Save Fyfield:
Over 300 Fyfield Residents are objecting on the following grounds:
•
•
•
•
•

Traffic Congestion – A420 Traffic is already operating at over 30% of its capacity at peak times
Unsound planning – The council have limited Fyfield’s involvement in talks
Destroying our environment – The houses ruin fertile farmland critical to sustainability targets in the vale
Unjustified – These 600 houses are not needed in the vale’s updated housing plans
No Transport Links – No new infrastructure is budgeted for

Help stop 600
House being built
in Fyfield now.

But the council will still build these houses unless you help…

You must put an objection in to the Vale of the White Horse.
Read overleaf to find out more:

How to express your views
The Parish Council has prepared a very detailed response on behalf of Fyfield and Tubney
below we outline the main objections. We encourage you to assist as by using the
objections below and completing the process individually. However, the greater volume of
the objections, the more weight it has. These full objections can be found here:
http://www.fyfieldandtubneypc.org/lioncourtobjection.php
General – the Plan’s approach and supporting analysis fail the test of “soundness”
1. Not consistent with the National Planning Policy Framework (‘NPPF’) in respect of
sustainability, historic heritage or land use.
2. Not justified because the evidence base for the site is seriously flawed and biased,
conflicts with the DC’s own policies, objectives and special hierarchy, is not needed
and causes unjustifiable harm to the parish of Fyfield and Tubney.
3. Not positively prepared because it is not sustainable and because of the social and
environmental harm done to Fyfield and Tubney.
4. Not effective because the development will not be financially viable if it has to
support the amenities already proposed by the developers and the additional
measures that would be required to mitigate environmental and amenity harm.
Traffic – (with specific reference to Paragraphs 2.45 and 2.46) - the Plan fails here the
test of “soundness”
1. The A420 is running at capacity now, it will run at over-capacity, should the Fyfield
site development go ahead.
2. Modelling of traffic impacts relies on an out-of-date baseline.
3. Traffic surveys undertaken by Fyfield residents, together with video and online
(Google Maps) evidence, indicate that current traffic flow is under-estimated.
4. RAG analysis of traffic impact in LPP2 is out-dated and misleading.
5. Trip rates indicate the Fyfield site will have a severe impact on the A420.
6. New roundabout on A420 will encourage rat-running and the access road to the
Fyfield site cannot be considered a ‘relief road’.
7. Proposed mitigations will have little or no impact on traffic congestion on the A420
and may exacerbate problems.
8. Improvements to public transport (four buses per hour instead of three) will not be
enough to enable commuters to access new employment growth centres

Consultation –- the Plan fails here the test of “Legal Compliance/Duty to
cooperate”
1.
2.
3.
4.

5.

6.
7.

Many of the detailed and informed responses to the consultation process have
not been used to inform the Vale of White Horse Local Plan 2031, Part 2
The preparation of the Vale of White Horse District Council Local Plan 2031, Part
2 has not been undertaken in compliance with the Vale of White Horse District
Council’s Statement of Community Involvement
The Local Plan 2031 Part 2, Detailed Policies and Additional Sites, Consultation
Statement, Publication Version, October 2017 makes false representation of how
the consultation responses informed the Vale of White Horse Local Plan, Part 2
The detailed responses in the Local Plan 2031 Part 2 Detailed Policies and
Additional Sites Publication Version October 2017 have not been adequately
considered, or used to inform the preparation of the Vale of White Horse Local
Plan Part 2
The Local Plan 2031, Part 2 Detailed Policies and Additional Sites, Topic Paper 2,
Site Selection, Appendix B, 2 October 2017, KBAG_A, pages 46 and 47 makes
false representation that responses to the consultation have been sufficiently
addressed through the site-specific requirements, set out in Appendix A of LPP2
Community engagement has not been undertaken in compliance with the Vale
of White Horse District Council’s Customer Service Standards
The significance of the responses to the consultation process suggest that, had
they been adequately addressed and used to inform the preparation of the Vale
of White Horse Local Plan 2031, Part 2, the site in question would not be viable,
sustainable or deliverable and therefore would not have been included in the
plan.

Fill out the form to make your objection
Go to www.whitehorsedc.gov.uk/LPP2 and complete the form using any of the
objections here or it can be collected from the Council offices or local libraries and
posted to: Planning Policy Team, Vale of the White Horse District Council, 135
Eastern Avenue, Milton Park, Abingdon, OX14 4SB
Thank you

