 and 31 March 2041, with an annual requirement of:

i) 2021/2022 to 2040/2041 - 380 homes per annum

Bioabundance Community Interest Company’s Articles of Association do not limit its objectives (nature, climate, future generations) to South Oxfordshire. Please see all our comments as applying equally (though with different specifics) to Vale of White Horse.

POLICY HOU2 Housing Supply

CHALGROVE AIRPORT. Thank you for removing from the housing supply - a brave, and entirely sensible move given the opposition from the Ministry of Defence to housing on this site. It is absurd that Homes England pull against this - why so little coherence between Government departments?

OVERSUPPLY. We would like to see you go further with Option C ‘Reduce the Housing Supply’ for South Oxfordshire. The bar chart showing the housing trajectory illustrates the huge oversupply: 4700 homes (a town the size of Henley). This is no longer needed, when the new NPPF states that no buffer need be supplied, and with the removal of 5y housing land supply bogeyman.

NEW HOMES BUT MINIMISING CONSTRUCTION. To face climate breakdown squarely, avoiding unmitigable sources of emissions such as cement-making, we should minimise newbuild. A happy society has people interacting, including through less isolated living and the sharing of homes. Over 3/4 of homes in South Oxfordshire have at least one or more usually 2 or more spare rooms. There is capacity to house much of our growing population within the current built environment. Retrofitting all our homes for energy efficiency and renewables in accordance with the Pathway to Zero Carbon Oxfordshire, gives the opportunity to ‘custom split’, or ‘cusp’ homes. This can be facilitated to some extent by the Council. Cusped homes create more homes within existing building envelopes which can rely on improvements to existing services and infrastructure, rather than their new creation.

WINDFALL. Successful cusping would create far more Windfall homes, bringing down the need for green field allocations. 2011-2020, there were 145 windfall homes appearing pa. And yet LP2035 allowed for only 100 pa. Here, you propose 185pa, an uplift in accordance with new permitted development rights. Could we go further?

REDUCING PLANNING BLIGHT. We herein suggest reducing planning blight by allocating only as many homes as we need, by taking out the unnecessary buffer of 4,700 homes, and by increasing windfall through enabling cusping. Furthermore, a constrained approach to development (see response to HOU1) means only 7,600 homes need be created to match our growing population. This is already more than met by the 10,500 homes in this plan shown as i) built: 2,300, ii) windfall: 2,800, and iii) with existing planning permission: 5400.

EXPECTED SITE REMOVAL. In 2020, we expected the Inspector to REMOVE sites from LP2035, including those with vulnerable wildlife: Bayswater Brook and Northfield. With nature in collapse in our county (worst county in the country, in one of the worst countries in the world), we must cherish our natural spaces. Thank you for the reduction in allocation area from Bayswater Brook.

PROPOSED SITE REMOVAL. We have far more housing allocated than we need, in conflict with the Government’s clear stated intention to preserve the Green Belt and stop urban sprawl. We propose that ALL current and former Green Belt allocations be removed. This includes 3,500 at Culham, which would clearly exacerbate flooding on what is effectively an island, and Berinsfield, which no longer will receive the benefits that locals were originally promised. Bayswater Brook, Northfield and Grenoble Rd should all be removed due to flood concerns and inadequate sewage treatment. (Please see our comments taken from the Environment Agency's objections to Bayswater Brook - in HOU1 under Environmental Constraints).

MISSING INFORMATION. It is unclear from Policy HOU2, Table 3, where all the sites with planning permission are. Wallingford Site E is missing altogether and the sum is only 4,042 homes rather than 5,380 (Table 1).

GROSS VALUE ADDED. House-building is the mainstay of our economy and Government will schizophrenically continue to push for development whilst genuinely wishing to protect sensitive landscapes. A new vibrant economy can be created from retrofit and cusping. From our councils (and from government) we need a clear steer, incentives and information to help people subdivide their homes. There may an appetite for this amongst older residents; wishing to downsize and realise their asset whilst staying in their homes and communities.

Wording?

At a total of 7,600 homes required, ample provision of 10,491 in South Oxfordshire comes from:

Completions:                               2336
Sites with planning permission: 5380
Windfall                                       2775 (although we believe this should be larger, see above)

All of the former or current Green Belt sites could be de-allocated and the land restored to Green Belt. Neighbourhoods could be relieved of the 851 homes that they are required to build coming through their Neighbourhood Plans (including Thame) - unless they chose to retain these prospective developments.

POLICY HOU3 Affordable Housing

Chose C rather than A

It is affordable housing that is required in our District, not market housing. We therefore favour 75% affordable. We understand that may be impossible to achieve!

Wording?

The split on types of affordable homes is very good.

POLICY HOU9 Sub-division of houses

Sub-division of housing should be greatly encouraged. It is the most environmental option. It should be conducted at the same time as retrofitting for energy efficiency and renewables. This is the best way of achieving new housing units. It is a form of 'gentle densification' as Mr Gove would have it.

POLICY HOU12 Rural and first homes exception sites

Rural homes will be needed if we move to more labour-intensive organic farming and if new jobs come up in nature restoration.

Wording?

We especially agree with the affordable housing remaining in perpetuity.

We would also like to see rural homes associated with rural jobs and it being requisite that rural workers should have access to these homes, in perpetuity.

HOU16 Residential extensions and annexes

Wording?

Perhaps it is in this policy that it should be made clear that retrofitting for energy efficiency and renewables should take place for the whole home when extensions are created?

HOU17 Rural workers’ dwellings

Rural homes will be needed if we move to more labour-intensive organic farming and if new jobs come up in nature restoration.

POLICY IN2 Sustainable transport and accessibility

Transport needs to be facilitated before housing, eg if Culham were to go ahead, it needs strengthening and electrification of the Didcot-Oxford rail corridor, with a proper timetable of trains stopping at the station; a better bus service east-west (Abingdon to Berinsfield) and an improved cycle path.



JT1: Meeting employment needs

Option D rather than A

Lower creation of new industrial and office space is better. Ours is a tight labour market - we do not want to be creating extra unnecessary work that means we would have to pull more people into South Oxfordshire.  There are new green jobs to do: retrofit, nature recovery, and organic farming that are necessarily place-based and would not require huge commercial development.

Wording?

Please reduce the development of commercial space. For example, 10 ha at Grenoble Road would bring create huge urban sprawl with the associated housing. Our analysis in HOU1 shows that very few homes need to be built; and none in the Green Belt. Let's stop the cycle of development here.


POLICY AS16 Land at Crowmarsh Gifford, Benson Lane - site of former district council offices - do you have any suggestions on the uses of this site or any other comments on this site?

This 2.5ha site would be perfect as a transport hub for electric hopper buses and fast-transit big buses, a charging station, carpark, and possible a cafe. Parking here would reduce the numbers of cars coming into Wallingford and Crowmarsh; and passengers could be taken into town on the hopper bus. Ultimately the buses would be autonomous. 

This could  form the basis of a network of reliable fast public transport enabling the pedestrianisation of our towns and the move away from private transport. (The Science and Technology Select Committee of Government has said that climate action is not compatible with “the widespread ownership of private cars”).

Crowmarsh and Wallingford Councillors are interested in this idea.

POLICY NH1 Nature Recovery

‘Without Nature There Is No Food’, says RSPB in Jan 2024 report. It catalogues the decimation  of British wildlife; and quotes from DEFRA (2021): ‘Our food system needs nature. Everything we need for our survival relies on an abundance of nature. The biggest threats to medium and long-term food security are biodiversity loss and climate breakdown, and they are already inhibiting food production in the UK, and beyond.’

Loss of habitat and land-use change is a MAJOR threat to British wildlife. Development beyond that which is strictly needed comfortably to house our populace should not be permitted. This is why in HOU1 Bioabundance ask for a measured approach to housing numbers, of 7,600 over the 20y plan-period for South Oxfordshire.

Wording?

Please remove the viability assessment component of the Biodiversity Net Gain calculation. 11-25% allows too much slippage toward the minimum. A set BNG of 25% would be preferable.

POLICY NH2 Biodiversity designations

Please could we see maps of the proposed developments set against the Local Wildlife Sites (LWSs)? 

LWSs will be a vital part of  the Local Nature Recovery Network and the Local Nature Recovery Strategy. We need to see where they are in relation to proposed developments. They need protection from development just as much as do SSSIs and SACs. Even LWS fens need their rain catchments protected.

POLICY NH5 Landscape

Thank you so much for these new designations. We do not fully understand the differences Landscape, Valued Landscape and Tranquillity and tranquil areas (Policies NH5, NH6 and NH7) so please take these comments as applying to the most relevant designation!

Bioabundance Community Interest Company has promoted the concept of a Regional Nature Park encompassing Otmoor, the ancient forests of Bernwood, Shotover and Stowood and the Upper Ray Wetlands; reaching into Buckinghamshire and the Ray Valley and Brill Hills; in total 100 sq miles. BBOWT are supporting the concept and have worked on it with funding from Bucks Council. 

This valued Landscape is rich in nature and could act as a reservoir from which nature could flow down the recovery networks. It is close to Oxford and anticipated development and, with good development of sustainable travel, could give access to nature for many thousands of people. Conversely, its proximity to urban areas renders it vulnerable and in need of good protections.

The extended area around Chimney Meadows provides another valued Landscape, a swathe of land that is 'bigger, better, more joined up'. 

Both the Regional Park and Chimney Meadows extended area have Landscape types and habitats not found in the Chilterns and Cotswolds, but they need similar extra protection. They have potential for local nature and landscape restoration.

We hope these two areas will be contenders for your Landscape protections.

Wording?

Please use this opportunity to promote the restoration of nature on a landscape scale. Swathes of nature need to be created across the landscape in keeping with the 2010 Lawton report "Making Space for Nature".

POLICY NH6 Valued Landscape

Please see our comments to Policy NH5

POLICY NH7 Tranquillity and Tranquil Areas

Please see our comments to Policy NH5


POLICY NH9 Listed buildings

Chose none of the above rather than A

In a time of climate breakdown it is imperative that we focus on energy efficiency and renewables for homes above all else. This should come first in the discussion of listed homes.

Wording?

Please see NH13 - there should be mention of retrofit here too. 

POLICY NH10 Conservation areas

None of the Above rather than A

In a time of climate breakdown it is imperative that we focus on energy efficiency and renewables for homes above all else. This should come first in the discussion of conservation areas.

Wording?

Please see NH13 - there should be mention of retrofit here too. 

POLICY NH13 Historic environment and climate change

Thank you for including this. 

Wording?

Is it possible to go further? Can there be advice guides at Council to enable owners of historic homes to retrofit them for energy efficiency and renewables; or can advice be freely given? We like the greater flexibility that this Policy holds.

There should be greater support for retrofitting of historic and listed buildings, and for buildings in conservation areas. There should be an absolute right to fit solar panels, heat pumps, insulation, car chargers - all the things that could conceivably aid the energy efficiency of the home alongside clear guidance to show that planning permission is not needed.

There are currently strong barriers to working on listed buildings. Rather than householders having to put in for costly planning permission for each measure, with the risk of being refused, Council should publish a list of generally acceptable interventions in different circumstances, and provide generous help in advising on safe interventions.

