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INTRODUCTION

1.

In December 1981 Oxford City Council published a consultation document which

envisaged changes to its boundaries, involving the transfer to the City of the
whole of nine parishes and parts of another four, from the three adjoining districts
of Cherwell, South Oxfordshire and Vale of White Horse.

After receiving '

representations, the majority of which expressed opposition to any change, the City
Council reduced the scale of the proposals and made its initial submission for a
review of its boundaries to us in August 1982.

2. We examined the City Council's request, in the light of section 48(5) of the
Local Government Act 1972. On the basis of the evidence submitted, we decided that
the City Council had a prima facie case for seeking some alterations to its present
boundaries.

However, we noted that the City Council had not published details of the

reduced changes it had in mind. We consider it important that we should have the
views of the other local authorities-before undertaking a review.- in the circumstances, .tbe
way forward appeared to be for the City Council to look again at both its original
and revised ideas for changes and to decide precisely which new boundary lines it
favoured.

Once this had been done, it should publish a revised submission and at

the same time ask that comments on that should be sent both to us and to itself, so
that the City Council could accordingly consider whether it wanted to put to us any
amendments to its revised submission.

3. We wrote to Oxford City Council on 20 January 1984 conveying these views about
the execution of the review and its procedure.

Copies of the letter were sent to those

persons and bodies listed in the Schedule attached to this report.

THE DETAILED SCHEME

4. oxford City Council submitted its detailed scheme to us on 18 May 1984.

The

ichanges sought differed from both the City Council's original consultation paper
and its "initial submission .to .us.

The detailed scheme was advertised in the

local press and by public notice.

The period we had allowed for comments expired

on 29 June 1984, but it was subsequently extended until -20 August 1984 to give the
otner local "authorities more "time in which to formulate their observations.

5.

The detailed scheme submitted by Oxford City Council suggested the transfer of

the following areas to the City of Oxford:From the District of Cherwell
(i>

(a).

that part of Gosford and Water Eaton parish,
lying to the north of the City and south of the
parishes of Yarnton and Kidlington and to the west
of the A423 Oxford Road;

(b)

parts of the parish of Gosford and Water Eaton

adjacent to the Cutteslowe area of the City, and
comprising the sports grounds and Cutteslowe Park;
From the District of South Oxfordshire
(ii)

the whole parish of Marston;

(iii)

the whole parish of Risinghurst and Sandhills;

(iv)

part of the parish of Horspath;

(v)

part of the parish of Garsington;

(vi)

the whole parish of Littlemore - including the detached part;

(vii)

the whole parish of Sandford-on-Thames;

From the District of vale of White Horse
(viii)

that part of the Parish of Kennington lying to the south west
of the City and bounded by the Western by-pass (A34) and the
River Thames;

_

(xi)

that part of the parish of South Hinksey, lying to the south west
of the City and bounded by the Western by-pass (A34) and the
Hinksey Stream;

(x)

that part of the parish of North Hinksey, lying to the west of
the City and bounded by the Hinksey Stream;

(xi)

that part of the parish of Wytham lying to the west of the City
and bounded by the Western by-pass (A34).

6.

In substantiating its case for the review, Oxford City Council said that the

changes it sought reflected the pattern of community life, in that a very high
proportion of residents in the parishes immediately round the City worked in Oxford,
looked to Oxford for their major shopping needs, and that many were on the waiting
list for City Council housing.

The Council felt that many of these residents

considered themselves citizens of Oxford, and that by being transferred to the City
they would be able to influence more directly the-decisions made by the City Council
which affected their lives as people working, shopping and taking recreation in the
City.

In short, the City Council considered that there was little to distinguish

these parishes or parts of parishes from the suburbs of the City they adjoined.

7.

With regard to the effective provision and operation of local government and

associated services, Oxford City Council considered there would be substantial
savings in expenditure, as the same level of services would be provided over shorter
distances.

It stated that many of the areas were far removed from the offices of

the district councils to which they currently belonged and in fact some of them were
only accessible from the rest of the district by travelling through the City,

In

addition it considered that the City had been subject to such intensive development
that it was inevitable that many of the principal proposals for new development,
which were intended to provide for the needs of people and of industry in the
Oxford area, had involved sites on the urban fringe but outside the City.

In

supporting some of these development proposals, the City Council had found itself

in conflict with adjacent district councils which were less familiar with the
problems of a large urban area and which would not themselves have to

suffer the

consequences of a failure to provide for development.
COMMENTS ON THE DETAILED SCHEME

8. Oxfordshire County Council, Cherwell District Council, south Oxfordshire
District Council, Vale of White Horse District Council and all the
affected by the scheme opposed the

changes suggested.

parish councils

The overwhelming majority

of private individuals, councillors and local and commercial organisations who
wrote to us, amounting to

over 550 representations, also indicated that it was

their wish to remain in their present districts and not to be transferred to the
City of Oxford.

Their objections weremany and varied, but were principally based

on these fears: that Oxford City Council was only interested in developing the
land it sought;

that the Green Belt would not be preserved;

increase if they were transferred into Oxford;

that rates would

that their sense of community would

be lost and their parishes not retained.

9. We considered the detailed scheme and the comments received.

We felt that

Oxford's claim to need so much land for future development must be open to question.
We recognised, however, in the light of its explanation summarised in paragraph 7
above, the concern it felt, in common with other authorities without developable
land inside their boundaries, about the need to
the district to

acquire and develop land outside

accommodate additional population.

We had no doubts about the

strength and sincerity of the feelings expressed in the individual letters we had
received.

In taking account of these objections, however, we had to remember,

that the wishes of the inhabitants were only one of several considerations to which
we were enjoined to have regard by DOE Circular 33/78:

we had to

bear in mind the

whole range of factors included in the concept of effective and convenient local
government.

We felt bound to conclude, therefore, that the arguments in the objections,

even when taken together with those put forward by the local authorities concerned, were

generally not sufficient to override the greater part of the case for. boundary
changes put forward by Oxford City Council.

10.

We concluded that in the parishes of Gosforth and Water Eaton, Risinghurst

and Sandhills, Horspath, Littlemore, Kennington, South Hinksey, North Hinksey and
Wytham, the City Council's case held sufficient promise of more effective and
convenient local government, on the basis of existing development, community ties
and possible patterns of service provision, for us to publish draft proposals for
these areas based on the City Council's scheme.

Initially we had doubts about the

City Council's proposal to include the whole Parish of Sandford-on-Thames within
its boundary.

However, having noted that there appeared to be no real gap in

development between Oxford and the villages of Littlemore and Sandford, we concluded
that it was right to include the Parish of Sandford-on-Thames within the City
boundary, with the proviso that it, together with the Parishes of Risinghurst and
Sandhills, and Littlemore, should retain their parish status and councils.

11.

However, in the Parishes of Marston and Garsington (South Oxfordshire District)

we considered that the City Council had not produced strong enough reasons for
including within its boundary all the land it sought.

In Marston we were satisfied

that the City Council had made a reasonable case for including the developed area
of the parish south of the A40 ring road, which seemed to us already virtually part
of the City, but not the undeveloped northern part, largely cut off from the City
by the ring road.

In this particular area we considered that the ring road

appeared to form a sensible boundary, so we decided to adopt it as our draft
proposal, with a slight variation at Cherwell Bridge to avoid isolating a field.
We also concluded that the remainder of the parish, north of the ring road, should
be amalgamated with the Parish of Elsfield in South Oxfordshire.

We formed the

view that the part of Marston to be included within the City boundary should retain
its parish status and council.

12.

In the Parish of Garsington we were not convinced that the City Council had

advanced sufficiently strong arguments for including the open land to the south
of the Thames Water Authority Depot and west of Watlington Road, as there was no
firm indication of imminent development there.

We decided to exclude this open

land from our draft proposals for this area, which otherwise would be based on
the City Council's scheme.

13.

We accordingly decided to publish draft proposals to bring about the majority

of the changes sought by the City Council, with the exception of those parts of
the Parishes of Marston and Garsington described above.

We also decided to accept

some detailed suggestions by Ordnance Survey for the boundaries we were proposing
to change.

These affected the parish boundaries of Yarnton and Kidlington (Cherwell

District) and the parish boundaries of Elsfield, Stanton St. John and Nuneham
Courtenay

(South Oxfordshire District) which would not otherwise have been affected

by Oxford City Council's scheme.

They were put forward by Ordnance Survey to

produce technically better boundaries.

14.

Among the representations we received had been a request from Blackbird Leys

Neighbourhood Council that a new parish should be constituted for the Blackbird
Leys estate.

We decided to accede to this request, and proposed the creation of

a parish, to be known as the Parish of Blackbird Leys, with a parish council, from
the area of Blackbird Leys and the adjacent part of the neighbouring parish of
Sandford-on-Thames where development is going

15.

to take place.

Our draft proposals for changes to the boundaries between Oxford and the

surrounding districts of Cherwell, South Oxfordshire and Vale of White Horse were
published on 31 October 1985 in a letter addressed to all four councils.

Copies

were sent to all those persons and-bodies who had received our previous letter of
20 January 1984 and to those who had commented on the City's detailed scheme.

The

City and District Councils were asked to publish a notice giving information about

the draft proposals and to place copies of it on display at places where public
notices are customarily displayed.

They were also asked to place copies of the

draft proposals on deposit for inspection at their main offices for a period of
eight weeks.

Comments were invited by 9 January 1986.

We suggested at that stage

that no special measures were needed to cater for the electoral consequences of
the boundary changes in the expectation that any body or bodies who disagreed
would let us know.

RESPONSE TO OUR DRAFT PROPOSALS
16.

In response to our draft proposals, we received representations from

Oxfordshire County Council, Oxford City Council, Cherwell District Council, South
Oxfordshire District Council, Vale of White Horse District Council, all but one
of the Parish Councils affected by the proposals and more than 1,120 individual
letters from local councillors, interested local organisations and private

individuals

In addition, we received the results of various surveys, opinion polls and petitions.
A large number of the representations repeated views previously stated in response
to the City Council's detailed scheme.

17.

Oxfordshire County Council opposed our draft proposals and was particularly

concerned to ensure that any revised City boundary should be tightly drawn round
the built-up areas contiguous to the existing boundary and should include only
those areas already developed or allocated for development in the relevant local
plan,

A plan enclosed with its letter showed its preferred boundary as following

the curtilages of property in the developed areas with very few additions.

The

County Council, along with many others, was concerned about the planning implications of our draft proposals.

Many of the areas we proposed for transfer to the

City were within the Interim Green Belt and it was suggested that if the City
Council assumed control of planning in these areas it would allow excessive
development, destroying the Interim Green Belt by diluting or overturning the

County Council's present strategic planning policies for the City of Oxford and
its environs.

18.

Oxford City Council supported all our draft proposals and accepted our changes

to its scheme in the parishes of Marston and Garsington.

It also suggested that

some minor adjustments be made to the boundaries of parishes proposed for inclusion
within the City and that additional areas adjacent to the proposed Blackbird Leys
Parish be incorporated within it.

19.

Cherwell District Council opposed our draft proposals.

It was of the opinion

that only Cutteslowe Park, the adjacent sports ground and allotment gardens, and
part of the North Oxford Sports Ground at present in Cherwell, should be transferred to the City.

Its opposition was based on land-use and planning policies

and, in particular, the need to protect the Interim Green Belt between the City
and Kidlington.

It considered that Oxford City Council only wanted the land for

'further development and that the proposals totally disregarded the County Structure
Plan and the local plans for the Oxford Fringe and Kidlington and Gosford.

20.

South Oxfordshire District Council also strongly opposed our draft proposals.

It considered the views and objections of the majority of residents, and of
commercial and local organisations, to be of primary importance but said we had
summarily dismissed them.

It also stated that our proposals did not appear to

take into account the serious loss to the District of population and rate income,
or the consequential difficulty of maintaining effective and convenient local
government in the remaining part of the District.

The-District Council felt our

proposals showed^both a lack of consistency, in our exclusion of Botley and other
urbanised areas contiguous with the City's westernboundary, and a failure to understand the principles of the Green Belt.

It feared that the City Council's primary

purpose was to seek land for development,.contrary to the County Structure Plan,
and that this would lead ultimately to further pressure for more development and

further claims for the transfer of land from South Oxfordshire.

The District

Council considered that the proposed retention of existing parishes and their
councils was an acknowledgement that the communities were separate from the City
and, thus, there was no justification for their transfer.

It also believed that

parishes were an inappropriate tier of local government for the City.

21.

Despite South Oxfordshire District Council's strong opposition to our draft

proposals, it did accept that changes were required to the existing boundaries to
remove anomalies.

The one major change it suggested would have involved using the

eastern ring road (A4142) as a boundary, resulting in the transfer of the Wood Farm
and Slade Park areas of Horspath and Risinghurst and Sandhills Parishes to the City,
while incorporating in South Oxfordshire all the triangle of development lying
between Risinghurst, the festern ring road and the A40, with its apex at the Headington
roundabout.

It also suggested minor changes to the boundary in the areas of

Bayswater Farm and the Hew Mmrston County Primary School and at the Oval roundabout
in the Rose Hill area.

22.

Vale of White Horse District Council was extremely concerned that we appeared

to have brushed aside the widespread objections made previously and requested that
our proposals be the subject of a public inquiry.

It was of the view that there

was no justification for our proposed boundary changes affecting its District.

The

District Council also felt that we had ignored the planning implications of our
proposals and that we had failed to take into account the Structure Plan or the
Fringe Plan, which it considered should be significant factors in any consideration
of boundary changes.

23.

The majority of the representations received were opposed to our draft proposals.

They included comments from all but one of the parish councils affected, together
with 14 other parish councils not directly affected by the proposals.
of Parliament, who*constituencies

Five Members

were either partly affected by the proposals or

who had neighbouring constituencies in Oxfordshire, also wrote to us and expressed
their concern about, and opposition to, our draft proposals, as did a number of
local organisations, local councillors and other interested bodies.

24.

The precise arguments deployed by those who opposed our draft proposals varied

from one area to another but they were primarily based on some or all of the
following reasons:(a) despite the criteria outlined in DoE Circular 33/78, we had ignored
the views of the majority of the residents concerned when formulating
our draft proposals;
(b) we had not shown proper concern for the protection of the Green Belt,
which many said should not be administered by the City Council;
(c) we had not taken full account of residents'fears of excessive
development; many thought that the proposed boundary changes could
allow the City Council to grant planning permission for development
which would not otherwise be permitted, especially on the large areas
of land owned by the City outside its present boundaries;.
(d)

in consequence of this development the boundary changes would result
in increased traffic, both within the City's existing residential .
areas and in the transferred areas themselves;

(e) residents would suffer increased rates for poorer services, not only
in the areas which would be transferred to the City, but also in the
remaining parts of the districts affected (especially South Oxfordshire)
where the fewer ratepayers left would have to pay more for the
continuation of existing services, or face a reduction in services;
(f) residents did not wish their community to become another suburb of
Oxford, like Iffley or Headington;
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(g) our proposals were only ^n exercise in geographical neatness;

(h)

no advantage would be gainedfrom our proposed changes, which were
a waste of taxpayers' money;

(i)

the parishes to be transferred would lose control of their own
affairs and ultimately their identity and community; they feared
a loss of their parish status and councils;

(j)

the changes would result in a running down of the present excellent
shopping centre in Summertown, Oxford, because of the development
they assumed would take place of major new facilities in the
acquired areas.

25.

There were also a number >of suggestions to use the ring road as the boundary

round Oxford.

In addition some representations, including those from Oxfordshire

County Council, Cherwell District Council, South Oxfordshire District Council,
Vale of White Horse District Council, Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council and
Mr Robert Jackson MP, included requests for a public inquiry to be held before a
final decision was taken.

26.

Although full support for our draft proposals came only from Oxford City

Council, there was some other support for parts of our proposals, notably for the
inclusion within the City of the following areas:-

in the District of Cherwell
(a)

the Lakeside, Linkside and Jordan Hill estates;

(b)

Cutteslowe Park and the neighbouring sports ground areas;

in the District of South Oxfordshire
(c)

the Parish of Marston or simply the developed area of Marston;

(d)

the Wood Farm and Slade Park Estates;
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(e) the developed parts of the Parish of Risinghurst and Sandhills;
(f) the Cowley car works, at present partly in the Parishes of Horspath
and Garsington;
(g) the proposed developments at Blackbird Leys Farm and Greater Leys;
(h) the whole of Littlemore Parish and the development at Minchery Farm
in the parish of Sandford-on-Thames;
in the District of Vale of White Horse
(i) the land to be transferred under our proposals to the City.

OUR FINAL PROPOSALS

27. Oxford City Council's scheme, which had formed the initial basis for our draft
proposals,referred to the possiblity of building development in some parts of the
land it proposed to take over.

This aroused strong opposition in the response to

our draft proposals. We have therefore felt the need to clarify our position in
relation to future development. While recognising that the motivation of the City
Council in putting forward its scheme may have been a desire to take over and secure the
.development of land outside its present boundaries, we would certainly not wish to appear
to be taking any view on the merits of possible planning proposals.

We cannot

anticipate planning decisions and do not express any view on what might or might
not be desirable development. Nor would we wish to comment on the ability or
otherwise of a local authority to administer or safeguard the Green Belt.

Our

concern is to formulate proposals as to what is best for effective and convenient
local government taking account only of existing and expected development.

28.

With this consideration in mind we have, as required by Section 60(2)(d) of

the Local Government Act 1972, considered the representations made to us and
re-assessed our draft proposals in the light of them. We looked again at the map
Oxfordshire County Council had sent us but we considered that ifcs

philosophy

of
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a boundary which followed the built-up areas so tightly would lead to an awkwardly
shaped boundary which would be difficult to identify, would split parishes and
would do little to encourage the effective provision and delivery of services.

We

went on to consider carefully however, whether the information and arguments put
to us pointed to any reduction in each of the areas we had proposed to be transferred
We have concluded that our draft proposals do require amendment as follows:-

(a)

Gosford and .Water Eaton Parish (Cherwell District)
In formulating our draft proposals we considered that the areas north
and west of the A34, together with the North Oxford Golf Course,
appeared to have more association with the City due to the proliferation
of transport links and structures normally characteristic of'an urban
fringe.

However, we can accept the strong view which has since been

put to us that these areas, consisting as they do in other respects of
open fields and hedgerows, are essentially rural and show little
affinity with the urban development south and east of the A34 and A43.
Nevertheless, our view remains that the development at Lakeside,
Linkside and Jordan Hill housing estates, along with the motel at Pear
Tree Roundabout and the neighbouring Park and Ride Park, should be
included within the City due to their very close links with it.
view was supported by a number of representations made to us.

This

We

therefore think that the northern boundary should follow tlSa eastern side
of the A34 ring road to the Pear Tree roundabout, then the - eastern
side of the roundabout, and

continue northwards along the A43 to the

dismantled railway line. From this point it would follow the line of
field boundaries to include the motel and the housing estates.

Our

draft proposals for the Cutteslowe area of the Parish were largely
supported in representations made to us including that from Cherwell
District Council, and we think they remain appropriate.
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(b)

Garsington Parish (South Oxfordshire District)
In the light of representations made to us, we now consider that only
those areas adjacent to the existing boundary which are already developed,
or are to be developed, should be included within the City.

This clearly

applies to Greater Leys which will be contiguous with the existing
development at Blackbird Leys.

It would not justify, however, including

the Thames Water Authority depot south-west of Watlington road which we
now consider
the City'.

has a greater affinity with South Oxfordshire than with

Similarly, we no longer consider that the agricultural land

to the north of Watlington road and south of the Cowley car works should
be included within the City.

This land has only been identified as an

area which might be developed in the future and there are no definite
plans.

(c)

i

Sandford-Qn-Thamesi/Parish

(South Oxfordshire District)

Although our initial view was that there was virtually no gap in
development between the City, Littlemore and Sandford-on-Thames, we now
accept the views expressed in representations to us that a small but
discernible gap does exist, that Sandford-on-Thames does form a village
separate from the City, and that the village (along with the sewage
works and the open land to the south of the parish) has a more rural
outlook than we had previously believed.

We consider, therefore, that

the City boundary should follow field boundaries as closely as possible
to the line of the proposed link road between Watlington road and the
Henley road (A423).

Our proposed boundary would then include within

the City all the new development and expected development (adjacent to
the City boundary at Blackbird Leys and Minchery Farm adjacent
to the Littlemore Parish boundary.
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29.

We have also reconsidered our draft proposals for the remaining areas in the

light of the .representations we received opposing them and of suggestions put to
us for alternative boundaries.

Our conclusions are:-

(a) Botley (Vale of White Horse District)
A number of representations suggested that the City boundary should be
extended to include development to the west of the City at Botley.

We

have considered this but feel that although these areas undoubtedly
possess close links with the City, they are physically separate from it
and no clear case has been put to us in terms of effective and convenient
local government for their inclusion within it.

We noted, moreover,

that the City Council had not suggested that they should be so included.
We have not, therefore, adopted the suggestion.

(b) Horspath and Risinghurst and Sandhills Parishes ^Sputh Oxfordshire District)
We also received suggestions touse the Oxford ring road (A40 and A4142)
as the City boundary.

We consider that those areas already within the

City boundary but to the east of this road should remain part of the .
City and that the existing development adjoining them is no less a part
of Oxford.
priate.

We therefore believe that such a boundary would be inappro-

Many representations also argued that Shotover Park should not

be included within the City.

We have considered this again, but still

feel that as the City partly owns, and manages, the park, and it is no
doubt used by City residents, it should be within the City boundary.
We would not in any case wish to split the Parish of Risinghurst and
Sandhills, which the exclusion of the Park would involve, because it
should retain its identity and community more easily if it is transferred
to the City in its entirety.

Similarly, having considered the representations we received in response
to our draft proposals in the Parish of Horspath, we still feel that
15

since the areas to be included within the City, particularly the sports
grounds, are already either owned by, or have close industrial links
with, the City, they should be within its boundaries.

We also note that

a small but distinct corridor of land would remain between the City and
the village of Horspath so that it will still retain its separate identity

We are therefore satisfied that our draft proposals for these areas
were soundly based and we consider that we should adhere to them.

(c)

District of Vale of White Horse
By contrast with the suggestions to extend the City's boundary westwards
at Botley, we received many objections to our draft proposals for lesser
extensions in this area, particularly to our use of the Oxford by-rpass
(A34) as the boundary north of the Botley roundabout.

We took the view

that the land to the east of this road was detached from the rest of
Vale of White Horse, and as river meadow land on the edge of an urban
setting, it had an affinity with Port Meadow and the other open land
already within the City.

We considered this was also true of the land

further south to the east of Hinksey Stream.

We still consider therefore

that these areas have more association with the City.

A number of objections were also raised to our proposal to include
Ann Kendals Farm and the adjoining allotment gardens within the City.
We took the view that as the City Council owned the allotments, and they .
were used by residents of the City, they should ,be within it, and since
the City Council acted as Trustees for Ann Kendals Farm it, too, ought
to be included.

In addition, as the land between the allotments and the

present boundary was the proposed City gipsy site, we felt planning
control over it should lie with the City.

In the circumstances, we
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considered, and still do, that in this area the ring road, which
constitutes a significant barrier, would form a more sensible boundary.

30.

With the important modifications we have proposed in paragraph 28, as a

result of the consultation process, we consider that our final proposals will now
provide an appropriate framework for effective and convenient local government
in the areas concerned and we commend them to you.

31.

We would like to comment on three other matters which have been raised during

this review:-

a. Parish Status
We have been impressed by the sense of community felt by many residents in
those parishes which would be affected by our proposals.

We hope that the

City Council will carry out a parish review soon after the completion of this
review, in accordance with the Local Government Act 1972.

We would like to

emphasise our view that parish status should be retained for those parishes
proposed for inclusion within the City area.

In the meantime we wish to make

it clear that the status of any parish which we have proposed for transfer
to the City can only be changed after we, and yourself, have considered any
such recommendation as part of a parish review.

b-

Changes to Parish Boundaries
The City Council has suggested minor adjustments to the boundaries of parishes
to be incorporated in the City.

We consider that these should be left to be

dealt with in the City Council's parish review report and so should not be
included in our own final proposals.

However, we accept the logic of including

now the City's suggested additions to the proposed Blackbird Leys parish; the
parish would then be compatible with the Blackbird Leys district electoral
ward.

We have therefore included these additions in our proposals for the
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new parish.

c.

Local Meeting
We received a number of requests for a local meeting or inquiry. Our
views regarding local meetings have been well publicised, namely, that we
hold a local meeting only when we require further information which we cannot
obtain by other means.

In this case we received a very large and detailed

response to our draft proposals which was a great help to us.

We have

considered the requests but have concluded that, after such thorough examination of our proposals both by representative bodies and by many individuals,
a local meeting would

be

very unlikely to yield either new arguments or

fresh evidence of a kind which would lead us to change our conclusions.

ELECTORAL CONSEQUENCES
32.

When publishing our draft proposals we suggested that no special measures were

required to cater for the electoral consequences of our proposed boundary changes.
We were essentially concerned at that stage to avoid premature discussion of
electoral consequences when it was already evident that the proposals themselves
would be the subject of considerable further comment, which we ourselves would
want to consider before formulating our final proposals.

As yet, therefore, no

proposals to deal with electoral consequences have been published.

Having now

formulated our final proposals for boundary changes, we have concluded that, in
view of the nature and extent of the consequential changes to electoral arrangements
which will be required, these ought to be advertised separately in order to give
local authorities and residents affected by them a full-opportunity to comment.
We have accordingly decided that we should report to you only on our final proposals
for boundary changes, as provided for in Section 51(1) of the 1972 Act, and at the
same time we should publish our draft proposals for the consequential changes
needed to electoral arrangements.

Our final proposals for consequential changes

to electoral arrangements will therefore be the subject of a separate report to
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you in due course.

33.

Details of our final proposals for boundaries are set out in the

attached schedule to this report.
authority

areas.

It specifies the proposed changes in local

The proposed boundaries are shown on large scale maps which

are being sent separately to your Department.

PUBLICATION

34.

Separate letters are being sent with copies of this report to Cherwell

District Council, South Oxfordshire District Council, Vale of White Horse
District Council and Oxford City Council, asking them to place copies of the
report on deposit at their main offices, and to put notices to- that effect on
public notice boards and in .the local press.

The text of the notice will explain

that the Commission have fulfilled their statutory role in the matter, and that i-.t
is now open to you to make an Order implementing the proposals, if you think fit,
after the expiry of six weeks from the date they are submitted to you. The
notice will also mention that we shall be submitting further proposals to you
separately for consequential changes to electoral arrangements, after publishing
draft proposals and considering any representations on them.

Copies of this

report, which includes a small scale map, are also being sent to those who received
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the consultation letter and to all those who have made comments to us.
LS

SIGNED:

G J ELLERTON

(Chairman)

J G POWELL

(Deputy Chairman}

JOAN ACKNER

G E CHERRY

K J L NEWELL

G R PRENTICE

BRIAN SCHOLES

S T GARRISH

Secretary
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SCHEDULE
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND
PRINCIPAL AREA REVIEW - FINAL PROPOSALS
CITY OF OXFORD/CHERWELL DISTRICT/SOUTH OXFORDSHIRE DISTRICT/VALE OF WHITE HORSE DISTRICT
NOTE:

Where a boundary is described as following a road, river, canal or similar
feature, it shall be understood to follow the centre of that feature,
unless otherwise stated.

SCHEDULE 1
Boundary realignments between the City of Oxford and Cherwell District.
Areas Al, A2 and A3: descriptions of areas to be transferred from the non-parished
area of the City of Oxford to Gosford and Water Eaton CP in Cherwell District.

Area Al: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the eastern perimeter
of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road at Thames Bridge, meets the northeastern bank of
the River Thames or Isis;

then northwestwards in a straight line to National Grid

reference SP 4818409374, as shown on 1965 (B) Microfilm SP 4809 SW, being a point on
the existing western boundary of the City of Oxford; then northeastwards along that
boundary to NG ref SP 482129405; then generally southwestwards along the eastern
perimeter of the By-Pass embankment to the eastern perimeter of Thames Bridge; then
southwestwards along that perimeter to the point of commencement.

Area A2: that area bounded by a line commencing at NG ref SP 4821909417, as shown
on 1965 (B) Microfilm SP 4809 SW, being a point on the existing western boundary of
the City of Oxford;then generally northwards and eastwards along that boundary to
the western perimeter of the Track leading to Godstow Road, the eastern perimeter
of the A34(T) Western By-Pass Road; then southwestwards along that perimeter to
the point of commencement.

Area A3: that area bounded by a line commencing at NG ref SP 4829909599, as shown
on 1965 (B) Microfilm SP 4809 NW, being a point on the existing western boundary
of the City of Oxford; then generally northwards and eastwards along that boundary
to the western perimeter of the Track leading to Godstow Road, the eastern perimeter

of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road; then southwestwards along that perimeter
to the point of commencement.

Areas Bl, B2, B3, B4 and B5 descriptions of areas to be transferred from Gosford
and Water Eaton CP in Cherwell District to the non-parished area of the City of
Oxford.

Area Bl:

that area bounded by a line commencing at the northernmost point of Area Al,

as described above, then northeastwards along the eastern perimeter of the embankment,
the perimeter of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road, to the southern boundary of the
Track leading to Godstow Road; then southwestwards, northwestards, northeastwards,
southeastwards and northeastwards along the southern, western and northern perimeters
of that track to the southernmost point of Area A2, as described above; then generally
southwards along the existing western boundary of the City of Oxford, to the point
of commencement.

Area B2:

that area bounded by a line commencing at the easternmost point of Area A2,

as described above, then northeastwards along the western perimeter of the Track
leading to Godstow Road, the eastern perimeter of the A34(i) Western By-Pass Road,
to the southernmost point of Area A3, as described above; then generally southwards
along the existing western boundary of the City of Oxford to the point of commencement,

Area B3:

that area bounded by a line commencing at the northernmost point of Area A3,

as described above; then northeastwards, northwestwards, northeastwards and southeastwards along the western perimeter of the Track leading to Godstow Road, the eastern
perimeter of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road; then northeastwards continuing along
the eastern perimeter of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road and northwards to the
accessway linking Pixey Mead; then northeastwards along the eastern perimeter of the
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accessway to the southern perimeter of the embankment, the eastern perimeter of the
A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road; then eastwards and northeastwards along that perimeter
to NG ref SP 4929610679, as shown on 1983 (Bl) Microfilm SP 4910 NW; then northwards
in a straight line to NG ref SP 4929710686, a point on the eastern perimeter of the
A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road; then northwestwards along that perimeter to the accessway
from Red Barn Farm Cottage, then northeastwards along that accessway to the eastern
perimeter of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road, then eastwards and northeastwards along
that eastern perimeter and eastwards and southeastwards along the southern perimeter
of the Peartree Hill Roundabout to NG ref SP4939510808; then northeastwards in a straight
line to NG ref SP 4943810830, a point on the eastern perimeter of that roundabout; then
northeastwards

along that

perimeter; then due northwards to the northeastern perimeter

of that roundabout; then northwestwards and northwards along that perimeter to the
eastern perimeter of the A43 (T) Western By-Pass Road, then northeastwards along that
perimeter to the westernmost point of OS

Parcel No 6821, as shown on 1974 (A)

Microfilm SP 4911; then southeastward and generally eastwards along the southern
perimeter of that parcel to the western perimeter of the Oxford to Bletchly Freight
Railway;

then due eastwards, in a straight line, to the eastern perimeter of that

railway, then generally southwards along that perimeter to the southern perimeter
of the Golf Course; then eastwards, northeastwards, southwards and northeastwards
along that perimeter to the western perimeter of the A423 (T) Oxford Road; then
southwards along that perimeter to the existing northern boundary of the City of Oxford;
then generally southwestwards along that City boundary to the point of commencement.

Area B4:

that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing

northeastern boundary of the City of Oxford meets the northern boundary of the
Banbury Road North Sports Ground: then northeastwards and southeastwards

along the

northern and eastern boundary of that sports ground to the existing City of Oxford
boundary, then southwestwards and northwestwards along that City boundary to the point
of commencement.
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Area B5: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing
boundary between Cherwell District and South Oxfordshire District meets the
existing northeastern boundary of the City of Oxford: then generally northeastwards
along that City boundary to the northern boundary of Cutteslowe Park; then southeastwards, northeastwards, southeastwards and northeastwards along that northern boundary
to the stream that flows generally southeastwards from Water Eaton Bridge to the
River Cherwell; then southeastwards along that stream to the existing boundary
between Cherwell District and South Oxfordshire District; then southwestwards
along that District boundary to the point of commencement.

Boundary realignments between the City of Oxford and South Oxfordshire District.

Area C:

description of that area to be transferred from Marston CP in South

Oxfordshire District to the non-parished area of the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of
Area B5, as described above, meets the existing boundary between Cherwell District
and South Oxfordshire District; then southwards along that District boundary to the
River Cherwell; then southwestwards along that river to the existing northeastern
boundary of the.City of Oxford; then northwestwards along that City boundary to the
southern boundary of Area B5, then northeastwards along that southern boudnary to
the point of commencement.

Area D:

description of that area to be transferred from Marston CP in South

Oxfordshire District to become Marston CP in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the southern boundary of
Area C as described above, meets the northeastern side of Cherwell Bridge: then
southeastwards along that northeastern side and continuing southeastwards in a
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straight line to NG ref SP 5175709848, as shown on 1972 (B) Microfilm SP 5109 NE,
being

a point on the northeastern perimeter of the A40 {T) Northern By-Pass Road;

then southeastward's and eastwards along that perimeter to NG ref SP 5330808944, as shown on
1974 (C) Microfilm SP 5308; then southeastwards in a straight line to NG ref
SP 5336908912, being a point on the northeastern perimeter of the A40 (T) Northern
By-Pass Road; then generally southwards and southeastwards along that perimeter
to the existing eastern boundary of Marston CP; then southeastwards along that eastern
boundary to the existing northern boundary of the City of Oxford; then southwestwards
along that northern boundary and generally northwestwards along the northeastern
boundary of the City to the southern boundary of Area C; then northeastwards along
that southern boundary to the point of commencement.

Areas El and E2:

descriptions of areas to be transferred from Elsfield CP in

South Oxfordshire District to Marston CP in the City of Oxford.

Area El: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing
southwestern boundary of Elsfield CP meets the northeastern boundary of Area D,
as described above, being a point on the stream known as Bayswater Brook; then southeastwards along the southwestern side of that stream to the northeastern boundary
of Area D; then northwestwards along that northeastern boundary to the point of
commencement.

Area E2: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing
northern boundary of the City of Oxford meets the eastern boundary of Area D, as
described above; then northwestwards along that eastern boundary to the southwestern
side of the stream known as Bayswater Brook; then southeastwards along the southwestern
side of that stream, to the point where it meets the City of Oxford boundary; then
westwards along that City boundary to the point of commencement.
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Area F:

description of that area to be transferred from Risinghurst and Sandhills

CP in South Oxfordshire District to become Risinghurst and Sandhills CP in the City
of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing eastern boundary
of the City of Oxford meets the existing northern boundary of Risinghurst and
Sandhills CP; then northeastwards along that CP boundary to NG ref SP 5592708058, as
shown on 1978 (A*) Microfilm SP 5508; then northeastwards and northwards along the
southeastern and eastern perimeter

of

OS parcel No 9306 to the southern side of

the stream known as Bayswater Brook; then northeastwards along the southern side
of that stream to the above-mentioned CP boundary; then generally eastwards, generally
southwards and generally westwards along the northern, eastern and southern boundaries
of that CP to the eastern boundary of the City; then generally northwards along
that City boundary to the point of commencement.

Area G:

description of that area to be transferred from Stanton St John CP in

South Oxfordshire District to Risinghurst and Sandhills CP in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point due north of NG ref SP 5611508104, as
shown on 1973 (A) Microfilm SP 5608; being a point where the northern boundary of Area F,
as described above, meets the stream known as Bayswater Brook; then eastwards along
that stream to the northern boundary of Area F; then westwards along that northern
boundary to the point of commencement.

Areas HI and H2:

descriptions of areas to be transferred from Horspath CP

in South Oxfordshire District to Risinghurst and Sandhills CP in the City of Oxford.

Area HI: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing northern
boundary of Horspath CP meets the western perimeter -of Blenheim Road, being a point
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on the eastern boundary of Area F, as described above; then southwards and southwestwards along that road perimeter to the southern perimeter of OS Parcel No 3166, as
shown on 1973'(ft) Microfilm SP 5705; then northwestwards, southwestwards and northwestwards along that southern perimeter to the eastern boundary of Area F; then northeastwards and eastwards along that eastern boundary to the point of commencement.

Area H2: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the southern boundary
of Area F, as described above, meets the eastern boundary of Parcel No 6123, as shown
on 1973 (A) Microfilm SP 5605; then southwards, westwards and northwestwards along
the eastern, southern and southwestern boundaries of that parcel and continuing
northwestwards along the southwestern boundary of Parcel No 4331 to the southeastern
boundary of the area of Brasenose Wood, known as Open Brasenose; then northeastwards
along that southeastern boundary to the southern boundary of Area F; then southeastwards
and northeastwards along that southern boundary to the point of commencement.

Area I:

description of that area to be transferred from Horspath CP in South

Oxfordshire District to the non-parished area of the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing southern
boundary of Horspath CP meets the existing eastern boundary of the City of Oxford;
then generally northwards, and eastwards along that City boundary to the southern
boundary of Area F, as described above; then northeastwards and southeastwards
along that southern boundary to the western boundary of Area H2,as described above;
then southwestwards along that western boundary to the northwestern perimeter of
OS

Parcel No 3300, as shown on 1973 (A) Microfilm SP 5605; then southwestwards,

southwards and southwestwards,

along that northwestern perimeter and continuing

southwestwards, southeastwards, northeastwards and southeastwards along the
western and southern perimeters of OS Parcel No 3300, as shown on 1973 (A)
Microfilm SP 5604, to the western perimeter of OS Parcel No 6074; then
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southeastwards, southwestwards and southwards along that western perimeter to
the northern perimeter of Oxford Road; then eastwards along that road to a point
opposite the eastern perimeter of OS Parcel No 4836; then southwards to and along
that perimeter to the northwestern perimeter of the Dismantled Railway; then
northeastwards along that perimeter to the northeastern perimeter of the railway
underpass; then southeastwards along that northeastern perimeter to the southeastern
perimeter of that dismantled railway; then northeastwards along that southeastern
perimeter to the western perimter of OS Parcel No 0545, as shown on 1973 (A) Microfilm
SP 5704;

then . southeastwards along that western perimeter to the southern boundary

of the above-mentioned CP; then generally westwards along that CP boundary to the
point of commencement.

Area J: description of that area to be transferred from Garsington CP in South
Oxfordshire District to the non-parished area in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of
Area I, as described above, meets the existing northern boundary of Garsington CP;
then southwards along that CP boundary to a point opposite the northwestern perimeter
of OS Parcel No 9600, as shown on 1973 (A) Microfilms SP 5604 and SP 5704; then
due west to that point; then southwestwards along that perimeter, continuing on 1973
(A) Microfilm i>P 5603 southwestwards, northwestwards and southwestwards along the
northwestern

perimeter of OS Parcel No 5666 and southwestwards and southwards

along the northwestern and western perimeters of OS Parcel No 1645, to the
northern perimeter of Oxford Road (leading to Garsington); then southeastwards across
that road to the northwesternmost point of OS Parcel No 1623; then southeastwards along
the western perimeter of that parcel to the northern perimeter of the B480 Watlington
Road; then northwestwards along that perimeter to the existing eastern boundary of the
City of Oxford, then northwestwards along that City boundary to the existing eastern
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boundary of Littlemore CP (det); then northwards along that eastern boundary
continuing northwards along the existing City of Oxford boundary to the southern
boundary of Area I; then generally eastwards along that boundary to the point of
commencement.

Area K:

description of that area to be transferred from Garsington CP in South

Oxfordshire District to the proposed Blackbird Leys CP in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing eastern
boundary of the City of Oxford meets the southern boundary of Area J, as described
above; then southeastwards along that southern boundary and continuing southeastwards
along the northern perimeter of the B480 Watlington Road to a point opposite the
easternmost point of OS Parcel No 3463, as shown on 1972 (A) Microfilm SP 5602;
then southwestwards to that point and continuing generally southwestwards along the
western perimeter of that parcel to the existing western boundary of Garsington CP;
then northwards along that CP boundary to the point of commencement. '

Area L:

description of that area to be transferred from Sandford-on-Thames CP in

South Oxfordshire District to the Proposed Blackbird Leys CP in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at the southernmost point of Area K, as
described above; then southwards along the existing western boundary of Garsington CP
to a point opposite the southeastern corner of OS Parcel No 0026, as shown on 1972 (A)
Microfilm SP 5602, then due west to that point and southwestwards along the southern
perimeter of that parcel, the northern perimeter of the Track leading southwestwards
from Blackbury

Lane, continuing along the northern perimeter of that track, the

southeastern perimeters of OS Parcel Nos 0026, 5500 and 3700, as shown on 1971 (A)
Microfilm SP 5501; then northwestwards along the southwestern perimeter of the
last mentioned parcel to the southern perimeter of OS Parcel No 0005; then southwestwards along that parcel perimeter continuing on 1971 (A) Microfilm SP 5401; then
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northwards and northwestwards along the western perimeter of that parcel continuing
northwestwards on 1976 (C) Microfilm SP 5402 SE; as the unnamed stream running
northwestwards to join the stream known as Littlemore Brook: then northwestwards
along that unnamed stream to the Track leading generally northeastwards and
northwestwards from the northeastern perimeter of the Sewage Works to the Ivanhoe
Middle School; then

northeastwards and northwestwards along that track to the southern

boundary of Littlemore CP, then northeastwards along that CP boundary to the existing
southern boundary of the City of Oxford, then generally eastwards along that City
boundary to the western boundary of Area K; then southwards along that area boundary
to the point of commencement.

Area M:

description of that area to be transferred from Littlemore CP in South Oxford

shire District to the Proposed Blackbird Leys CP in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at the northwestern corner of Area L, as
described above; then northwards along the Track, leading northwards to Knights
Road, to a point opposite Northfield Brook, then westwards to that brook and
northwestwards along that brook to the existing southern boundary of Littlemore CP,
then alternating between that brook and that CP boundary to the northeastern
perimeter of the road leading from Priory Road to Minchery Farm; then northwestwards
along that perimeter to the southeastern perimeter of the access road leading to Nos 1
to 6 Minchery Farm Cottages;then northeastwards along that perimeter, northwestwards
along the northeastern perimeter of that access road and the northeastern curtilage
of No 6 Minchery Farm Cottages to the southeastern perimeter of the single track
railway, then northeastwards along that railway perimeter to the existing southern
boundary of the City of Oxford; then southeastwards along that City boundary to the
northern boundary of Area L, then southwestwards along that area boundary to the
point of commencement.
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Areas Nl, N2, N3, N4, N5, N6 and N7:

descriptions of areas to be transferred from

Sandford-on-Thames CP in South Oxfordshire District to the Proposed Blackbird Leys
CP in the City of Oxford.

Area Nl:

that area bounded by a line commencing at the point where the existing'

northern boundary of Sandford-on-Thames CP meets the western boundary of Area M,
as described above, on the northeastern perimeter of the Track leading southwards
from Priory

Road to Minchery Farm; then generally northeastwards along the

southern boundary of Area M to Littlemore Brook; then southwestwards along that
brook to the northeastern perimeter of the above mentioned track; then northwestwards along that track perimeter to the point of commencement.

Areas N2 t .N3, N4, N5, N6 and N7:

six small areas situated between the southern

boundary of Area M, as described above and Northfield Brook.

Areas 01, 02, 03, 04, 05, 06 and 07:

descriptions of areas to be transferred

from Littlemore CP in South Oxfordshire District to become Littlemore CP in the
City of Oxford.

Area 01: that area bounded by a line commencing at the northernmost point of
Area M, as described above; then generally southwestwards along the northwestern
boundary of Area M to the existing southern boundary of Littlemore CP; then generally
southwestwards generally northwards along the southern and western boundaries of
that CP; then generally eastwards and generally southwards along the existing
southern boundary of the City of Oxford to the point of commencement.

Areas 02, 03, 04, 05, 06 and O7:

six small areas situated between the southern

boundary of Area M, as described above, and the existing southern boundary of
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Littlemore CP.

Area 08, description of that area to be transferred from Littlemore CP (det)
in South Oxfordshire District to become Littlemore CP (det) in the City of
Oxford.

Littlemore CP (det)

Area P, description of that area to be transferred from Sandford-on-Thames CP in
South Oxfordshire District to Littlemore CP in the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing where the southernmost point of Area M, as described abovetmeets the northwestern corner of Area L, as described above, and the
easternmost point of Area 07, as described above; then generally southwards along
the western boundary of Area L, to the unnamed stream leading to Littlemore Brook;
then northwestwards along that unnamed stream to the northern perimeter of the Track
leading generally southwestwards from Minchery Farm to the A423 (T) Southern By-Pass
Road; then generally southwestwards along that track perimeter to the
eastern perimeter of the A423 (T) Southern By-Pass Road; then northwestwards along
that road perimeter to the southeastern boundary of Area 01, as described above;
then generally northeastwards along that boundary to the southwestern boundary of
Area Nl; , as described abovej then southeastwards and northeastwards along the southern
boundaries of that area to the existing northern boundary of Sandford-on-Thames CP;
then southeastwards along that CP boundary to the westernmost point of Area 02, as
described above; then generally southeastwards along the southern boundary of that area
and the southern boundary of Area N2 as described above, the above mentioned CP boundary
the southern boundaries of Areas N3, 03, N4, 04, N5, 05, N6t 06, N7 and 07,as described
above^to the point of commencement.

Boundary realignments between the City of Oxford and Vale of White Horse District.
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Area Q: description of that area to be transferred from Kennington CP in Vale
of White Horse District to the non-parished area of the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing northern
boundary of Kennington CP meets the existing southwestern boundary of the City of
Oxford; then generally eastwards, northwards, eastwards and southwards along that
City boundary to Hinksey Stream; then northwestwards along -that stream to Weirs
Mill Stream; then northeastwards along that stream to the northeastern side of
the bridge, being the northeastern boundary of the A423 (T) Southern By-Pass Road;
then northwestwards along that northeastern boundary and continuing northwestwards
along the northeastern side of the footpath, leading northwestwards, to a point
opposite the subway leading to Kennington Roundabout; then southwestward in a
straight line to that subway, being a point on the northeastern perimeter of
Kennington Roundabout; then northwestwards along that northeastern perimeter to
the northern perimeter of that roundabout; then westwards along that northern
perimeter to the northwestern perimeter of that roundabout; then southwestwards along
that northwestern perimeter to the northern perimeter of theA423(T), Southern
By-Pass Road; then westwards along that perimeter to the northern boundary of
Kennington CP; then northeastward, northwestwards and northeastwards along that
CP boundary to the point of commencement.

Area R:

description of that area to be transferred from South Hinksey CP in

Vale of White Horse District to the non-parished area of the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the southeastern boundary of
the existing South Hinksey CP meets the southwestern corner of Area P, as described
above, being a point on the northern perimeter of the A423 (T), Southern By-Pass
Road; then westwards along that northern perimeter crossing Abingdon Road in a
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straight line, and continuing westwards and northwestwards along that northern
road perimeter; then continuing northwestwards along the northeastern side of the
footpath on the northeastern side of the A34 (T), Southern By-Pass Road to a point
opposite the unnamed stream flowing northeastwards from Old Boars Hill towards
Hinksey Stream; then northeastwards to and.along that unnamed stream and its
continuation as a Drain to the point where it meets the Drain that runs in a
generally southeasterly direction from Manor Road; then due northeastwards from that
point to the field perimeter lying to the northeast of the last mentioned Drain;
then northwestwards along field perimeters to Hinksey Stream; then southwestwards
and generally northwestwards along that stream to the northwestern boundary of
South Hinksey CP; then northeastwards along that CP boundary to the existing western
boundary of the City of Oxford; then southeastwards along that City boundary to the
western boundary of Area P; then generally southwestwards along that western boundary
to the point of commencement.

Area SI and S2:

descriptions of areas to be transferred from North Hinksey

CP in Vale of White Horse District to the non-parished area of the City of Oxford.-

Area SI: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing western
boundary of the City of Oxford meets the northwestern boundary of Area R, as described
above; then southwestwards along that northwestern boundary to Hinksey Stream; then
generally northwestwards along that stream to the City of Oxford boundary; then
northeastwards and southeastwards along that City boundary to the point of commencement.

Area S2: that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing
northern boundary of North Hinksey CP meets the existing western boundary of the
City of Oxford; then generally southeastwards along that City boundary .to the
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southwestern side of Seacourt Stream or Wytham Stream; then northwestwards and
northwards along the southwestern and western side of that stream to the northern
perimeter of the road known as West Way; then generally westwards along that
road perimeter to the eastern perimeter of the A420 road; then northwards along
that eastern perimeter to the North Hinksey CP boundary; then northeastwards along
that CP boundary to the point of commencement.

Area T:

description of that area to be transferred from the non-parished area

of the City of Oxford to North Hinksey CP in Vale of White Horse District.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point due north of NG Ref SP 4951405528,
as shown on 1973 (B) Microfilm SP 4905 NE, being a point where the southwestern side
of Seacourt Stream or Wytham Stream meets the existing western boundary of the
City of Oxford; then northwestwards along that City boundary to the southwestern
side of that stream, then southeastwards along that stream to the point of commencement.

Area U:

description of that area to be transferred from Wytham CP in Vale of

White Horse District to the non-parished area of the City of Oxford.

That area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing western
boundary of the City of Oxford meets the northern boundary of North Hinksey CP;
then southwestwards along that northern boundary to the eastern perimeter of the
A420 road, then northwards and northwestwards along that road perimeter and
continuing northwestwards and northeastwards along the eastern perimeter of the A34 (T)
Western By-Pass Road to the southern side of the River Thames or Isis; then westwards
along that side of river to the eastern perimeter of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass
Road at Thames Bridge., then northeastwards along that road perimeter to the City
of Oxford boundary, then generally southeastwards along that City boundary to the
point of commencement.
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Area V:

description of that area to be transferred from the non-parished area of

the City of Oxford to the Wytham CP in Vale of White Horse District.

That area bounded by a line commencing at the northernmost point of Area U, as
described above; then westwards and northwards along the existing western boundary
of the City of Oxford to the southwestern corner of Area Al, as described above;
then southeastwards along the southern boundary of Area Al to the eastern perimeter
of the A34 (T) Western By-Pass Road at Thames Bridge; then southwestwards along
that road perimeter to the point of commencement.

SCHEDULE 2

Boundary realignments between Civil Parishes.

Area W; description of that area to be transferred from Marston CP to Elsfield CP
in South Oxfordshire District.

That area of the existing Marston CP not included in Area C and D, as described
in Schedule 1.

Area X:

description of that area to be transferred from Risinghurst and Sandhills

CP to Btanton St John CP in South Oxfordshire District.

That area of the existing Risinghurst and Sandhills CP not included in Area F
as described in Schedule 1.
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PROPOSED BLACKBIRD LEYS CP

The proposed Blackbird Leys CP shall consist of Areas K, L, M and Ml, N2, N3, N4, N5,'
NS and Ny as described in Schedule 1.

and that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the existing southern
boundary of the City of Oxford meets the northwestern boundary of Blackbird Leys Ward;
then northeastwards and southeastwards along that ward boundary to the existing eastern
boundary of the City of Oxford; then southeastwards, southwards, westwards, northwestwards and northeastwards along the eastern and southern boundaries of the City to
the point of commencement.

DH

SCHEDULE
Oxfordshire County Council
Cherwell District Council
South Oxfordshire District Council
Vale of White Horse District Council
Beckley and Stowood Parish Council
Cumnor Parish Council
Elsfield Parish Meeting
Garsington Parish Council
Gosford and Water Eaton Parish Council
Horspath Parish Council
Kennington Parish Council
Kidlington Parish Council
Littlemore Parish Council
Marston Parish Council
North Hinksey Parish Council
Sisinghurst & Sandhills Parish Council
Sandford-on-Thames Parish Council
South Hinksey Parish Council
Stanton St. John Parish Council
Wytham Parish Meeting
Yarnton Parish Council
Members of Parliament with a constituency interest
Barton Residents Association
Jordan Hill Residents Association
Littlemore Community Association
Littlemore and Sandford Conservative Association
Marston Area Committee of the Oxford Preservation Trust
The National Farmers' Union - Henley on Thames Branch and Oxford and Thame Branch
Oxfordshire Association of Local Councils
Pose Hill Community Association
Shotover preservation Society

SS Mary R- Nicholas Church, Littlemore
27 private individuals
The Headquarters of the Conservative, Labour, Liberal and Social Democratic Parties
The Editors of local newspapers circulating in the area
and of the local government press
The Editors, Municipal Journal and Local Government Chronicle
Radio Oxford

PRINCIPAL AREA REVIEW
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION
FOR ENGLAND
FINAL PROPOSAL

CHERWELL DISTRICT

SOUTH OXFORDSHIRE DISTRICT

VALE OF WHITE HORSE DISTRICT

EXISTING DISTRICT BOUNDARY
PROPOSED DISTRICT BOUNDARY
BOXED AREA REPRESENTS
SEVERAL MINOR CHANGES
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