
Residents Meeting: Expressway & Housing 
Islip Village Hall 
22nd August 2019 



Aims and Agenda 
  Aim – raise awareness, gauge sentiment, next steps 
 

  Agenda 
• Background/Timeline 
• Action Groups/Local Representatives 

 
• Housing Proposal Update 
• Neighbourhood Plan Update 

 
• David Rogers – No Expressway Group 

 
• Open Discussion 
• Potential Actions/Next Steps 



Context – unlocking growth ~ £165B 

National Infrastructure Commission Nov 2017 
 

The Cambridge-Milton Keynes-Oxford arc contains some of our most 
productive and innovative places, delivering growth and prosperity for the 
whole country.  
 
But the continued success of these places is not guaranteed. Without swift and 
determined action to overcome the area’s housing crisis, it will fall behind its 
international competitors and fail to attract and retain the talent and skills it 
needs.  
 
Commitment to providing new strategic infrastructure must be matched with 
ambition and commitment at a local level to deliver major housing growth and 
create places in which people want, and can afford, to live and work.  
 

The proposed East West Rail and Expressway schemes must be built as 
quickly as possible to unlock land for new homes and provide a better service 
for those who already live across the arc.  



Corridor B selected Nov 2018 



Timeline 

2018  November Corridor B Announcement 
 
2018-19 summer Detailed analysis to result in 6-8  
   potential routes within corridor B 
  
2019 Autumn  Public Consultation on  6-8 preferred 
   route options 
 
2020   Preferred route announcement 
 
2025   Construction begins 
2030    New road opens to the public 
 
A number of separate action groups have formed 
  



Action Groups – Against any Expressway 

No Expressway Alliance – Terry Pollard of Chalton PC and Chris 
Church( FotE). Web sitehttps://www.noexpresswayalliance.org/ 
Coalition of 41 groups 
 
No-Way-Expressway – Diane Bohm of Weston-on-the-Green 
http://www.no-way-expressway.uk/index.html 
 
Beds Bucks Ox Wildlife Trust (BBOWT) 
Recently lost a case against HE – may appeal 
 
North and West Parishes Expressway Group (NAWPEG) 
Alliance of PCs and others led by David Kay/Colin Thomas 
 
No Expressway Group https://www.noexpressway.org/ 
David Rogers and others, very active in collecting and analysing 
data, making the case against expressway 
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Action Groups - NIMBY 

Expressway Action Group (EAG) represents 33 villages and 
parishes across SE Oxfordshire ~ 30,000 residents 
 
• Obtained Stakeholder status  - for corridor selection process 
• Submitted economic, environmental & wildlife / habitat 

evidence 
• Held high level meetings with government 
• Achieved extensive regional press and broadcast coverage 
• Built a good working relationship with Highways England 
• Aims to ensure Highways factor in all significant environment, 

economic, archaeological /historical and other key features 
into their decision process. 

• Advocating  Expressway on A34 to use existing infrastructure 
 



Local Representatives 
 
Oxfordshire City Council – Oppose Expressway in its current form 
South Oxford District Council – Opposed Expressway 
Vale of White Horse District Council –Opposed to Expressway 
Layla Moran MP (LibDem, Oxford West and Ab) Against Expressway  
Anneliese Dodds MP (Lab, Oxford East) Against Expressway 
 
Cherwell District Council – awaiting selection of detailed routes -  
Oxford County Council – Sitting on fence as regard to routes, but 
broadly supportive? 
 
John Howell MP (Con, Henley) – Support Expressway west of Oxford 
 
Islip Parish Council – attending  Expressway meetings, gathering 
information, sounding out resident sentiment, awaiting consultation 
process 



Housing Implications 

Islip is enclosed in Green Belt – which can only be developed in 
exceptional circumstances and is currently protected by 
Cherwell Local Plan 
 
Owner of Oil Dump is keen to build modest (~50 /care-home) settlement on 
Oil Dump and is awaiting clarity before submitting plans 
 
Church Commissioner’s own all other land around Islip and have previously 
submitted plans for significant development around the village. The latest 
attempt was during call for sites for development by Cherwell DC in 2016 – CC 
submitted plans for 3 fields to west of Islip – this was not selected by CDC.  
 
But at this time it also came to light that CC had submitted more ambitious 
plans to NIC for up to 1700 new homes - Greater Islip – NIC is not a housing 
body but this indicates ambition/ direction of travel 
 



CC Ambitions 
Church Commissioners plans for Islip submitted to NIC 2016 
 
Option C – Up to 200 new homes on 3 fields west of village 
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CC Ambitions 
Church Commissioners plans for Islip submitted to NIC 2016 
 
Option B – Up to 1000 new homes west/north of village 
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OIL Dump 



CC Ambitions 
Church Commissioners plans for Islip submitted to NIC 2016 
 
Option C – 1700 homes (B + fields SE ) and Islip bypass 

Bypass 

A34 



CC Ambitions 
Submitted to JSPA 2019 - 3000 homes, industry, and bypass 



Neighbourhood Plan? Comments from 

Cherwell Planning Dept 
 

1.  Any Neighbourhood Plan would need to be in general 
conformity with the strategic policies of the development 
plan ie the adopted Cherwell Local Plan (CLP), and the 
Oxfordshire 2050 Plan once it is adopted.  

 
The CLP currently states that no residential development 
can happen within Green Belt villages apart from 
infilling and conversions.  
 
Therefore, Islip would not be able to put forward a site for 
housing development in its Neighbourhood Plan (including 
the Oil Dump site) as the whole village and surrounding 
area is within Green Belt. 



Neighbourhood Plan? 

2. Cherwell Planning Policy will have to respond to the new 
Oxfordshire Plan 2050, which is still being written and will also 
respond to the final Express Way route once decided.  
 
A neighbourhood plan can become out of date when there are 
changes to strategic local plan policies. CDC is beginning work 
on a review of its adopted Cherwell Local Plan. This together 
with the emerging Oxfordshire Plan 2050 means that the 
strategic planning policy framework for your neighbourhood 
plan is very likely to change in the next 1-2 years. 
 
It may be prudent to wait until a decision has been on the 
Expressway route before starting a Neighbourhood Plan. 



Neighbourhood Plan? 

3. A Neighbourhood Plan is unlikely to protect Islip from large 
scale housing development in the future. Large scale housing 
developments would be considered at a strategic level ie 
through the Oxfordshire Plan and/or the review of the 
Cherwell Local Plan. 
 
4. Development in the Green Belt can only go ahead in 
exceptional circumstances through Local Plan reviews. 
Strategic plans would have to establish the need to change the 
Green Belt boundaries. All other options outside of the Green 
Belt would have to be looked at for meeting the housing need 
before this is accepted. Brownfield sites in the Green Belt 
would then be considered first. 
 
5.  Islip should engage with the consultation on the 
Oxfordshire Plan 2050  



Guest Speaker 

Professor David Rogers 
 No Expressway Group 

 
 
 



Open For Discussion/Comment 

Please state your name before you start your comment 
 
Please avoid repeating anything at length 
 
Please keep your comments as concise as possible 
 



Potential Actions 

Join Groups opposed to any expressway route 
 
Erect banners along parish roads in support of No Expressway 
 
Engage in consultation on JSP 2050 
 
Hold fire on NP 
 
Formally respond to Church Comms plans – CC/Agents, 
JSPA/CDC 
 
Continue dialogue with landowners 
 
Engage with the local press? 
 


