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Non technical summary 

Introduction: the Neighbourhood Plan process 

The Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Development Plan was initiated by Long Wittenham Parish 

Council in 2014.   A working party of residents and parish councillors was established soon after the 

area was designated in October 2014 to take it forward.  

The purpose of this Environmental Report is to ensure that the principles of sustainable 

development have been considered throughout the plan-making process. The steering group has 

taken into account the policy context, local evidence and sustainability issues in preparing the Plan. 

Based on this a sustainability appraisal framework was defined that went to local people and 

statutory consultees for comments. The framework was used to test the Plan objectives, reasonable 

alternatives for achieving the objectives and policies which helped to ensure that the sustainability 

issues and challenges that Long Wittenham faces have been integral to the Plan process and that the 

policies contribute to the achievement of sustainable development. At each stage the emerging Plan 

was refined in response to feedback from residents and statutory consultees. Community 

involvement throughout the process included open meetings, newsletters, the website and a survey 

which assessed housing need and other key issues for the village.  

The pre-submission version of the Plan will be submitted to the District Council together with this 

draft Environmental Report. Following a formal consultation period comments will be analysed and 

used to refine the documents. We will then submit the final Long Wittenham Neighbourhood 

Development Plan to the District Council.  

Once it has approved the Plan, the District Council will submit it to an independent examiner 

together with other Plan documents – the Environmental Report, Basic Conditions Statement and 

Consultation Statement. The examiner will check that it meets the ‘Basic Conditions’ or 

requirements for a Neighbourhood Plan and decide whether it should go forward to a referendum. 

Any recommendations made by the examiner will be considered by the Parish Council and the Plan 

will be amended to incorporate the examiner’s comments before being put forward to a parish 

referendum. 

If the examiner allows, the Plan will proceed to a local referendum where members of the 

community of Long Wittenham will be asked whether they want South Oxfordshire District Council 

to use the Neighbourhood Plan to help it decide planning applications in the Plan area. If the Plan is 

supported by a majority vote at the referendum, the Plan will be ‘made’ or adopted by the district 

council as part of the planning policy for development in the Long Wittenham Neighbourhood 

Development Plan area. Together with the Local Plan, the Neighbourhood Plan will be used for 

deciding planning applications in Long Wittenham within the Plan period from when it is ‘made’ to 

2031. 
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What we want to achieve: The strategy, aim and objectives 

Our overall aim for the Neighbourhood Plan is: 

To enable Long Wittenham to continue to thrive and to provide an outstanding quality of life for 
current and future generations of residents whilst retaining its unique and distinctive character.  

 
Our objectives for the Neighbourhood Plan are: 

 

Our strategy is to combine the community facilities that the parish needs in a community hub on a 

single site. The community hub would include the new school building, pre-school and village hall 

and other much needed community amenities such as sports and community meeting spaces. This 

also offers a solution to traffic congestion because the community hub site will include parking and a 

drop-off zone away from the High Street. 

The community hub will be convenient for pedestrian access by the largest population of young 

families at Saxons Heath/Westfield area and for more families in the new housing on the site itself. 

Improved pedestrian and cycle access along Fieldside, adjacent to the green country side edge of the 

village, will provide safe access for people from the rest of the village to access the facilities as well 

as preserving the views of the Wittenham Clumps from the conservation area.  

Moving the current village hall and school also opens up opportunities for use of those spaces for a 

few more houses in central locations and for a village green that enhances the setting of the War 

Memorial. This would also provide a centrally located outdoor space for community events such as 

May Day, as well as informal play and sporting activities. We also want to take this opportunity to 

preserve and enhance the look and feel of Long Wittenham. 

 

How we will achieve our objectives: the policies 

The Plan contains nine policies which address the land-use elements of the objectives and work 

together as a package to achieve the overall aim and strategy. In a plain English summary, the 

policies (set out in Section 3 of the Neighbourhood Plan) are: 

1. a community hub and housing to meet local needs on the site off the Didcot Road 

2. a list of projects that are priorities for any developer funding 

1. build a community hub and housing to meet local need. The hub would include a new school, 

pre-school, village hall and community facilities (for example a café, community shop or market), 

parking and an all-weather sports ground. 

2. reduce traffic congestion, improve road safety and reduce traffic noise 

3. encourage a more active community 

4. enhance the character and quality of the village including developing a village green and a 

‘buffer zone’ to preserve views of the AONB from the conservation area.  
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3. a requirement for development to include the types and size of housing that will meet local 

needs 

4. design criteria to ensure that new development is in character with the village 

5. a requirement that new development must be within the capacity of parish amenities and have 

good access to adjacent areas and through the site 

6. any development, even small infill on previously developed land, must accord with the design 

criteria 

7. a green buffer to preserve the views out to the Wittenham Clumps (an Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty) from the conservation area and preserve protected species.  

8. a minimum level of parking provision  

9. a village green to enhance the war memorial setting and provide for more community activities. 

View of Wittenham Clumps 

 

 

How we assessed the Plan for sustainability: objectives, alternatives and policies 

Between late January and late June 2016, a sub-group tested the suitability, availability and 

achievability of sites in Long Wittenham, assessed the Plan objectives against sustainability 

objectives, assessed all reasonable alternatives against the same framework of sustainability 

objectives and assessed the Plan policies. 
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The sub-group was made up of four steering group members Peter Rose, Steve Brown, Jean Lisle and 

Barrie Henderson and an external advisor Fiona Mullins from Community First Oxfordshire. The 

assessments were presented to the full steering group for feedback and approval.  

Following each assessment, refinements were made to the Plan as documented in this report. 

Whenever significant changes were made, for example to Plan policies, the sub-group re-tested 

these against the sustainability framework. 

 

How we selected the preferred option, assessed predicted effects and considered 
mitigation  
 
From the sustainability assessment of reasonable alternatives for the community hub plus housing, 

the steering group selected a preferred site. The assessment looked in particular at predicted effects 

on the conservation area and on views of the Wittenham Clumps SAC as this was a major issue 

identified in the sustainability assessment scoping stage, in comments received on the scoping 

report, and in the village character assessment. A preferred number of houses was also identified 

mainly on grounds of providing for the facilities that the community needs while not impacting too 

much on local character and traffic, biodiversity and pollution.  

 

The main mitigation measures identified during the site appraisal were: 

 choice of location (further away from the conservation area is preferable, not interfering 

with the views of the Wittenham Clumps SAC, and not interfering with any important 

archaeological heritage that may be identified in surveys) 

 the design of the housing 

 use of developer contributions to make improvements to pedestrian and cycle ways.  

The main mitigation measures identified during the housing numbers appraisal were: 

 location (further from the conservation area is preferable) 

 sustainable design 

 careful choice of materials and design to reinforce the character of the village. 

 

How we will monitor the Plan 

The steering group developed monitoring indicators for Long Wittenham’s sustainability objectives 

which are set out in table 4.1. These indicators will be discussed with the District Council before the 

Plan is ‘made’. The Neighbourhood Plan also sets out the parish council’s timeframe for reviewing 

the Plan over the period. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Report purpose 

This document is the Environmental Report for the Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Development 

Plan (NP). The Neighbourhood Plan will be a development plan document adopted by South 

Oxfordshire District Council (SODC) and will cover a number of issues relating to the development of 

Long Wittenham in the future.  

 

The purpose of the Environmental Report is to ensure that the principles of sustainable development 

are considered throughout the plan-making process and that the final Plan has considered all 

aspects of economic, social and environmental sustainability in its production. Strategic 

Environmental Assessment is a requirement of the EC Directive on the assessment of the effects of 

certain plans and programmes on the environment (Directive 2001/42/EC) known as the Strategic 

Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive. This is transposed into UK law through the 

Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 which applies to plans with 

significant environmental effects (SEA Regulations). Throughout this document where sustainability 

appraisal is referred to the requirements of SEA Directive have been incorporated. 

1.2 Long Wittenham NDP 

The Plan was initiated by Long Wittenham Parish Council in 2014.   A working party of residents and 

parish councillors was established soon after the area was designated in October 2014 to carry out 

the Neighbourhood Plan process. The Parish Council nominated a core steering group of councillors 

comprising Tom Bowtell, Simon Thompson and Peter Rose. A larger steering committee was 

convened of the above parish councillors and 11 other residents representing interested parties. The 

steering group had advice from South Oxfordshire District Council and professional help from 

Community First Oxfordshire. 

 
The Plan is in general conformity with the strategic policies contained in the development plan for 

the area. South Oxfordshire District Council (SODC) is preparing a new Local Plan referred to as the 

Local Plan 2032, which is scheduled to be adopted in 2017. At the time of drafting this 

environmental report, the development plan in South Oxfordshire consists of: 

• South Oxfordshire Core Strategy (2012) 

• Saved policies of the Local Plan 2011 (2006) 

 

We have taken advice from SODC to ensure consistency with the SODC Core Strategy and that all 

relevant legislation and policies identified as relevant and necessary by SODC have been 

incorporated in the PLAN process. A full review of the policy context was undertaken for the 

Sustainability Appraisal scoping report (www.longwittenham.com) and is recorded in Annex A to 

this report. 

http://www.longwittenham.com/
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The Plan area is shown in Figure 1.2 below. This area does not include the whole parish as it was in 

2015. The south west corner of the parish will be transferred to Didcot Town Council as a result of a 

large housing development and so was excluded from the Plan area. 

 

Figure 1.1 Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Development Plan Area 
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Following this introduction, Chapter 2 explains the methodology for the Sustainability Appraisal, 

Chapter 3 summarises information from the Sustainability Appraisal scoping report, Chapter 4 

documents the assessment of Neighbourhood Plan policies and alternatives, and Chapter 5 sets out 

the monitoring arrangements for the Plan. 

2. Sustainability Appraisal methodology 

2.1 Approach 

On the advice of the planning department at SODC we undertook a Sustainability Appraisal which 

incorporates the requirements for a Strategic Environmental Assessment. While there is no legal 

requirement for a Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) to prepare a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

the steering group chose to do so to ensure that the Plan will contribute to achieving sustainable 

development while meeting the SEA required by the regulations. 

 

The National Planning Practice Guidance suggests a five stage (A-E) approach that an NDP should 

follow in the production of a Strategic Environmental Assessment. These stages can also be applied 

to a Sustainability Appraisal (SA). The relationship of these five SA stages to the stages of the plan 

preparation is shown in Figure 2.1 over the page.  

 

This Environmental Report forms stages B and C of the SEA process. The steps in stage A culminated 

with the Sustainability Appraisal scoping report which is summarised in section 2.2 of this report and 

Appendix 2 Evidence.  
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Figure 2.1 Five stages of Strategic Environmental Appraisal 
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2.2 Summary of Sustainability Appraisal Scoping report 

The Sustainability Appraisal scoping report is available on Long Wittenham’s website. Annex 1 of the 

Sustainability Appraisal scoping report outlined the relevant planning policies that apply to the Plan. 

Annex 2 summarised key messages from the policy context and baseline situation relating to SEA 

issues1: biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material 

assets, cultural heritage including architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the 

interrelationship between the above factors. The body of the scoping report presented local 

evidence in the following sections: 

•  Nature conservation 

•  Landscape and townscape 

•  Air quality and climate factors 

•  Heritage and archaeology 

•  Soils and geology 

•  Water 

•  Human population 

•  Human health 

•  Material assets 

•  Employment and skills 

•  Education 

 

Following consultation, information was added to the evidence base including local heritage, village 

character assessment and archaeology. 

 

The scoping report also documented the steering group’s assessment of the sustainability issues and 

challenges for Long Wittenham, drawing on a SWOT analysis, the policy context and baseline 

evidence. From this the steering group produced a list of Plan sustainability objectives as shown in 

Table 2.1. These were amended following consultation on the scoping report (the underlined 

phrases were added to objectives a) and d). 

 

Table 2.2 Sustainability Objectives 

LWNP sustainability issues and challenges Sustainability objectives 

Environmental  

 Sustainability: the Plan should address 

environmental sustainability issues relating 

to any housing and other development in 

a. To reduce harm to the environment and where 

possible enhance the environment by seeking 

                                                           

1 The full Scoping Report that was submitted for consultation in October 2015 is available on 

www.longwittenham.com. Appendix A to this Environmental Report contains the evidence from this scoping 

state with amendments and additional information that was compiled in response to the comments received. 

 

http://www.longwittenham.com/
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LWNP sustainability issues and challenges Sustainability objectives 

the village including energy conservation, 

carbon emissions, and impacts on soil, 

water and air. 

to minimise pollution of all kinds especially 

water, soil, and air pollution. 

b. To ensure sustainable building practices which 

conserve energy, maximise the proportion of 

energy generated from renewable sources, 

conserve water resources and materials and 

minimise impacts on soil and water. 

c. To assess and minimise the effects of increased 

road traffic from any new development. 

 Flood risk: Areas adjacent to the River 

Thames are prone to flood risk and the 

Plan should ensure that these are not used 

for development. 

d. To reduce the risk of flooding and resulting 

detriment to public well-being, the economy 

and the environment and where possible 

enhance resilience to flooding. 

e. To ensure that the design and location of new 

development is resilient to the effects of 

climate change. 

 Biodiversity: The Plan should aim to 

minimise impact on important local flora 

and fauna. Some areas adjacent to the 

River Thames are national nature 

conservation priority habitats.  

f. To conserve and enhance biodiversity.  

 AONB: Long Wittenham is adjacent to an 

area of AONB: The Plan should ensure that 

any development does not affect houses 

currently overlooking this or block 

important view lines. 

g. To conserve and enhance Long Wittenham’s 

countryside setting and minimise impact on 

sight lines to AONB. 

 Conservation areas: The Plan should 

ensure that any development does not 

have adverse impact on the Long 

Wittenham and Little Wittenham 

conservation areas. 

h. To protect & enhance areas designated for 

their conservation importance.  

i. To ensure that new development is of a high 

quality design and reinforces local 

distinctiveness. 

 Heritage: There are potentially important 

archaeological finds in Long Wittenham. 

The Plan should ensure assessment of 

these before any development is 

approved. 

j. To ensure that new development does not 

irrevocably impact important archaeological 

assets. 

 

Social  

 Suitable housing: The Plan survey 

identified the need for some smaller 

market housing to enable younger people 

to move from the parental home but 

within the village and to enable older 

residents to downsize. The Plan survey 

identified a very small local need for social 

housing. 

k. To help provide existing and future residents 

with the opportunity to live in a decent home 

that is suitable to their needs. 
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LWNP sustainability issues and challenges Sustainability objectives 

 Community facilities: a ‘village hub’ project 

idea emerged from the Community Led 

Plan in 2010/11, Wittenham Vision, that 

could include a new school, village hall and 

shop/café, possibly on one site and a new 

village green behind the war memorial 

should the school be relocated to the hub. 

The idea of a community hub was 

supported by over 70% of respondents to 

the 2015 Plan survey.  

l. Promote the development of new and 

improvement of existing community facilities 

which will contribute to community cohesion 

and improve people’s health and well-being.  

 

 Recreation and health: the survey 

identified strong support for footpath and 

cycle path provision. 

m. Ensure new developments are well connected 

to the village centre and amenities by creating 

new footpaths and/or cycle paths and 

improving existing accessibility. 

n. To ensure that opportunities for additional 

sports facilities are considered in any new 

development. 

 Community involvement: many comments 

in the Plan survey appreciated the 

opportunity for involvement in local 

decisions about development and 

requested additional community input, 

which the Plan can support. 

o. To ensure that the community, 

landowners/developers and key stakeholders 

are involved constructively in the preparation 

of the Neighbourhood Plan. 

 Village identity p. To ensure that the village identity is 

maintained and separate from the Didcot 

settlement. 

Economic  

 General: the survey identified a need for 

the village to continue to grow sustainably, 

attract families, and maintain and enhance 

community facilities, in order to continue 

to thrive economically and socially. 

 

q. To assist in the development of: a strong, 

innovative and knowledge-based economy that 

delivers  high-value-added, sustainable, low-

impact activities; small firms, particularly those 

that maintain and enhance the rural economy; 

and a thriving village economy. 

 Traffic speed and congestion: the traffic 

survey and the Plan survey identified 

significant problems with traffic speed and 

volume through the village at peak times. 

There are potential cumulative impacts on 

road safety, pollution and congestion when 

the Science Vale strategic developments 

are built and as a result of developments in 

Didcot. 

r. To reduce the impact on residents’ lives of the 

volume and speed of traffic and ensure 

continued safety for pedestrians and cyclists. 

s. To ensure adequate parking spaces in village 

areas. 
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In the scoping report, the steering group set out a sustainability assessment framework which is 

reproduced in Table 2.3. This framework has been used throughout the Plan process to test the 

Neighbourhood Plan objectives, reasonable alternatives and policies as reported in Section 3. 

 

Table 2.3 Sustainability Assessment Framework 

Sustainability Appraisal 
Objectives 

Emerging Plan objectives (examples) 
Community hub  Meet local 

housing 
needs 

Cycle path Footpath 

a) pollution      

b) sustainable building      

c) traffic volume      

d) flooding       

e) climate change       

f) biodiversity     

g) AONB       

h) conservation      

i) local character     

j) archaeological     

k) decent home     

l) community facilities     

m) foot/cycle path     

n) sports facilities     

o) community involvement     

p) village identity     

q) thriving economy     

r)  traffic speed/safety     

s) parking     
 

 

   

Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ ?Uncertain 

 

2.3 Consultation 

A draft Sustainability Appraisal scoping report was produced in September 2015 and sent for formal 

consultation to the following statutory bodies: 

 The Environment Agency 

 Natural England 

 Historic England 

 

In addition, the Plan steering group consulted: 

 Neighbouring parish: Clifton Hampden and Burcot 

 Other local stakeholders: Sylva, Pendon Museum, and the Earth Trust 

 Local residents as part of the Plan communications strategy 
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In response to comments from the consultees, some elements were revised and some material 

added to the evidence base for the Plan as summarised in Table 2.4.  

 

Table 2.4 Comments received on SA scoping report 

Commenter 

 

Comment Response 

Pendon Museum  Change ‘Pendon Model Railway 
Museum’ to Pendon Museum.  

Agreed change.  

  P27 Change description of museum 
as stated. 

Agreed change.  

      

Bill Symonds - 
Resident  

Add badminton to activities that 
need travel outside village. 

Agreed change 

  no mention of Bodkins as a material 
village asset. 

No change needed as Bodkins is mentioned. 

      

Richard May - 
Resident  

Disagrees that there is majority in 
favour of path to Clifton Hampden 
based on Witt Vision Survey. 

No change needed - the claim is based on 2015 
survey report which refers to question 19 
which had 88% support.  

  Disagrees that Wittenham Vision 
survey supported a new village hall.   

No change needed - the need for a hall is 
based on the Wittenham Vision action plan 
which clearly states a need to look for new 
Village Hall site. Later on, the plan developed 
into the idea of a village hub. A scoping 
document for this project was carried out by 
00:/ (zero zero) 

  Disagrees with traffic survey results.  No change needed. Official speed survey is the 
basis for the scoping report. However the 
Parish Council continue to look into traffic flow 
as part of the NP 

  Traffic issues should be main priority 
of NP. 

Traffic is an important sustainable objective, 
but specific traffic calming measures may be 
beyond scope of NP.  

Historic England  Section 3.2 Description of landscape 
needs more detail and comment on 
what is particularly valued. 

Agreed change. 

  Section 3.3 Townscape description 
needs more detail about whole 
village. 

Agreed change. 

  Section 3.14 Discuss all features that 
contribute to conservation area and 
reasons for designation  

Agreed change. Conservation information 
extended to cover main features.  

  Section 3.14 Add Pendon Museum as 
material asset and assess impact on 
tourism, employment and other 
social and economic values, if 
applicable. 

Agreed change. Pendon museum added to 
3.13 Material Assets section 
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Commenter 

 

Comment Response 

  Add section on archaeology- 
document both known and 
potentially important sites and 
include map. 

Agreed change. 3.15 Archaeology topic has 
been added. 

Natural England  Section 4.1- add: ‘ensure any 
development does not affect the 
view from AONB as well as toward 
it’.  

Agreed change.  

  Any development proposed should 
have a Landscape and Visual Impact 
Assessment carried out at this stage.  

Noted. No change needed as this is the 
responsibility of the developer. 

Environment 
Agency 

Pleased to see SA identifies areas of 
flooding. The SA should note that the 
‘flood warnings map’ is not the same 
as the more detailed Flood Map for 
planning 

Flood Map for Planning included.  

 The sustainability objectives include: 
minimising pollution, ensuring 
sustainable design and construction, 
reducing risks of flooding, 
development is resilient to effects of 
climate change, conserving and 
enhancing biodiversity. 

No change needed. 

Gladman 
Developments  

They support the Parish Council 
decision to extend the SEA to the 
preparation of an SA. 

No change needed. 

  The SA should be a fundamental part 
of the plan preparation. 

No change needed. 

  The Plan should seek to deliver 
against objectively assessed housing 
needs, it should not be tested against 
a parish survey. 

No change needed: We take note of current 
local plan and 2017 plan in development which 
assesses housing need and currently identifies 
no need in LW.  

  Test all reasonable alternatives to 
development. 

The steering group will develop all reasonable 
alternatives following consultation on the 
scoping report. Findings will be reported in the 
Environmental Report.   

  Providing new housing will stop out 
migration of younger people in last 
10 years and this should be 
monitored. 

No change needed: Level of need for housing 
suitable for younger people identified in 
survey.  

  Important to deliver market and 
affordable housing. 

No change needed - planners have told us that 
40% affordable housing is the requirement.  

  Note positive aspects of new housing. A general NPPF statement on sustainable 
development under Appendix 3 policy context 
and key messages. 

Rephrase Sustainability objectives a) and d) 
‘seek to enhance’. 
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Commenter 

 

Comment Response 

  Fully consider all options for the 
distribution of both housing and 
employment growth. 

No change needed. This will be done in next 
stage using the framework developed in the 
scoping document. 

  They refer us to NPPF para 55 ‘to 
promote sustainable development in 
rural areas where it will enhance or 
maintain the vitality of rural 
communities.’ 

Agreed change. Added to Appendix 3 of 
scoping report – definition of ‘vitality’ 
included.  

 

2.4 Developing and refining alternatives 

Throughout the Plan process, we developed and refined alternatives to meet identified needs to 

fulfil the aim of the Neighbourhood Plan. This then informed the policies in our Neighbourhood Plan.  

Table 2.5 summarises the identified needs. Table 2.6 summarises how our thinking evolved on 

alternatives to meet these needs. 

 

Table 2.5: Identified needs 

1. Construction of a community hub, which was identified during the development of Wittenham 

Vision and endorsed at public meetings and by the village survey in 2015 (74% agreed). 

2. New village hall. This was identified as a need during the development of Wittenham Vision and 

endorsed at public meetings and by the village survey in 2015. 

3. New primary school. This was identified as a need following the development of Wittenham 

Vision and endorsed at public meetings and by the village survey in 2015. Specific deficiencies 

were identified in report by Mouchel in 2010. 

4. Pre-school. This was identified as a new as part of the re-development of the village hall in 

which it is currently situated and to share the community hub site with the new primary school. 

5. Other hub facilities: as part of the village hall development (Wittenham Vision) the need for 

extra meeting space was identified to offer a greater variety of facilities for village organisations 

and endorsed by the 2015 survey. Demands for a shop following closure of the last village shop 

were identified in Wittenham Vision and 2015 survey (34% respondents stated lack of shop one 

of their top three dislikes about living in Long Wittenham). A need for better external sports 

facilities was also identified in the 2015 survey. 

6. Traffic and parking problems. Long standing problems with traffic and parking were raised 

frequently at open meetings over the last 5 years and these issues were confirmed by 

Wittenham Vision and the 2015 survey. (In the 2015 survey 30% respondents had daily 

problems as a result of parking during the school run. 50% identified traffic volume as one of 

their top three dislikes about living in Long Wittenham). 
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7. Village Green: This was first recommended in 2012 as part of ZeroZero work on behalf of 

Wittenham Vision; and suggested as part of the re-development of school site. This idea was 

endorsed at public meetings and subsequently taken on as a Neighbourhood Plan policy by the 

steering group. 

8. Protected green space along Fieldside. This solution was suggested by the steering group in 

response to comments by Historic England about views to and from AONB as well as local 

concerns about endangered species (giant snails and house martins) that inhabit this tract of 

land. 

9. Housing development. Local housing need was identified in the 2015 survey for more smaller 

market properties (71% in survey identified need for smaller/starter homes. 62% of those 

looking to move within the village identified lack of smaller housing as a barrier) in housing 

surveys combined with need for market houses to fund the hub. 

 

Table 2.6: Developing alternatives to meet the identified needs 

 

1. Community hub 

• this idea arose from Wittenham Vision (2010) community led plan for the village with response 

from over 60% adult population 

• the idea to combine village hall with primary school on one site added subsequently because of 

school needs (see below) 

• the pre-school is a feeder to primary school so it is beneficial for it to be adjacent 

• creates a village centre as a focus for the village (we currently lack this) 

• easier access if it is located on a site away from main road 

• see below for justification of the constituent parts of the community hub 

 

2) Village hall 

• the current hall is old and costly to maintain and currently needs a new roof 

• there is only one room which restricts bookings and it is consequently fully booked most of the 

time 

• the current room is not large enough for some activities, e.g.badminton, identified in 2015 

survey 

• there are no facilities in the village for smaller groups 

• the kitchen facilities poor 

• there is limited parking (4 spaces maximum) 

• there are no disabled toilet facilities 

• it does not meet needs/expectations of village as identified in Wittenham Visionand 2015 

survey 

• a new village hall was supported by the 2015 survey 
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3) Primary school 

• the school has excellent results despite poor facilities 

• it is costly to maintain and not environmentally friendly 

• the school hall is too small to accommodate whole school e.g. Dining, performances 

• there are no break out rooms for group work/special needs 

• access to some rooms is via other rooms e.g hall is used as circulation area 

• poor disabled facilities 

• inadequate storage 

• in dequate shower/changing facilities 

• no playing field 

• plans for refurbishment have repeatedly been rejected by Oxfordshire County Council 

• Oxfordshire County Council stated that there are no funds for a new school 

• there is minimal off-street parking which causes high street traffic problems at drop-off and 

pick-up times 

• concern about threat to school roll when new schools built in north east Didcot 

 inadequate facilities for staff. 

 

4) Pre-school 

• the pre-school uses the village hall which restricts use by other groups during the day 

• the hall was not built to accommodate the pre-school so all equipment has to be free standing 

and erected and put away daily resulting in wasted time and effort for staff 

• the pre-school cannot fulfil the government requirement of providing 30 hours per week due to 

restriction on booking the village hall  

• there is no off-street parking which causes high street traffic problems at drop-off and pick-up 

times 

 very limited outside play space. 

 

5) Other hub facilities 

• the village shop closed over ten years ago 

• there have been demands for a shop in village surveys 

• a commercial shop is not viable, but space is required for community market and to provide an 

outlet for local farmers, e.g. Those based at the Earth Trust 

• café facilities to service meetings, tourists to Long Wittenham and to enhance usefulness as 

central meeting place 

• smaller meeting room to accommodate smaller groups, pc meetings and to enable main hall to 

be used simultaneously 

• MUGA. There is no multi use games area available in village to encourage more active 

community. 

• adding these facilities would make the hall more attractive to hire out. 
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6) Traffic and parking problems 

• this issue has been raised by residents in every survey and meeting about village facilities 

• although traffic surveys show the overall traffic flow is not excessive, lack of off street parking, 

chicanes to slow traffic, traffic taking children to and from school and pre-school and large 

events in pubs or village hall lead to severe traffic congestion. The main problem times are early 

morning and mid afternoon 

• moving school pre-school and hall to a site off the main road will alleviate this. 

• resident parking on verges causes damage to verges in the High Street conservation area. 

 

7) Village green 

• this was supported by the village character assessment as it would be in keeping with style of 

open spaces along High Street (conservation area) 

• it will provide opportunities for annual village events, remembrance Sunday, May Day 

• it will provide an open space for games in a central location on the High Street. 

 

8) Protected green space along Fieldside 

• solution to issues raised by residents, Natural England and Historic England 

• residents concerned about potential loss of views from Fieldside to AONB 

• Natural England concerned that any development respects views from AONB into village and 

vice versa 

• Historic England concerned that any development should protect conservation area 

• local habitat for protected species – house martins and giant snails 

• protects ancient headland (raised land as a result of ridge and furrow ploughing by horse drawn 

ploughs). 

 

9) Housing development 

• need for smaller market housing which is currently less available in village identified from 2015 

survey 

• provide smaller housing for first time buyers/ older downsizers, enabling them to remain in the 

village 

• need for housing development to fund community hub 

• Oxfordshire County Council welcome new school but will not provide any finance 

• grants are available to the parish council to fund village hall but these can only be applied for 

after planning permission achieved. 

 

The steering group met in late November 2015 to discuss the Plan aims and objectives in the light of 

the scoping report findings and consultation responses. Further work was then done to clarify the 

objectives. A sub-group of four members of the steering group assessed the Plan aims and objectives 

against the Sustainability Appraisal framework, with Community First Oxfordshire as external 
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advisor.  This process enabled the steering group to check whether the emerging Plan objectives 

were the best possible ones for sustainability.   

 

The steering group held an open meeting for the village on 23 February 2016 which was attended by 

48 residents. We presented the work to date on the Plan aim and objectives and received feedback 

during discussion which led to further discussion and refinement of the aim and objectives.  

 

The sustainability objectives served as prompts for questions and discussion about sustainability and 

the sustainability appraisal framework enabled the sub-group to compare the effects of alternative 

options. The sub-group carried out an initial assessment of sites to check their feasibility, drawing on 

earlier work that the Parish Council had commissioned in 2012 to assess all available sites in the 

village and updating this with more recent information.2 The sub-group then used the Sustainability 

Appraisal framework to test the sustainability effects of all reasonable alternatives including sites, 

different quantities of housing development, different strategic options for achieving the community 

hub objective, and the draft Plan policies. 

 

Following this, the steering group drew up initial ideas for Plan policies to meet the draft objectives 

in ‘plain English’. We commissioned a planning expert to draft the policies in language appropriate 

for a Plan in order to ensure that they would be likely to deliver the results that were intended by 

the community. We tested draft Plan policies using the Sustainability Appraisal Framework (reported 

in Section 3), predicted significant sustainability effects, assessed effects, and considered ways to 

mitigate or maximise effects. Finally, the steering group identified preferred options/sites and 

proposed measures to monitor effects (Section 4).  

2.5 Problems faced  

Throughout the Plan process a number of problems were identified and taken into account by the 

steering group: 

1. Concerns that village has been surveyed too often in recent years and that engagement will 

be difficult. Our response was recognition of the need for good communication with the 

village through newsletters the website and events. 

2. An issue was raised by a village newcomer at an open meeting 15 May 2015 that the survey 

assumed the village wanted to relocate school and hall. Our response was that work in five 

years prior to the Plan had demonstrated that this project was a village priority, but we 

accepted that anyone moving to the village since this decision was not party to the previous 

work. In consequence an explanatory paragraph was inserted in the survey. 

3. Scepticism among some village residents that the plan would not fulfil its aim. This related to 

lack of progress in some of the Wittenham Vision aims. 

                                                           

2 Long Wittenham Feasibility Study: Final Feasibility Study of Sites 6th July 2012 
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4. Concerns that any development would exacerbate traffic problems. The Parish council 

commissioned a traffic survey in Spring 2014 which provides a basis for assessing this, but it 

does not show a particular worsening of traffic between 2001 and 2011. The steering group 

considers that the depth of concern expressed still makes this an issue requiring 

consideration in the Plan.  

5. Lack of clarity on what we meant by ‘thriving’. The steering committee felt that a sustainable 

thriving village required ‘a good turnover of residents without depopulation, a broad 

demographic mix of ages, presence of a school, presence of a range of clubs and activities 

and a well-used village hall’. The most common observations from the survey relating to 

‘vitality’ were that the village was quiet, peaceful and friendly with good activities but 

acknowledging the need for reduced traffic, a shop and better parking. 

6. Concerns that any discussion about the need for a new school would cause anxiety amongst 

current parents about the current school site. Our response was to review and assess all the 

spatial options for the hub including ‘do nothing’ as reported in Section 3. 
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3. Assessment of Neighbourhood Plan 

policies and alternatives  

3.1 Introduction 

This section sets out the how the Plan steering group assessed the Plan aim, objectives, site options, 

alternatives and policies. 

3.2 Background 

Long Wittenham has an active community which has been discussing its development needs over 

many years. This has included community-led planning of which the most recent was Wittenham 

Vision published in 2011. Wittenham Vision identified a range of action points: 

• Improve village appearance  

• Relocate and build a village hall  

• Improve outdoor play areas 

• Consider options to provide a village shop 

• Build a footpath/cycle path to Clifton Hampden 

• Increase community activity 

• Improve traffic flow and parking 

 

A lot of work was done to try to progress the relocation of the village hall, development of a village 

shop and establishing a path to Clifton Hampden. These actions have not yet been achieved, but a 

community hub project idea emerged that would include a new school, pre-school, village hall and 

shop/café, possibly on one site. The Parish Council commissioned a feasibility study of the 

community hub project. This identified potential locations within the village for the hub and looked 

at ways the project might be funded, mainly through the development of the existing school and 

village hall land for housing and building additional housing together with the new village hub. This 

was the background to the Parish Council’s decision in 2014 to carry out a Neighbourhood Plan. 

3.3 Aim and objectives 

The Plan steering group met in November 2015 to discuss aims and objectives for the Plan in light of 

the evidence gathered in the scoping stage. These were refined over the following 6 months as 

steering group discussions about Plan continued and in response to feedback from village meetings. 

 

Our overall aim for the Neighbourhood Plan is: 

To enable Long Wittenham to continue to thrive and to provide an outstanding quality of life for 

current and future generations of residents whilst retaining its unique and distinctive character.  

This overall aim is compatible with all of Long Wittenham’s sustainability objectives. 
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We then derived a set of objectives for the Plan, which were refined by the steering group taking 

into account feedback from village meetings: 

 

Table 3.1 lists the draft Plan objectives in full together with commentary on the thinking that went 

into deriving them and refers to the evidence base that supports them. The results of testing these 

objectives against the sustainability objectives are shown in Table 3.2. 

 

 

5. build a community hub and housing to meet local need. The hub would include a new school, 

pre-school, village hall and community facilities (for example a café, community shop or market), 

parking and an all-weather sports ground. 

6. reduce traffic congestion, improve road safety and reduce traffic noise 

7. encourage a more active community 

8. enhance the character and quality of the village including developing a village green and a 

‘buffer zone’ to preserve views of the AONB from the conservation area.  



 
 

Table 3.1 : Plan objectives 

Objectives Commentary Evidence 

1: Allocate land for a 
community hub and 
housing. 

Our ideal would be to have a village hub on a single site, which would 
include a new school, pre-school, village hall, meeting room, café, shop, 
parking, an all-weather sports ground, and some housing. People in the 
village would like a facility that is centrally located, can provide a wider 
range of uses and has more parking. 

The current village hall is much loved by its users but requires extensive and 
costly repairs.  

New development cannot be sustained without improved facilities.  Lack of 
parking for the school and the village hall causes congestion in the High 
Street, the school has limited outdoor facilities and a temporary classroom, 
and the pre-school needs a permanent home rather than a pre-school in the 
village hall where it has to clear away equipment at the end of each session 
and competes for the space with other community uses.  

We want to allow for some additional housing to meet local needs with a 
locally appropriate dwelling mix: more smaller dwellings, starter homes, a 
few affordable homes.  There could be justification for some new 
development if significant benefits to the community outweigh the impact 
of development.   

Community Led Plan Wittenham Vision: ‘Build 
a new, larger community facility with parking 
and a central location’. 

Following publication of Wittenham Vision in 
2011, discussions with the school head teacher 
and chair of Governors brought up the 
possibility for a new school building linked with 
community facilities. If these could be 
incorporated on one site this would provide a 
long term sustainable future for the village. 

Plan survey:  

 72% agree with building a community hub on 
Site 1, 74% agree with building a community 
hub on site 2 

 53% agree with building 30-40 new homes to 
finance the new community hub 

 Top 3 types of homes that Long Wittenham 
needs:  Smaller/starter homes 71%; Family 
homes 51%; Affordable housing 48% 

 The Plan SWOT analysis identified as 
weaknesses: ‘Limitations on 
accommodation/ facilities for new groups 
starting in the village’, and ‘Village Hall is 
limited in scope and expensive to maintain’, 
‘School is small by modern standards and 
lacks outdoor facilities, including sufficient 
car parking.’ 
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Objectives Commentary Evidence 

 The inadequate capacity at the school and 
lack of community facilities were major 
issues at all of the Plan open meetings. 

2: Reduce traffic 
congestion, improve 
road safety and reduce 
noise. 

With the new school, we want to ensure safe pedestrian access for children 
to get to school by ensuring there is a safe pedestrian crossing over the 
Didcot Road, and improving footpaths. We also want to minimise the impact 
of the hub and housing on traffic congestion and noise ie minimise the 
quantity and flow at peak times.  

When the hub is built we can expect the congestion and noise at school 
drop-off and collection times and when the hall is in use by big groups such 
as Lunch Club or the WI. As well as that most children that attend our school 
but live outside the village tend to enter the village from the south. In 
designing the hub we will ensure there is sufficient parking in the new 
development for both the hub and houses so drop-off drivers will not need 
to go further into the village than the 30 speed limit sign.  

We expect that moving the school to a site with off street parking will more 
than compensate for the small amount of traffic generated by new housing. 
As part of the new development there will be new footpaths, upgrades of 
existing footpaths and a safe crossing point (probably zebra crossing) across 
the Didcot Road to ensure it is possible to walk to the hub safely from 
anywhere in the village. A roundabout opposite Saxons Heath providing 
access to the hub would also slow traffic driving into the village.  

Community Led Plan Wittenham Vision: 
‘Identify and implement further actions to 
improve traffic and parking in the village’. 
Plan survey:  

 96% support efforts to lobby for a new road 
bridge 

 75% supported improved traffic calming 

Traffic issues were a major theme at all of the 
Plan open meetings eg 23 Feb 2016. 

The Plan SWOT analysis identified as 
weaknesses ‘Traffic:  congestion, speed, rat 
run’, ‘Dangerous junctions’, ‘Dangerous cycling 
and walking’ and as Threats ‘Increased traffic 
through the village from local towns'  housing  
developments’, ‘NE Didcot development, 
traffic, threat to community facilities’ 

3: Encourage a more 
active community. 

Proposals that have been put forward include a circular footpath, a safe off 
road cycle route to Clifton Hampden and an all-weather court on the village 
hub site, badminton in the hall, and enhanced footpaths within the village 
especially to help children and parents walking to school. 

Plan survey :  

 91% said yes:  Do you support the creation of 
a link from Long Wittenham to the Thames 
Path by opening up a footpath over the 
weir? 
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Objectives Commentary Evidence 

A specific route has been identified for a circular footpath linking Long 
Wittenham to the Thames Path by opening up a footpath over the weir 
across the island. 

At a steering group meeting on 6 January 2016 it was decided that ‘The cycle 
track to Clifton Hampden has its own funding streams. Therefore this could 
be subsumed into a single objective of completing the circular path across 
the weir.’ This objective aims to increase recreational (rather than sporting) 
opportunities available in the village. There are no current proposals that 
will directly compete with village or neighbouring sports facilities. 

The main part of this objective to promote the development of the circular 
foot/cycle path from the village to Clifton Hampden and back along the 
Thames and across the weir. This would include the cycle path to Clifton 
Hampden which is being developed as part of the Science Vale project by 
Oxfordshire County Council. A larger hall space would also enable 
badminton or other indoor activities. Space will be allocated on the hub site 
to enable an all-weather court to be built in the future. 

 88% support creating a new cycle/ footpath 
between Long Wittenham and Clifton 
Hampden 

4: Enhance the character 
and quality of the village 

We would like to make provision for a village green at a central location such 
as including it in the re-development of the school site.  The original village 
green is now part of the grounds of the Manor behind the existing school 
and is in private ownership. If the school and pre-school are provided for 
elsewhere it will become available for redevelopment. The site is central on 
High street, next to war memorial which could be incorporated into the 
village green, and has support from residents attending village meetings on 
the Neighbourhood Plan.  

The site of the existing school occupies a prominent and sensitive position 
within the village.  Release of the site for other uses is only considered as a 
part of a wider scheme to deliver the community hub including a new 
school.   

SG meeting 24 November 2015 ‘Create a new 
village green’ came up as part of a brainstorm 
about Plan objectives. 

An Plan open meeting 23 Feb 2016 endorsed 
this as an objective for the Plan. 
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Objectives Commentary Evidence 

When the school site is developed we would like to develop a small village 
green on the High Street as a central green space. This will also enhance the 
High Street and conservation area and was a popular proposal in previous 
consultations. 

 Advice from Historic England and Natural England led us to carry out a 
character assessment of the village. Particular concerns raised by the 
statutory consultees related to views to and from the AONB and impacts on 
the conservation area. Village meetings supported the idea of a green 
‘buffer’ zone along the southern edge of Fieldside, in order to preserve the 
countryside aspect and views by pedestrians and residents to the 
Wittenham Clumps (AONB and SAC). 

Village character assessment. 

 At steering group meetings, we discussed the importance of improving the 
visual appearance of the High Street, including provision of off-road parking 
and another car park (at the village hub).  

Strong feelings were expressed at the 23 February 2016 meeting about 
parking on grass verges in the High Street leading to an unsightly 
appearance and reduced pedestrian access. Major improvements to the 
High Street are unlikely to get funding now due to the new river crossing. 
However, the plan will enable us to look at simple improvements quickly.  

At a steering group meeting on 6th Jan 2016 it 
was decided ‘… to have an objective to 
enhance the townscape of the High St, focusing 
on off road parking and footpaths.’ 

An Plan open meeting 23 February 2016 
endorsed this as an objective for the Plan. 

 

 



 
 

3.3 Assessment of alternatives 

Introduction 

Between late January and late June 2016, a sub-group tested the suitability, availability and 

achievability of sites in Long Wittenham. The sub group also assessed the Plan objectives against the 

Sustainability Objectives set out in the Sustainability Appraisal scoping report and assessed all 

reasonable alternatives against the same framework of sustainability objectives. 

The sub-group was made up of four steering group members Peter Rose, Steve Brown, Jean Lisle and 

Barrie Henderson and an external advisor Fiona Mullins from Community First Oxfordshire. The 

assessments were presented to the full steering group for feedback. 

The following sections document this process: 

1. Feasibility of site options 

2. Sustainability of Plan objectives 

3. Sustainability of reasonable alternatives 

4. Sustainability of Plan policies 

 

Sub-group site assessment meeting 28 Jan 2016 

 

Sub-group SA testing meeting 1 March 2016 
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Throughout these assessments, a traffic light approach the following approach has been used to 

score options and alternatives: 

• red indicates option performs poorly against the criteria, insurmountable constraints;  

 amber indicates performance is average against the criteria or there are some constraints 

but they can be mitigated;  

 light green indicates that the option performs positively against the criteria. 

 dark green indicates that the option is as beneficial as possible for the criteria. 

 grey indicates neutral 

 white indicates insufficient information 

3.4 Feasibility of site options  

The site feasibility assessment included all potential sites known to the steering group. The South 

Oxfordshire SHLAA update in 2013 did not identify any of these sites as Long Wittenham is a smaller 

village and is not considered a sustainable location for additional housing.  

Figure 3.2: All potential sites 

 

Notes about the sites: 

Site 1  vacant agricultural land at the corner of Fieldside and the Didcot Road 
Site 2a  vacant agricultural land off the Didcot Road, within the village curtilage 
Site 2b vacant agricultural land off the Didcot Road, outside the village curtilage 
Site 3  vacant agricultural land off Fieldside 
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Site 3a  vacant agricultural land off Saxons Heath 
Site 4 vacant agricultural land by the Thames 
Site 5  current sports ground (the sports facilities would need to be relocated) 
Site 6  existing school 
Site 7  existing village hall 
 

Sites 1, 2, 3, 3a, and 5 were all assessed by the sub-group for their potential to house a community 

hub. Most of these sites had been examined for their potential for a village hall in 2012. Landowners 

were invited in the Plan survey to submit any sites. Site 3a was included following discussions with 

the landowner during the Plan process. The inclusion of sites 4 and 6 was specifically for their 

potential to deliver specific objectives: a small amount of housing to help deliver the community 

hub; and a village green. These sites will both potentially become available following construction of 

a community hub on a single site providing for the village hall, school and pre-school. 

The site feasibility criteria used for the assessment were based on a 2012 assessment by 00:/ 

amended following discussions with the District Council with the addition of significant issues 

relating to site suitability from the Plan survey and SWOT assessment (recorded in the Annex A). A 

sub-group met in January 2016 to discuss all of the information available about these sites, including 

some updated information from the original assessment.3 The criteria are summarised in Table 3.2. 

Table 3.3: Site feasibility criteria 

Criteria Explanation 

Highway/access issues SWOT analysis 

Opportunities such as better 
crossing facilities, opportunity to 
create the hub 

SWOT analysis 

Impact on open space proximity to 
sensitive landscape features (AONB 
& river) 

SWOT analysis 

Impact on footpath network SWOT analysis 

Impact on the village setting SWOT analysis 

Impact on the conservation area SWOT analysis 

Sensitive views into or out of the 
site 

Natural England comment on scoping report 

Size Approximate area in Hectares. 
Will the site meet the requirements of development: 
- School and Grounds = 0.6 HA 
- community hub = 0.1 HA 
- plus housing  

Availability Possible to purchase site? 
 

Affordability Will the site be affordable? 
 

                                                           

3 The group was made up of steering group members: Peter Rose, Steve Brown, Jean Lisle, Barry Henderson 
and independent advisor F Mullins from Community First Oxfordshire. 



Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Development Plan 

32 
 

Criteria Explanation 

Location How location relates to the centre of the village – whether 
geographically within spread of dwellings or on the main 
street, High Street. 

Visibility How visible the site and any future development would be 
from the roads. 
How visible the site and any future development would be for 
pedestrians in the village. 

Accessibility How accessible by car and what works would be required to 
make accessibility acceptable. 
How accessible by foot and what works would be required to 
make accessibility acceptable. 

Planning risk Risk of not obtaining planning permission in relation to 
relevant planning policy and consultation with the planning 
officer. 

Flood risk Risk of flooding with relation to South Oxfordshire District 
Council & Vale of White Horse District Council Strategic Flood 
Risk Assessment. 

Archaeological Archaeological finds or potential of finds which would affect 
the development of site. Risk relates to archaeological finds 
stopping development, and impacting timescales and cost. 
Any development would require an archaeological 
investigation; however, certain sites would require higher 
level of investigations. 

Ground conditions Conditions that would prohibit development. 
 

Flora and Fauna Flora and fauna conditions that would affect development. 
 

Existing utilities Utilities (electricity, gas, telecoms, water etc) conditions that 
would affect development. Both positive, such as in place, and 
negative, such as needing to move or beyond existing 
capacity. 

Potential for further enabling 
development 

Potential for school and community hub plus enabling housing 
development. 

 

A description and details of each site is provided in Appendix 3. 

Table 3.4 summarises the site feasibility assessment.  
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Table 3.4: Site feasibility assessment 

Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ n/a  

Site options: Site 1 Site 2a Site 2b Site 3a Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 

Highway/access issues        

Opportunities such as better crossing facilities, hub        

Impact on open space / Proximity to sensitive landscape features        

Impact on footpath network        

Impact on the village setting        

Impact on the conservation area        

Sensitive views into or out of site        

Size 1.5 ha 2.5 ha 2ha 2.5 ha + 0.97 ha 2.6ha 1.5ha 

Availability        

Affordability        

Location        

Visibility (by car, or pedestrian)        

Accessibility (car or pedestrian)        

Planning risk        

Flood risk        

Archaeological        

Ground conditions        

Flora and Fauna        

Existing utilities        

Potential for further enabling development        



 
 

Site options: Site 6  
(The School) 

For about 6 
houses and a 
village green 

Site 7  
(Village Hall) 

For a couple of 
houses 

Highway/access issues   

Opportunities such as better crossing facilities, hub   

Impact on open space Proximity to sensitive landscape features   

Impact on footpath network n/a n/a 

Impact on the village setting   

Impact on the conservation area   

Sensitive views into or out of the site   

Size   

Availability   

Affordability   

Location   

Visibility (by car, or pedestrian)   

Accessibility (by car, or pedestrian)   

Planning risk   

Flood risk   

Archaeological   

Ground conditions   

Flora and Fauna   

Existing utilities   

Potential for further enabling development   

 

Conclusion: 

From this feasibility assessment, the sub-group concluded that the feasible options for the 

community hub plus housing would be either Site 2a, or a combination of Site 2a and Site 1. These 

reasonable alternatives for Objective 1 are assessed in Section 3.6. 
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3.5 Sustainability of Neighbourhood Plan objectives 

A sustainability assessment of these objectives was carried out by a sub-group on 1 March 

2016 and refined on 25 May and again on 30 June as the objectives were refined in 

response to feedback. The sustainability objectives used for the assessment are defined in 

full in Section 2.2 Table 2.1. 

Table 3.5: Sustainability assessment of Plan objectives  

Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ n/a  

NP Objective: Objective 1  
hub plus houses 

Objective 2 
Traffic  

Objective 3  
Active 
community  

Objective 4 Village 
character* 

SA objective:     

a) pollution Short term neutral, 
long term beneficial 

   

b) sustainable building  n/a n/a n/a 

c) traffic volume Depends on location    

d) flooding could improve eg pond n/a n/a n/a 

e) climate change  n/a n/a n/a 

f) biodiversity mitigate eg hedges n/a eg hedges  

g) AONB  n/a  Green buffer, site 
location, design 

h) conservation depends on location  n/a  

i) local character depends on design  n/a  

j) archaeological Mitigate eg don’t build 
on sensitive areas 

n/a n/a n/a 

k) decent home  n/a n/a n/a 

l) community facilities  n/a   

m) foot/cycle path  n/a  n/a 

n) sports facilities  n/a  n/a 

o) community involvement     

p) village identity     

q) thriving economy     

r)  traffic speed/safety    Improved parking 

s) parking   n/a  

*Objective 4 is to enhance quality of village and this includes village green, High Street streetscape 

and protecting views to and from AONB. 
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3.6 Sustainability of reasonable alternatives 

The reasonable alternatives tested were: strategic options for the community hub, the 

feasible site options for the community hub, and different numbers of housing. 

Strategic options 

The steering group developed options in response to comments at an open meeting that all 

alternatives needed to be considered including retaining the existing facilities.  

1. Do nothing 

2. Refurbish and extend village hall 

3. Refurbish village hall and school on present sites 

4. Revised plan for Site 1 (proposed by developer) 

5. Site 1 and site 2a developed (either together or in phases) 

6. Site 2a community hub and cross funding housing all on one site 

These options were then considered by the Parish Council on 21 April 2016. The Parish Council 

minuted: ‘There have been two public meetings recently; the first outlined our current objectives. 

The second was held to address concerns from some residents that there had not been enough time 

at the first meeting for discussion about the proposals and that no alternative proposals were 

presented. This request triggered development of an ‘Options’ document, which assessed all options 

available from doing nothing to achieving all our current objectives. This was presented at the 

meeting and discussed in detail by the steering group at their recent meeting. It was agreed this was 

a useful exercise to go through and both meetings endorsed the current preferred option to select 

site 2a as the preferred site and to proceed with plans to achieve all objectives including a school, 

pre-school, hall and houses to fund this on a single site. Details of the discussions held at the second 

public meeting are available on the website.’ 

Sub-group SA testing the reasonable alternatives 25 May 2016 

 

 

 



 
 

Table 3.6: assessment of strategic options 
Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ n/a  

community hub 
options: 

Refer to Steve’s paper  
 

SA objective: 

1. Do nothing 2. Refurbish  and 
extend village hall 

3. Refurbish hall and 
school on present 
sites 

4. Site 1  5. Site 1 and site 
2a  

6.  Site 2a 

a) pollution       

b) sustainable building       

c) traffic volume       

d) flooding       

e) climate change       

f) biodiversity       

g) AONB       

h) conservation       

i) local character       

j) archaeological       

k) decent home       

l) community facilities       

m) foot/cycle path       

n) sports facilities       

o) community 
involvement 

      

p) village identity       

q) thriving economy       

r)  traffic speed/safety       

s) parking       

 Summary 
 
 
 

Worst option Neutral but parking 
not addressed 

Neutral but parking not 
addressed 

Site is too small, 
performs less well on 
SA testing 
comp[leteness 

Options 5 and 6 are the preferred strategic 
options 
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community hub 
options: 

Refer to Steve’s paper  
 

SA objective: 

1. Do nothing 2. Refurbish  and 
extend village hall 

3. Refurbish hall and 
school on present 
sites 

4. Site 1  5. Site 1 and site 
2a  

6.  Site 2a 

Notes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The ‘do nothing’ 
option sets up a 
continued 
deteriorating 
situation with 
state of buildings 
worsening and 
increasing traffic 
problems 
expected over 
time as more 
development 
occurs 
elsewhere. 

Parking and 
congestion in the 
High Street would 
be worse because of 
greater use of the 
village hall. 

Parking and congestion 
in the High Street 
would be worse 
because of greater use 
of the village hall. 

Assumes whole site is 
available (green buffer 
policy was added later 
as mitigation of 
conservation area and 
AONB impacts). On its 
own this site is not 
viable for the entire 
community hub project 
so there is not a direct 
comparison of option 4 
with 5 and 6. 

Community facilities 
and community 
involvement are 
affected by the pre-
school and village hall 
being at opposite ends 
of the village from the 
school.  

Building management 
across different sites 
would be more 
complex for 
volunteers. (eg 
hall/pre-school on one 
site and school on 
another) 

In addition to 
Objective 1 (hub + 
housing) this option 
will achieve village 
green on the old 
school site. 

In addition to 
Objective 1 (hub + 
housing) this option 
will achieve village 
green on the old 
school site. 
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community hub 
options: 

Refer to Steve’s paper  
 

SA objective: 

1. Do nothing 2. Refurbish  and 
extend village hall 

3. Refurbish hall and 
school on present 
sites 

4. Site 1  5. Site 1 and site 
2a  

6.  Site 2a 

Score for i) assumes 
local character is well 
supported by design. 

Access will be very 
close to bend in the 
road, safety issue. 



 
 

Sites: reasonable alternatives 

The site alternatives assessed are those that emerged as feasible for Objective 1 (community hub) 

following the site assessment, which is either Site 2a on its own, or a combination of Site 2a plus Site 

1.  

Objective 4 (village character) also requires a site allocation but there is only 1 feasible site (ie Site 6 

which is where the War Memorial is located and which only becomes available if the school is 

moved.  

The sustainability objectives used in the assessment are as defined in Section 2.2. As part of this 

assessment, the sub-group discussed predicted effects and possible mitigation needed for each 

criteria and these are noted in the table.  

Table 3.7: Sustainability assessment of site alternatives. 

Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ n/a  

 

Site alternatives: Site 2a Site 1+ 2a 

SA objective: 
a) pollution   

b) sustainable building   

c) traffic volume Moving the school and pre 
school. 
Some traffic to the site but 
huge reduction in rest of village 
at peak times. 

Moving the school and pre school 
Some traffic to the site but huge 
reduction in rest of village at peak 
times. 

d) flooding assume sustainable drainage 
SUDs. 

assume sustainable drainage SUDs. 

e) climate change Traffic CO2 should reduce 
Sustainable design could 
address issues. 

Traffic CO2 should reduce 
Sustainable design could address 
issues. 

f) biodiversity Agricultural, no trees 
Landscaping could enhance eg 
balancing pond for drainage. 

Agricultural, no trees 
Landscaping could enhance eg 
balancing pond. 

g) AONB No obstruction of view from 
conservation area. 

Obstructs view of clumps from 
conservation area. 

h) conservation  Site 1 borders the conservation 
area. 

i) local character with careful choice of materials 
and design we can reinforce the 
character of the village. 

with careful choice of materials and 
design we can reinforce the 
character of the village. 

j) archaeological survey needed prior to building survey needed prior to building 

k) decent home   

l) community facilities   

m) foot/cycle path Would lead to improvements to 
foot and cycle paths within the 
village. 

Would lead to improvements to foot 
and cycle paths within the village. 

n) sports facilities   

o) community involvement   

p) village identity if we lose the school we lose a 
degree of village identify. 

if we lose the school we lose a 
degree of village identity. 
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Site alternatives: Site 2a Site 1+ 2a 

SA objective: 
q) thriving economy   

r)  traffic speed/safety   

s) parking   

Summary - Archaeological survey 
needed 

- Mitigation required for 
obstruction of view of the 
AONB and Wittenham Clumps 
from the conservation area. 

- Archaeological survey needed. 
- Neither the landowner of site 

2a nor the developer of Site 1 
were amenable to a joint 
approach to both sites. 

- There is no need for both sites 
to achieve the objective  

- Village meetings showed a 
concern that the number of 
houses would exceed the 
limited infrastructure capacity 
of the village if the sites were 
combined. 

 

Conclusion: The preferred reasonable alternative is Site 2a 

 

Figure 3.8: Preferred site 
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Housing numbers: reasonable alternatives 

An assessment if the sustainability of different quantities of housing development was 

carried out by a sub-group on 1 March 2016. There is no housing allocated to Long 

Wittenham in the SODC core strategy. At the time of this assessment we did not know that 

the emerging Local Plan is likely include to 5% development for smaller villages. As at the 

census 2011 Long Wittenham had 324 homes so a 5% increases suggests we would expect 

16 additional dwellings in the Local Plan period. The housing alternatives that we assessed 

included those that the community was consulted on in the Plan 2015 survey, but extended 

beyond these to ensure that all reasonable alternatives have been considered. The 

sustainability objectives are as defined in Table 2.1. The sub-group also discussed predicted 

effects and mitigation needed for each criteria as noted in the table. 

Table 3.9: Sustainability assessment of housing numbers ‘reasonable alternatives’  

Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ n/a  

Housing numbers 
alternatives: 

0-15 16-30 31-45 46-60 61-75 notes 

SA objective:       

a) pollution       

b) sustainable 
building 

     Depends on design 

c) traffic volume       

d) flooding      Depends on location 
 

e) climate change      Depends on location 

f) biodiversity      Depends on location 
 

g) AONB      Depends on location 
 

h) conservation      Depends on location 

i) local character      Depends on location 

j) archaeological      Unknown – studies needed 

k) decent home      Approx 20 homes of specific 
sizes/types identified in survey 

l) community 
facilities 

      

m) foot/cycle path      Developer contributions could be 
used to improve 

n) sports facilities       

o) community 
involvement 

n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a  

p) village identity       

q) thriving economy       

r)  traffic 
speed/safety 

      

s) parking      All new homes must have adequate 
parking 

 

Conclusion: 
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The housing alternative (numbers of new homes) that performs best against the 

sustainability objectives is 31-45 homes. 

 

3.7 Sustainability of Neighbourhood Plan policies 

Policies were drafted in plain English by a sub-group. David Potter (planning consultant) helped the 

group to turn these into planning policies. South Oxfordshire District Council provided feedback on 

the draft policies. 

The Neighbourhood Plan policies were tested by the sub-group on 25 May then once the policies 

had been further refined they were re-tested on 28 June. The policy text used in the testing process 

is set out in Table 3.10. 

Table 3.10: Policy text 

Policy  Policy text  

LW1 – Community 
hub plus housing  

Land is allocated for housing of a suitable number to meet locally identified needs and 
enable a community hub to be funded on the site identified on the proposals map as 
Site 2a. The number of homes will be subject to a viability assessment. 

Within site 2a provision will be made for a community hub which will comprise a new 
primary school with adjoining pre-school, village hall, meeting and community 
facilities (eg café, community shop), parking and an all-weather sports ground or as 
otherwise set out in the indicative masterplan. 

LW2 – CIL Community Infrastructure Levy contributions from development will be used for the 
benefit of the community including the priority projects listed in the projects list 
appended to the Neighbourhood Plan.  

LW3 – Dwelling 
Mix 

Proposals for new development will only be supported where they provide for a mix 
of dwelling types and sizes to reflect the needs of current and future households in 
Long Wittenham taking into account surveys of local housing need. 

LW4 – Design Proposals for new development will only be supported where these: 

a) Conform to the South Oxfordshire Design Guide. 
b) Respect the character of the immediate area as defined in the Character 

Assessment set out at Annex x and the character, historic and natural assets 
of the village 

c) Respect views into and out of the village, reinforce local distinctiveness and 
sense of place and have sensitivity to preserving the views to and from the 
AONB. 

d) Respect and enhance existing patterns of development. 
e) Reflect the materials, scale and architectural rhythm of the immediate area 

and character of the village as a whole.  

LW5 – Supporting 
infrastructure and 
access 

Proposals for new residential development should be in accord with Policy LW4 
(Design) and will need to demonstrate that sufficient infrastructure exists or can be 
provided to support the development. Provision should be made for access to 
adjacent areas and good access routes through the site itself. 
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Policy  Policy text  

LW6 – PDL Proposals for housing development on previously developed land will only be 
supported where these are in accord with Policy LW4 (Design). 

LW7 – Green 
buffer 

Proposals for the redevelopment of sites to the south of Fieldside (the green corridor 
marked on the proposals map) will only be supported where these: 

 Provide an informal community green space of at least 20 metres between 
Fieldside and any new buildings; 

 Respect the conservation area setting and its surroundings; 

 Protect the view lines from the conservation area to the AONB; and 

 Protect at risk species habitats identified in the evidence base (ref page in Env 
Report) 

LW8 – Parking 
provision 

Residential parking proposals for new residential development will only be permitted 
where it can be demonstrated that off-street parking provision is adequate. A 
minimum standard is set at one space per dwelling for a one bedroom unit and two 
spaces per dwelling for 2 bedroom plus dwellings.  This does not preclude a higher 
level of provision.   

LW9 – Village 
Green 

Proposals for the redevelopment of the school site (Site 6 on the proposals map) will 
only be supported where these: 

 Respect the important open frontage of the site; 

 Respect the setting of the site and its surroundings; and 

 Incorporate an informal community space or village green on the road frontage 
which makes up at least 40% of the total site. 

 



 
 

Table 3.11: Sustainability Assessment of Neighbourhood Plan policies 

Key Pos+ Pos Neutral Neg Neg+ n/a  

NP policies  
Pre-submission 

SA objective 

LW 1 
hub+housing 

LW2 CIL LW3Dwelling 
Mix 

LW4 Design LW5 
Supporting 
infrastructure 
and access 

LW6 
Development 
on prev. dev. 
land 

LW7 
Green 
buffer 

LW8 
Parking 
provision 

LW9 
Village 
green 

a) pollution          

b) sustainable building  

 

        

c) traffic volume  

 

    

 

    

d) flooding          

e) climate change  

 

        

f) biodiversity  

 

        

g) AONB          

h) conservation     

 

  

 

   

 
i) local character  

 

  

 

 

 

  

 

  

 

 

 
j) archaeological          

k) decent home  

 

  

 

 

 

  

 

   

l) community facilities  

 

    

 

    

 
m) foot/cycle path  

 

    

 

    

n) sports facilities  

 

        

 
o) community 
involvement 

 

 

    

 

    

 
p) village identity  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 
q) thriving economy  

 

        

r)  traffic speed/safety  

 

        

s) parking  
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NP policies  
Pre-submission 

SA objective 

LW 1 
hub+housing 

LW2 CIL LW3Dwelling 
Mix 

LW4 Design LW5 
Supporting 
infrastructure 
and access 

LW6 
Development 
on prev. dev. 
land 

LW7 
Green 
buffer 

LW8 
Parking 
provision 

LW9 
Village 
green 

Notes 

 

 

Potential 
sustainability 
impacts on 
AONB, 
conservation 
area, 
archaeological 
heritage. 

Biodiversity 
benefits from 
the community 
farm/orchard 
that the 
landowner has 
proposed 
adjacent to the 
site, and 
balancing pond 
planted up for 
biodiversity. 

   r) scores 
neutral for 
speed, positive 
for safety. 

    

 

Most of the policies are neutral or positive for each of the sustainability objectives. Policy LW1 (hub+housing) would potentially have negative impacts for 3 

of the sustainability objectives: g) AONB h) conservation j) archaeological which should be mitigated.  
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3.12 Identified significant effects and mitigation of Plan policies 

Policy SA objective  Effect identified Recommendations and mitigation 

Policy LW1 – hub plus 
housing 
 

 

g) AONB 

h) conservation 

j) 
archaeological 

Negative 
impacts on 3 SA 
objectives 

 As developer of this site, the Parish Council will carry out and act in accordance 
with an archaeological assessment, assessment of countryside and AONB 
impacts and implications for the conservation area.  

 The landowner has proposed a community farm/orchard adjacent to the site 
which will benefit biodiversity. We also intend to include biodiversity features 
such as hedgerows and planting the balancing pond to benefit wildlife. 

Policy LW2 - CIL  Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 Although the priority projects list includes village hall and school building, we 
think this is neutral or positive for sustainability because it is essentially a 
replacement of current buildings. Other projects would be neutral or positive. 

Policy LW3 – Dwelling Mix 
 

 Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect neutral impacts from the dwelling mix policy on 16 of the 
sustainability objectives and positive impacts on 3 with no negative impacts so 
no mitigation is needed. 

Policy LW4 – Design 

 

 Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect neutral impacts from the design policy on 15 of the sustainability 
objectives and positive impacts on 4 with no negative impacts so no mitigation is 
needed. 

 To improve the beneficial impacts further we propose to add text on ‘impact on 
views to and from the AONB’ to the design policy LW6. 

Policy LW5 – Supporting 
infrastructure and access 
 

 Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect neutral impacts from the supporting infrastructure and access policy 
on 13 of the sustainability objectives and positive impacts on 6 with no negative 
impacts so no mitigation is needed. 

Policy LW6 – Development 
on previously developed 
land 

 Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect neutral impacts from the previously developed land policy on 15 of 
the sustainability objectives and positive impacts on 4 with no negative impacts 
so no mitigation is needed. 

Policy LW7 – Green buffer  Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect positive impacts from the green buffer policy so no mitigation is 
needed.  

Policy LW8 – Parking 
provision  

 Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect neutral impacts from the parking policy on 15 of the sustainability 
objectives and positive impacts on 4 with no negative impacts so no mitigation is 
needed. 
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Policy LW9 – Village green  Neutral or 
positive impacts 

 We expect neutral impacts from the village green policy on 13 of the 
sustainability objectives and positive impacts on 6 with no negative impacts so 
no mitigation is needed. 

 



 
 

   

As a result of this sustainabilty testing the following changes were made to the draft Plan document: 

 Explanatory text has been added underneath Policy LW4 - design: ‘Any master plan or design 
brief should include assessment of impacts on biodiversity, archaeological assets, 
countryside setting, AONB, and the conservation area which are all key sustainability issues 
for Long Wittenham’s Neighbourhood Plan together with proposed mitigation of any 
adverse impacts.’ 

 Following an earlier testing, the policy establishing a green buffer along Fieldside was added 
to protect views of the AONB from the conservation area and the character of the 
conservation area. 

 Text was added to draft policy LW6 Design regarding sensitivity to views to and from the 
AONB. 

 The draft policy LW8 Parking was reviewed and clarified as setting the same standards as 
SODC but as a minimum (not a maximum) due to the rural character of the village, poor 
public transport and lack of local amenities such as a shop or GP surgery. 

 

3.8 Selecting the preferred option, predicted effects and mitigation  

 

From the sustainability assessment of reasonable alternatives for the community hub plus 

housing, the steering group concluded that Site 2a on its own was preferable to a 

combination of Site 1 plus Site 2a and that 31 to 45 houses was the preferred number of 

houses. 

 

The preferred site was selected mainly on grounds of predicted effects on the conservation 

area and on views of the Wittenham Clumps SAC which was a major issue identified in the 

sustainability assessment scoping stage and in the village character assessment. The 

preferred number of houses was selected mainly on grounds of providing for the facilities 

that the community needs while not impacting as much as higher numbers of housing on 

the village identity, local character and traffic, biodiversity and pollution.  

 

The main mitigation measures identified during the site appraisal were: 

 choice of location (further away from the conservation area is preferable, not 

interfering with the views of the Wittenham Clumps SAC, and not interfering with 

any important archaeological heritage that may be identified in surveys),  

 the design of the housing and  

 use of developer contributions to make improvements to pedestrian and cycle 

ways.  

The main mitigation measures identified during the housing numbers appraisal were: 

 location (further from the conservation area is preferable) 

 sustainable design and  

 careful choice of materials and design to reinforce the character of the village. 
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Discussions with landowners and developers continued during this stage of the Plan process 

(Jan to April 2016) and the steering group presented initial results of the appraisal process 

to an open meeting on 23 February 2016. 

Figure 3.12: Open meeting discussion of initial assessment of preferred option 

Extract from steering group presentation to 23 Feb 2016 open meeting 

‘We have been in negotiation with the landowners of sites 1 and 2a for some time now. About a year 
ago the owner of Challis Farm sold an option to build on Site 1 to a planning agent. As had been 
discovered in the initial Savills survey and viability study, Site 1 is not large enough to accommodate 
the hub and the new houses that would be needed to cross-fund the hub. Site 2a is owned by a local 
farmer and lifetime resident. Negotiations with his agents suggest that he is prepared to be 
generous in relation to purchase of the land to ensure the hub succeeds. This land is large enough to 
build the whole project ….’ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

Following the open meeting, on the 9th of March a developer held a meeting to make 

proposals to the village about Site 1, Challis Farm.  

 

Potential sites

• Survey favoured the 2 sites on Didcot Road over the site 

at the end of Saxons Heath

• Neighbourhood Plan assessments favour site 2 not site 1

• Size

• Further from conservation area

• Views form and to AONB

• Negotiations with landowners continue 
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Figure 3.13: Proposal presented to the village by a developer 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The steering group received an email from the developer saying that they encountered a lot 

of opposition in their public meeting and they heard from residents that site 2a on the 

proposals map (see Figure 3.2) was preferred to the Challis Farm site. 

4. Monitoring arrangements 

4.1 Introduction 

Under the SEA Directive, there is a statutory requirement to monitor the environmental 
impacts of the implementation of the plan. The purpose of monitoring is to measure the 
environmental effects of a plan, as well as to measure success against the plan’s objectives.  

4.2 Monitoring indicators for the Neighbourhood Plan 

Long Wittenham developed a full range of sustainability objectives which include environmental, 
social and economic issues. These are the SEA objectives for this Plan. The steering group developed 
a series of monitoring indicators for these sustainability objectives which are set out in table 4.1 
below. These indicators will need to be discussed with the District Council before the Plan is ‘made’. 
The Neighbourhood Plan sets out further information about timing and responsibilities for 
monitoring over the Plan period. 
 
Table 4.1 Monitoring indicators for the Neighbourhood Plan:  

SEA/SA objectives Guiding questions Proposed monitoring indicators 

a. To reduce harm to the environment 
and where possible enhance the 
environment by seeking to minimise 
pollution of all kinds especially 
water, soil, and air pollution. 

What impact will new 
homes and community 
buildings have on 
pollution? 

Review the available assessments of 
soil air and water pollution. 
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SEA/SA objectives Guiding questions Proposed monitoring indicators 

b. To ensure sustainable building 
practices which conserve energy, 
maximise the proportion of energy 
generated from renewable sources, 
conserve water resources and 
materials and minimise impacts on 
soil and water. 

Are the new homes and 
community buildings built 
sustainably? 

Number of consented schemes which 
incorporate sustainable building 
practices. 

c. To assess and minimise the effects of 
increased road traffic from any new 
development. 

Has the relocation of the 
school and hall decreased 
road traffic as expected? 

Survey travel to school information in 
2016 and then again after the school is 
built. 

Electronic traffic survey (baseline, after 
1 year, then periodically). 

d. To reduce the risk of flooding and 
resulting detriment to public well-
being, the economy and the 
environment and where possible 
enhance resilience to flooding. 

How will new 
development protect 
against worsening flood 
risk? 

Number of consented schemes 
incorporating Sustainable drainage 
systems (SuDS). 

Number and type of flood events in 
the village. 

e. To ensure that the design and 
location of new development is 
resilient to the effects of climate 
change. 

Are new developments 
resilient to climate change 
(eg increased severity of 
storms, flooding, greater 
extremes of heat/cold)? 

Number of consented schemes that 
incorporate climate change resilience 
features (eg insulation, SuDS). 

f. To conserve and enhance 
biodiversity.  

 

How will this development 
conserve and enhance 
biodiversity? 

Number of consented schemes that 
have biodiversity assessment. 

g. To conserve and enhance Long 
Wittenham’s countryside setting and 
minimise impact on sight lines to 
AONB. 

How will this development 
conserve and enhance 
countryside setting and 
AONB? 

Number of consented schemes that 
assess countryside and AONB impacts. 

Number of consented schemes that 
improve access to the countryside. 

h. To protect & enhance areas 
designated for their conservation 
importance.  

How will this development 
protect and enhance the 
conservation area? 

Number of consented schemes that 
assess and mitigate the implications 
for the conservation area. 

i. To ensure that new development is 
of a high quality design and 
reinforces local distinctiveness. 

Are new developments of 
high quality design and do 
they reinforce local 
distinctiveness? 

Number of consented schemes that 
apply the NP design principles. 

j. To ensure that new development 
does not irrevocably impact 
important archaeological assets. 

How could this 
development affect 
important archaeological 
assets? 

Number of consented schemes that 
assess and mitigate archaeological 
impacts. 

k. To help provide existing and future 
residents with the opportunity to live 
in a decent home that is suitable to 
their needs. 

Do new developments 
provide the types of 
homes that local people 
need? 

Number of consented schemes that 
meet the needs identified in local 
assessments of housing need. 
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SEA/SA objectives Guiding questions Proposed monitoring indicators 

l. Promote the development of new 
and improvement of existing 
community facilities which will 
contribute to community cohesion 
and improve people’s health and 
well-being. 

Do new developments 
provide the community 
facilities that have been 
identified in the NP or 
make a contribution to 
these? ie in the 
masterplan and project list 

Number of consented schemes that 
provide or make a contribution 
towards community facilities. 

m. Ensure new developments are well 
connected to the village centre and 
amenities by creating new footpaths 
and/or cycle paths and improving 
existing accessibility. 

Are new developments 
well connected to the 
village centre by foot and 
cycle paths? 

Number of consented schemes that 
improve access (particularly to 
amenities, shops, countryside) and/or 
create new foot or cycle paths. 

n. To ensure that opportunities for 
additional sports facilities are 
considered in any new development. 

Do new developments 
contribute to sports 
facilities? 

Number of consented schemes that 
contribute to improvement in sporting 
and play facilities. 

o. To ensure that the community, 
landowners/developers and key 
stakeholders are involved 
constructively in the preparation of 
the Neighbourhood Plan. 

Has the village been 
involved constructively in 
the NP? 

Log of consultation activities (this is in 
the consultation statement of the 
Plan). 

p. To ensure that the village identity is 
maintained and separate from the 
Didcot settlement. 

Do new developments 
maintain village identify as 
separate from Didcot? 

Number of consented schemes that go 
beyond the village envelope. 

q. To assist in the development of: a 
strong, innovative and knowledge-
based economy that delivers high-
value-added, sustainable, low-impact 
activities; small firms, particularly 
those that maintain and enhance the 
rural economy; and a thriving village 
economy. 

Do new developments 
support a thriving village 
economy? 

Number of consented schemes that 
support a thriving and low-impact local 
economy (eg new facilities or better 
foot and cycle access to amenities and 
countryside). 

r. To reduce the impact on residents’ 
lives of the volume and speed of 
traffic and ensure continued safety 
for pedestrians and cyclists. 

How has the volume and 
speed of traffic changed?  

Electronic traffic survey (baseline, after 
1 year, then periodically). 

s. To ensure adequate parking spaces 
in village areas. 

 

Are new developments 
providing adequate car 
parking spaces? 

Number of consented schemes that 
meet the Plan minimum parking 
spaces policy. 

Assessment of on-street and/or verge 
parking on the High Street at peak 
times between the Cross and the 
Church Lane (baseline and after 1 
year). 



Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Plan 

            54 

 

Appendix 1: Evidence base 
See separate document Environmental Report Appendix 1 Evidence Base which compiles evidence 

from the Sustainability Appraisal scoping report with revisions and additions that were made in 

response to comments received. 

Appendix 2: Village character assessment 
See separate document Environmental Report Appendix 2: Long Wittenham Character Assessment. 
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Appendix 3: Site descriptions and 

feasibility assessment 
This Appendix provides a description and summary assessment for each of the sites that was 

assessed: 

 

Notes about the sites: 

Site 1  vacant agricultural land at the corner of Fieldside and the Didcot Road 
Site 2a  vacant agricultural land off the Didcot Road, within the village curtilage 
Site 2b vacant agricultural land off the Didcot Road, outside the village curtilage 
Site 3  vacant agricultural land off Fieldside 
Site 3a  vacant agricultural land off Saxons Heath 
Site 4 vacant agricultural land by the Thames 
Site 5  current sports ground (the sports facilities would need to be relocated) 
Site 6  existing school 
Site 7  existing village hall 
 

For the site assessment, we used My Community’s Toolkit: Site Assessment for Neighbourhood 

Plans. For the site by site assessment summaries see separate document: 

Environmental Report Appendix 3: Site descriptions 
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Appendix 4: Policy context review 
Relevant Policies and Programmes 

Documents assessed in the review of the policy context for key messages were: 

1)  The National Planning Policy Framework (2012) & National Planning Practice Guidance 

(2014) (DCLG) 

2)  South Oxfordshire Core Strategy (2012) (SODC) 

3)  South Oxfordshire Local Plan 2011 (2006) (SODC) 

4)  South Oxfordshire Housing Strategy 2008-2011 (SODC) 

5)  South Oxfordshire Sustainable Community Strategy 2009-2026 (SODC) 

6)  Water Resources Management Plan 2015-2040 (Thames Water) & River Basin 

Management Plan – Thames River Basin District (2009) (EA) 

7)  Thames (2014) & Cherwell, Thame and Wye Catchment Abstraction Licensing Strategies 

(2012) (EA) 

8)  Oxfordshire LEP Strategic Economic Plan (March 2014) 

9)  Preliminary Flood Risk Assessment 2011 (OCC) & South Oxfordshire District Council and 

Vale of White Horse District Council Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (2009) (SODC & 

VOWH) 

10)  Oxfordshire Local Transport Plan (2011), superceded on 8 Sept 2015 by LTP4 (OCC) 

11)  Oxfordshire’s Biodiversity Action Plan 2015 (OCC) 

12)  Oxfordshire Draft Rights of Way Management Plan 2014-2024 (2014) (OCC) 

13)  Village appraisals/design statements/parish plans (relevant parish council/community 

group) 

14)  Chilterns AONB Management Plan 2008-2013 (Draft plan published for 2014-2019, final 

plan scheduled to be published in spring 2014) (The Chilterns Conservation Board) 

15)  North Wessex Downs AONB Management Plan 2009-2014 (North Wessex Downs AONB 

Council of Partners) 

* Historic England report: National Heritage Protection Plan overview 2012/13 

* The emerging Vale of White Horse Local Plan 2031;  

* The emerging Science Vale Action Plan.  

 

*  These are additional Plans and Programmes identified by statutory consultees during area 

designation consultation and included in the policy review. 

 

 

Table A4.1 below summarises the policy context review that was carried out at scoping stage, 

showing how this informed the baseline assessment and identification of sustainability issues and 

challenges.
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Table A4.1 Review of policy context, baseline, and resulting identification of sustainability issues and challenges 

Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

ENVIRONMENT/RESOURCES      

Population/human health      

Meet housing needs of older 
and younger people 

SODC housing strategy 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

Village need for 

more social 

housing very 

limited 

Survey identified 

small need for 

smaller more 

affordable 

housing 

Ensure any new 

development provides 

some smaller market 

houses 

k) decent home 

 

Encourage young people to stay SODC core strategy 11 people under 
25 identified local 
housing need 

Survey identified 
small need for 
affordable 
housing for this 
age group 

Ensure any new 

development provides 

some smaller market 

houses 

k) decent home 

 

Improve access to health and 
social care 

Sustainable community 
strategy 

Out of scope of 

Plan 

Problem for those 

without 

transport. Access 

to GP addressed 

by volunteer car 

service 

Issue addressed by existing 

car service 

-- 

Cater for ageing population-

health, housing 

SODC core strategy No significant 

need identified 

Survey did not 

identify 

significant need 

No need for sheltered 

accommodation identified, 

but smaller houses needed 

k) decent home 

 

Promoting healthy community- 

increased opportunities to 

National planning policy 

framework 

 Low crime Hub would address 

increased meeting 

opportunities 

l) community facilities  
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

meet, safe crime free 

environment 

Promote healthy lifestyles and 
participation in 
sport/recreation. Identify need 
for increased sport/recreation 
facility 

National planning policy 
framework 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

Need for 
cycle/footpath to 
Clifton Hampden 

Good local 
provision within 
village and 
neighbouring 
towns 
Survey 

Supports need for new 
footpaths and cycle tracks 

m) foot/cycle path 

No building on existing open 
spaces (eg playing fields) unless 
they are replaced 

National planning policy 
framework 

 Issues if Bodkins a 
chosen site 

Bodkins is not currently a 

preferred site 

-- 

Soil/water/air/climate      

Balance supply and demand for 

water  

 
 
 
Protect biodiversity and 
ecosystems  

Water Resources 
Management Plan 2015-
2040 (Thames Water) River 
Basin Management Plan – 
Thames River Basin District 
(2009) (EA) 

The River Thames 

runs through the 

parish to the 

north. 

The ES’s 

prediction of 

flood risk is 

relevant for the 

Parish, although 

any flooding 

typically affects 

the road network 

rather than 

housing or 

businesses 

 

No potential development 

sites fall into areas zoned 

by EA as Flood Risk 

categories 2&3. 

a) pollution 

b) sustainable building  

d) flooding 

f) biodiversity 

 

Ensure water availability within 
the Thames Corridor, especially 
at low flows. 

Thames (2014) & Cherwell, 
Thame and Wye 
Catchment Abstraction 

 Note when plans new development supports 

greater autonomy of water 

b) sustainable building  
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

Licensing Strategies (2012) 
(EA) 

supply and can manage 

during periods of low flow. 

Development should be located 
and designed to enable more 
sustainable use of the region's 
natural resources 

Regional planning guidance 
for South East 
SODC local plan 
SODC housing strategy 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

 Note when plans Ensure any development 

addresses environmental 

sustainability 

a) pollution 

b) sustainable building  

d) flooding  

e) climate change 

10 dwellings or more, 20% 
energy from renewable or low 
carbon sources. 
All new developments should 
be  energy efficient and 
acknowledge climate change 

SODC core strategy  Note when plans Ensure any development 

addresses environmental 

sustainability 

b) sustainable building  

e) climate change 

Environmental protection- 
pollution, noise, surface water, 
groundwater 

SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 
National planning policy 
framework 

Flooding Flooding 

significant 

problem which 

might get worse 

Avoid sites with potential 

flooding problem 

d) flooding  

 

Development on greenfield sites 
only after consideration other 
sites. Use worst quality 
agricultural land first 

Regional planning guidance 
for South East 
National planning policy 
framework 

Development on 
greenfield sites 
only after 
consideration 
other sites. Use 
worst quality 
agricultural land 
first 

Note when plans All available prospective 
sites are greenfield as no 
brown field etc sites 
available 

-- 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

New development must follow  
principles of good design 
including water and energy 
efficiency 

SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 
National planning policy 
framework 
National planning policy 
framework 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

New development 
must follow 9 
principles of good 
design including 
water and energy 
efficiency 

Note when plans Ensure any development 
addresses environmental 
sustainability 

a) pollution 

b) sustainable building  

d) flooding  

e) climate change 

Protect and improve the quality 
of the land, air and water 
environments 

SODC local plan  Note when plans Ensure any development 

addresses environmental 

sustainability 

a) pollution 

b) sustainable building  

c) traffic volume 

d) flooding  

e) climate change 

Reduce water usage Thames river basin 
management plan 

 Note when plans Ensure any development 

addresses environmental 

sustainability 

b) sustainable building  

d) flooding  

e) climate change 

Mitigate effects of floods and 
droughts 

Thames river basin 
management plan 

Mitigate effects of 
floods and 
droughts 

Note when plans Avoid sites that flood. 
Ensure development 
cannot contribute to 
flooding problems 

d) flooding  

 

Reduce water pollution Thames river basin 
management plan 

Reduce water 
pollution 

Note when plans Ensure any development 
addresses environmental 
sustainability 

a) pollution 

b) sustainable building  

d) flooding  

e) climate change 

Developments should be aware 
of impact on Chilterns and 
North Wessex AONB 

Chilterns AONB 
management plan 2014-
2019 

 Note when plans AONB adjacent to village. 

Ensure disruption of views 

to AONB are minimised 

f) AONB 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

North Wessex Downs 
AONB Management Plan 
2009-2014 

Biodiversity      

Conserving biodiversity for 
Oxfordshire’s wildlife and 
people. The need for 
biodiversity action planning and 
protection of the main 
biodiversity hotspots in the 
county. 

Oxfordshire’s Biodiversity 
Action Plan 2015 (OCC) 

 Long Wittenham 

parish is 

categorised in the 

low/med 

biobands but has 

some areas that 

are national 

nature 

conservation 

priority habitats 

and home to 

national priority 

species for 

conservation. 

Need to ensure that 

national priority habitats 

and species are conserved 

f) biodiversity 

h) conservation 

Maintenance and enhancement 
of biodiversity- LW is on Thames 
flood plain 

SODC local plan 
National planning policy 
framework 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

  Ensure sites will minimise 

impact on flora and fauna 

f) biodiversity 

h) conservation 

Continued protection of the 
region's biodiversity and 
enhancement of its 

Regional planning guidance 
for South East 
SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 

 Note when plans LW is surrounded by 

potential sites of 

archaeological interest. 

Need to assess 

j)archaeological 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

landscape and built and historic 
heritage 

National planning policy 
framework 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

archaeological potential of 

each site 

Conserve habitats that depend 
on water 

Thames river basin 
management plan 

Conserve habitats 
that depend on 
water 

Note when plans Avoid sites adjacent to 
River Thames 

d) flooding 
e) climate change 

Landscape      

Development must not harm a 
conservation area. (Little 
Wittenham a Special area of 
Conservation)  

 
SODC local plan 
Oxfordshire LEP Strategic 
Economic Plan 

  Ensure sites will have no 

impact on Little Wittenham 

conservation area 

g) AONB 

River Thames corridor and 
AONB- landscape assessment 
and enhancement consideration 
necessary for any new 
development 

SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 

 Note when plans Avoid sites adjacent to 

River Thames 

d) flooding 

e) climate change 

Developments must take 
account Thames river basement 
management plan 

Thames river basin 
management plan 

 Note when plans Avoid sites adjacent to 

River Thames 

d) flooding 

e) climate change 

Material assets SODC core strategy Notes Baseline situation   

Sufficient and affordable 
housing should be provided 
(40% of total development) 

Regional planning guidance 
for South East 
SODC core strategy 
National planning policy 
framework 
SODC housing strategy 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

 Note when plans Social housing as required 

but also ensure any new 

development provides 

some smaller market 

houses as identified in 

survey 

k) decent home 

 



Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Plan 

63 
 

Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

Support limited housing 
development in small villages if 
need shown 

SODC core strategy Need identified Survey identified 

small need but 

over 50% agreed 

some housing to 

fund village hub 

acceptable 

Housing needed to fund 

village hub 

l) community facilities  

Encourage range of new 
housing for mixed sustainable 
communities 

SODC local plan 
SODC housing strategy 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

 Survey- as above Ensure any new 

development provides 

some smaller market 

houses 

k) decent home 

Ensuring existing houses are fit 
for habitation. Unfit houses 
identified by 5 yearly House 
Condition Survey 

SODC housing strategy  No issues 

currently 

Not an issue -- 

Listed buildings- not relevant for 
Plan 

SODC local plan     

Cultural heritage      

There will be a presumption in 
favour of physically preserving 
nationally important 
archaeological remains, and 
their settings 

SODC local plan 
National planning policy 
framework 

 Depends on site 

chosen- 

important 

archaeological 

sites noted 

LW is surrounded by 

potential sites of 

archaeological interest. 

Need to assess 

archaeological potential of 

each site 

j) archaeological 

 Historic England: National 
Heritage Protection Plan 
overview 2012/13 

Much of the 
village is in the 
Long Wittenham 
Conservation area. 

 Any development should 
be in keeping with the local 
character  

i) design/local character 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

SOCIAL      

Proposals that would result in 
the provision of additional 
community facilities/services or 
support local economy within 
settlements will be permitted 
with provisos. 
Foster community initiatives 

SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 
National planning policy 
framework 

 Village hub 

satisfies this 

condition 

Village hub would provide 

shop, meeting place, 

mutual support for those 

working at home, home for 

Good neighbours group. 

l) community facilities  

q) thriving economy 

Ensure day to day services for 
villages through community 
initiatives, ensuring sustainable 
communities 

SODC core strategy 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

 No shop 

Poor bus service 

Housing development 

increases viability of shop 

and more residents to 

support bus service 

k) decent home 

l) community facilities  

q) thriving economy 

Transport      

Sustainable transport policy-
encourage public transport, 
footpaths, cycleways, manage 
off street parking, encourage 
traffic management measures 

Regional planning guidance 
for South East 
SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 
National planning policy 
framework 
Sustainable community 
strategy 
Oxfordshire Local 
Transport Plan  

 Need identified 
for new pathways 
to Clifton H 
/Culham 
Parking problems 
Current traffic 
calming 
inadequate 

New development must 
provide adequate parking. 
New development must 
minimise impact on current 
parking problems (or even 
improve it). 
New development must 
minimise impact on traffic 
flow. 
New development must 
address road safety. 
Improved cycle and foot 
paths already being 
addressed 

m) foot/cycle path 
r) traffic speed/safety 
s) parking 

New Thames crossing proposed Local Transport Plan 4 
(OCC) 

Proposal Sv2.13 
p12 Vol 2 part ii 

Traffic survey 
showed excessive 

Traffic volume at peak 
times also cause concerns 

c) traffic volume 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

speed and 
volume at peak 
times 

 

Tailored transport solutions for 
rural communities 

Oxfordshire Local 
Transport Plan 2011-2030 
(2011) (OCC)  

 Need for 
improved bus 
service 

Housing development 
could provide more 
residents to support bus 
service. Actual provision 
out of scope of Plan 

-- 

Rural transport initiatives 
encouraged 

SODC core strategy  Need for 
improved bus 
service 

Housing development 
could provide more 
residents to support bus 
service. Actual provision 
out of scope of Plan 

-- 

Deliver integrated transport 
improvement programme 

Oxfordshire LEP Strategic 
Economic Plan 

 Need for 
improved bus 
service 

Housing development 
could provide more 
residents to support bus 
service. Actual provision 
out of scope of Plan 

-- 

New developments need 
adequate car parking 

SODC local plan 
SODC core strategy 

 Note when plans New development must 

provide adequate parking. 

s) parking 

Ensure traffic flow around 
Didcot to employment sites (NB 
Culham) 

SODC core strategy  Need for cycle 
route 

New development must 
minimise impact on traffic 
flow. 

r) traffic speed/safety 
 

Communities should identify 
needs for rights of way, make 
sure maintenance is undertaken 
and promote their use 

Oxfordshire Draft Rights of 
Way Management Plan  

 Role undertaken 

by Parish Council 

 m) foot/cycle path 

Improve road safety Sustainable community 
strategy 

 Good road safety 

record 

New development must 

address road safety. 

r) traffic speed/safety 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

New developments should be 
aware of traffic flow through 
Chilterns AONB 

Chilterns AONB 
management plan 2014-
2019 

  No issue -- 

ECONOMIC      

The life of the countryside and 

rural communities should be 

sustained through economic 

diversity 

SODC local plan  Hub would enable 
this 

Ensure hub provides 
facilities for home workers 

l) community facilities  

q) thriving economy 

Ensure sufficient choice of 
school places 

National planning policy 
framework 

Supports plan for 
new school 

School facilities 
need updating 

Hub addresses this l) community facilities  

 “To promote sustainable 
development in rural areas, 
housing should be located 
where it will enhance or 
maintain the vitality* of rural 
communities. For example, 
where there are groups of 
smaller settlements, 
development in one village may 
support services in a village 
nearby.” 

National planning policy 
framework (para 55) 

Steering group will 
need to define 
vitality as it 
applies to Long 
Wittenham 

N/A Any developments will 
need to address this. Only 
impact on neighbouring 
settlements is if a shop 
affects viability of Clifton 
Hampden shop 

All 

Improve infrastructure for 
education 

Sustainable community 
strategy 

Mentioned but 
NOT supported in 
Local Plan 

School facilities 
need updating 

Hub addresses this l) community facilities  

Support measures that ensure 
young people leave education 
with skills needed and 
employers identify skills gap 

SODC core strategy 
Sustainable community 
strategy 

Sylva project Sylva project will 
contribute 

Outside Plan -- 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

Promote agriculture and land 
based businesses 

National planning policy 
framework 
 

 Sylva project Outside Plan -- 

Tourism- promote tourism and 
improve visitor facilities and 
make more use of 
historic/cultural attractions eg 
River Thames 

National planning policy 
framework 
Sustainable community 
strategy 
Thames river basement 
management plan 

 Improved car 

parking and hub 

would facilitate 

New development must 

minimise impact on current 

parking problems (or even 

improve it). 

s) parking 

Oxford Vale Science park 
development 

Oxfordshire LEP Strategic 
Economic Plan 

New river crossing 

now proposed will 

ensure traffic will 

bypass LW 

Need to consider 

implications- 

housing traffic 

flow, 

employment 

New development must 

minimise impact on traffic 

flow. 

r) traffic speed/safety 
 

Communication      

Expand/improve high speed 
broadband (SODC:Aspire to 
100mbps broadband speeds) 

SODC core strategy 
National planning policy 
framework 

High speed cabling 
to be installed in 
village-approved 
July 2015 

Identified as need 
but addressed by 
Gigaclear 
Summer 2015 
laying cable 

Already addressed -- 

Deliver broadband investment Oxfordshire LEP Strategic 
Economic Plan 

 Identified as need  -- 

Cumulative impacts      

 The emerging Vale of 
White Horse Local Plan 
2031 

 Strategic sites eg 
Milton Park and 
Harwell will 
impact LW, eg 
pressure on 
traffic, demand 

Possible cumulative 
impacts eg traffic, school 
places 

c) traffic volume 

l) community facilities  

n) foot/cycle path 

r) traffic speed/safety 
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Key messages from policy 

context 

Policy documents Notes Baseline situation Issues and challenges Sustainability Objective 

(these cross reference 

with table 5.1 in text) 

for cycle path, 
more residents, 
demand for 
school places. 

 The emerging Science Vale 
Action Plan 

 Plans for 

sustainable 

growth at 

strategic sites 

could affect Long 

Wittenham, and 

ambitions for 

“significant 

investment in 

local 

infrastructure, for 

example, roads, 

cycleways, water 

supply, and 

schools” could be 

an opportunity” 

Possible cumulative 
impacts eg traffic, school 
places 

c) traffic volume 

l) community facilities  

n) foot/cycle path 

r) traffic speed/safety 
 

 
 

*Vitality, as related to Long Wittenham was defined by the steering committee as ‘a good turnover of residents without depopulation, a broad 
demographic mix of ages, presence of a school, presence of a range of clubs and activities and a well-used village hall’. In addition the most 
common observations from the survey relating to ‘vitality’ were that the village was quiet, peaceful and friendly with good activities but 
acknowledging the need for reduced traffic, a shop and better parking.



 
 

   

Appendix 5: Consultation responses 
This will be completed when responses to the pre-submission Neighbourhood Plan are received. 

Date Respondent Comment How we addressed the comment 

 1   

 2   

 3   

 4   

 …   

 

 

Appendix 6: Wittenham Vision 
See separate document : Env Report Appendix 6 Wittenham Vision 
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Appendix 7: Acronyms and technical 

terms 
 

AONB ..... Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty: an outstanding landscape whose distinctive character 

and natural beauty are so precious that it is in the nation’s interest to safeguard them. 

Regulated by Natural England 

CIL .......... Community Infrastructure Levy: The Community Infrastructure Levy is a planning charge 

introduced by the Planning Act 2008 as a tool for local authorities in England and Wales to 

help deliver infrastructure to support the development of their area. It came into force on 

6 April 2010 through the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010. 

EC .......... European Commission: The European Commission is the executive of the European Union 

Plan ....... Long Wittenham Neighbourhood Development Plan 

SA .......... Sustainability Appraisal: In United Kingdom planning law, a sustainability appraisal is an 

appraisal of the economic, environmental, and social effects of a plan from the outset of 

the preparation process to allow decisions to be made that accord with sustainable 

development. 

SAC ........ Special Area of Conservation: Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) are strictly protected 

sites designated under the EC Habitats Directive. 

SEA ........ Strategic Environmental Assessment: the European Directive 2001/42/EC “on the 

assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes on the environment”, known as 

the Strategic Environmental Assessment or SEA Directive. 

SODC ..... South Oxfordshire District Council, the local planning authority 

SWOT .... An assessment of Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats to identify significant 

issues in a structured framework. 

 


