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1 CLIMATE EMERGENCY: MITIGATION AND RESILIENCE 

 
Demonstrating leadership in addressing the climate emergency by significantly reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions; but “rather than seeing economic, social and environmental objectives as competing demands 
that need to be balanced or prioritised, the approach is to align and integrate all priorities.” 
Hierarchical approach to mitigation (flood risk, air pollution etc.): 1. Avoid harm, 2. Minimise impacts, 3. 
Rehabilitation/restoration, 4. Compensation (on-site), 5. Offset (off-site). 
All options prioritise the environment as a common thread that flows from the Oxfordshire Strategic Vision. 
This includes climate change, nature recovery, natural capital and enhanced resilience.  
This means there is no separate environment-led option (para 484). 
 

  
We need to expand the move to declare meaningful, action-backed climate emergencies across 
parties and geographical boundaries. Planning measures must be centred around climate 
mitigation and resilience, rather than being centred around growth assumptions which have as yet 
not factored in the reality of increasingly frequent extreme weather events, such as drought, 
flooding and heat waves, as confirmed by the IPCC.  
In particular, planning measures must not centre around where growth is or would be located – a 
growth which, given the climate emergency, may realistically not even occur or indeed be 
expedient.  
Instead, especially long-term spatial planning like the present one must provide urgently needed 
disaster management, resilience of supply (water, food, energy), and pandemic resilience to the 
population, and must,  among others: 

- ask where sustainable energy provision is to be located (e.g. mandatory percentage for 
solar in local plans),  
- make the necessary investments in future-proof green infrastructure, 
- provide for sustainable active travel infrastructure (stepping up cycle path, rail links, 
zero carbon transport hubs etc.),  
- step up flood prevention measures, including by banning (extension of) developments 
in, at least, functional flood zones (zone 3b),  
- make Passivhaus / greywater system retrofit and related measures a high priority, 
- provide Clean Air Zones and prevent spills of raw sewage, to reduce chemical pollution 
and allow population health and ecosystem recovery, 
- maximise carbon sink potential by banning urban pesticides,  
- strengthen food supply resilience by promoting sustainable agriculture, integrated land 
management /agroforestry / IPM / companion planting etc., encouraging local food 
schemes like community orchards. 

 

 

  



 
OGP Councillor Briefing - September 2021 

3 
 

2 DOUGHNUT ECONOMICS 

 
The aim for Oxfordshire is to deliver ‘good growth’ (para 25), in line with Oxfordshire's Strategic Vision for Long-Term 
Sustainable Development, 2021. Good growth is to be “clean and green”, while generating a highly productive and 
inclusive economy based on Oxfordshire’s world-class research, innovation and technology. Rather than seeing 
economic, social and environmental objectives as competing demands that need to be balanced or prioritised, the 
approach is to align and integrate all priorities. 
Option 1: Focus on opportunities at larger settlements and planned growth locations. 
Option 2: Focus on Oxford-led growth. 
Option 3: Focus on opportunities in sustainable transport corridors & at strategic transport hubs for growth. 
Option 4: Focus on growth by strengthening business locations. 
Option 5: Focus on growth by way of supporting rural communities. 
• Option 1 aims to add more growth onto the growth level and locations set out in the adopted local plans. 
• Options 2 to 5 are more transformational. 
The Oxfordshire 2050 Plan is to feed into the wider national planning framework for the Oxford-Cambridge Arc, 
becoming a “focus for shared economic activity” (para 39). An “Arc Growth Body” is “to ‘give a clear economic 
leadership voice to the area’.” (para 42). 
Para 48: “The ambition is that 'By 2050, the Arc will be the world leading place for high-value growth, innovation 
and productivity. A global hub where ideas and companies are generated and thrive, home to exemplary models of 
21st century development, with a high-quality environment and outstanding quality of life, and with a strong 
economic focus that drives inclusive clean growth'.”  
 

 

 
We need to fully embrace Doughnut Economics, an economic model developed to balance  
(A) essential human needs (cf. the “the 12 dimensions of the social foundation”/ Sustainable 
Development Goals, 2015, internationally agreed minimum social standards identified by the 
world’s governments), and  
(B) the ecological ceiling / 9 planetary boundaries, with the following earth system overshoot 
indicators: (1) CO2 loading/ climate change, (2) ocean acidification, (3) chemical pollution, (4) 
nitrogen and phosphorus loading, (5) freshwater withdrawals, (6) land conversion, (7) 
biodiversity loss, (8) air pollution, and (9) ozone layer depletion. 
The exacerbating climate emergency means we have to start being agnostic about growth - 
previous growth created the planetary overshoot presently threatening the very habitability of our 
planet.  
 
To create an economy making us thrive, whether or not it grows, we need to STOP: 

- sustaining GDP growth in an economy that may actually be close to maturing,  
- adding the living world into the national accounts as ‘ecosystem services’ and ‘natural 

capital’, assigning it a value that looks dangerously like a price, and  
- chasing after the ‘cheap’ energy of tar sands and shale gas, while  
- neglecting the transformational public investments needed for a clean energy revolution. 

 
Instead, essential human needs, i.e. food, housing, healthcare etc. need to be met within the 
means of the planet, ensuring that we do not collectively overshoot pressure on Earth’s life-
supporting systems we depend on: a stable climate, fertile soils, and a protective ozone layer. 
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3 GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE & INCENTIVES 

 
There is a strong case for investment in green infrastructure for the multiple social, environmental and economic 
benefits that a well-connected green infrastructure network can bring. Planning for / enhancing Oxfordshire’s Green 
Infrastructure is an essential part of realising the county's long-term ambitions and economic aspirations. Green 
infrastructure is a key part of natural capital, though natural capital also includes intensive farmland, which is not 
usually considered as green infrastructure. The business case for green infrastructure includes speed limits and cycling 
infrastructure (after para 252). Appropriate green infrastructure should also be utilised for natural flood management 

and drainage methods. 

 

 
We welcome the Consultation Paper’s statement that “There is a strong case for investment in 
green infrastructure (…)”, and the benefits listed as a business case are very positive.  
However, some of the examples do not actually form part of green infrastructure (GI), such as 
cycling infrastructure and speed limits. Also, it may be helpful to approach green infrastructure 
differently for urban and rural areas, respectively.  
As predicted since the 80ies, the growing incidence of extreme weather events and the passing of 
tipping points is already and will increasingly make an impact on labour productivity.  
Both the OGNA and the OP 2050 Plan insufficiently address the urgent need to invest in climate-
resilient infrastructure, and the costs of failing to maintain / adapt infrastructure so that it can 
cope with increasing climate change-related impacts are high.  
Evidence from ILO on non-cost, quoting U.S. figures states that: “(…) even without considering the 
impacts of climate change, failure to make the necessary investments in infrastructure would end 
up costing the United States of America 2.5 million jobs and US$ 4 trillion in GDP over the period 
2016–20251. If one factors in the impacts of climate change, these losses would be even higher. (…) 
The higher costs associated with initial investment in resilient infrastructure are likely to be 
recouped in the long term through reduced expenses on repair work and on disaster response (…)”  
Among others, new green infrastructure (IF7) is also needed for flood prevention, but no strategy 
to achieve this seems to be envisaged, and no obvious examples can currently be found in the list 
of potential projects.  
We call upon plan-makers to urgently redress the balance in favour of badly needed green 
infrastructure, and within local powers, contribute Oxfordshire’s share in much-needed 
transformational public investments for a clean energy revolution. 
The Green Party will hold the national government accountable for failure to act on this issue. 
 

 

4 Sustainable Design / Construction and Retrofit 

 
Policy Option 1 – Sustainable Design and Construction 
Plan to include a sustainable design policy / construction requirements, to be applied to major (non-)residential 
developments in Oxfordshire. Policy subject to viability & deliverability testing. 

 
1 Failure to Act – Closing the Infrastructure Investment Gap for America’s Economic Future, American Society of 
Civil Engineers (ASCE) Report 2016, https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/10/ASCE-Failure-to-Act-2016-FINAL.pdf , p.26. 

https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/ASCE-Failure-to-Act-2016-FINAL.pdf
https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/ASCE-Failure-to-Act-2016-FINAL.pdf
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Objective: net zero whole-life carbon for (non-)residential buildings, taking account of embodied carbon, low energy use 
and renewable energy supply. 
Developments should be fossil fuel free, and fossil fuels not to be used for space heating, hot water or fuel for cooking. 
Energy demand to be balanced by on-site renewable energy generation. Carbon offsetting only to be permitted where 
net zero carbon not achievable on site. 
Financial contribution (based on defined calculation) to carbon offsetting projects including off-site renewable energy 
generation / carbon sequestration, consistent with defined natural capital / nature recovery approaches defined in the 
Plan. 
Buildings designed to be resilient to changing climate, including overheating. 
New buildings to be designed to be durable but flexible, adaptable to changing needs. 
(Non-)residential buildings to be designed to maximise use of natural / recycled material in construction, and to enable 
disassembly at the end of a building's life (circular economy). 

 

 
We very much welcome the recognition that “Climate change is the most significant threat facing 
humankind today”, and the Plan’s sustainable design policy, proposing new developments should 
be fossil fuel free. We need to shape a successful transition towards zero carbon, and ultimately 
carbon-negative, buildings, in both the commercial and residential buildings sector.  
To reflect the significance of the climate change threat, we would however, like to see this policy 
apply not only to “major”, but to all residential and non-residential developments, and to start as 
soon as the Plan is adopted.  
Subjecting this policy option to viability/deliverability testing would not only delay the start of this 
much needed policy shift, but turn the question on its head: The issue is not whether sustainable 
design & construction requirements are viable, but whether it is viable not to adopt and 
implement these now. Also, carbon reductions should not be guided by what a given authority 
considers “possible”, but by our legal obligations under the Paris Agreement, the NetZero target, 
and by what is necessary to avert the worst climate disasters and tipping points.  
Emissions from development are the elephant in the room – i.e., growth in this area, even if for 
sustainable construction. The Royal Institution of Chartered Surveyors (RICS) estimates that 35% 
of the lifecycle carbon from a typical office development is emitted before the building is even 
opened. The figure for residential premises is 51%. Cement alone causes 8% of global emissions. 
 
Refurbishment - rather than (demolition and) newbuild - is therefore preferable wherever 
possible. However, the Plan does not currently address existing buildings – a major gap, which 
should be filled, among others, by recommendations for sustainable and climate-resilient retrofit 
for residential and commercial buildings2.  
We would raise concerns regarding offsetting mechanisms, as these justify, e.g., massive 
deforestation, provided that trees are planted elsewhere, when such young plantations cannot 
deliver the same carbon sequestration as the former, removed habitat. Local opportunities to 
sequester carbon should be privileged. 
As to road building, given the funding gap for road transport is an excess of £1Bn, and road 
building being incompatible with the declaration of a Climate Emergency and Clean Air Zones 
(CAZs), plans for road building must be abandoned, alongside a clear acknowledgement that there 
is no remotely realistic road-building scenario that will accommodate the numbers of extra private 
cars expected with a “business as usual” approach to new developments. Oxfordshire should 
explore road pricing both within Oxford city and its approach roads, as well as across rural areas, 
and the infrastructure to support this. 
 

 
2 For detail, see our OGP Response to the Oxfordshire 2050 Plan Consultation. 
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5 Energy and Infrastructure 

 
Policy Option 2 – Energy  
Plan to minimise energy demand / maximise use of renewable energy; where viable, meet all demands for heat & power 
without increasing CO2 emissions.  
Target: 100% of energy needs for major developments to be met from renewable energy sources. 
Developments to be required to maximise energy efficiency and integrate renewable/smart energy technologies, to 
minimise energy demand. 
Technology installation & integration to be delivered at development stage, to avoid more costly ex-post retrofitting. 
Strategic and community-scale renewable energy schemes to be supported, particularly where this can support transition 
to a smart, local energy system for Oxfordshire. 

 

 
Even without significant growth in Oxfordshire’s housing / population levels, electricity network 
infrastructure is in need of significant investment, vital for improved flexibility / capacity, and to 
accommodate both new renewable electricity generation and the shift to electricity becoming the 
dominant energy supply for heating & transport. National-level policy and the national regulatory 
framework will play a key role in incentivising and facilitating such investment. 
But local spatial planning and development planning approval also have important contributions 
to make to increasing the levels of renewable electricity generation within Oxfordshire. Co-
ordination between such new generation capacity and the network infrastructure is essential to 
be certain that new generation can connect to the network and make its contribution.  
Development approval could be made conditional on far-reaching requirements concerning:  

- auto-generation;  
- establishing community-level renewables;  
- higher energy efficiency standards;  
- fitting heat pumps; and  
- making provision for energy storage (in the form of batteries at appropriate scale levels).  

On the broader level of spatial planning, serious thought must be given – at regular intervals and 
strategically – to the land required to expand network infrastructure and renewable electricity 
generation capacity (as acknowledged in paras. 116 and 117 of the consultation). 
All of the points in Policy Option 02 are to be welcomed, along with regularly reminding central 
government and regulators of the need for a national framework facilitating local developments, 
and making investment / development possible and, indeed, attractive.  
However, it would also be a grave mistake to leave ‘non-major new developments’ without any 
renewables targets altogether, which seems to be what the current preferred policy would do. If 
“non-major” developments are to be left out altogether, we would strongly criticised this 
approach, and we call for more far-reaching renewable energy requirements to be included in 
those new developments which do not count as ‘major’.  
 

 
Policy Option 21 - Strategic Infrastructure Priorities 
Development proposals would be planned to both take account of and take opportunities to support delivery of the 
strategic infrastructure priorities identified in the Oxfordshire Infrastructure Strategy (OxIS), and any subsequent updates. 
Local plans, and any supporting documents such as Infrastructure Delivery Plans, and Infrastructure Funding Statements 
should also take into account OxIS when being developed and updated. 
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Planning measures must not centre around where growth is or would be located – a growth which, 
given the climate emergency, may realistically not even occur or indeed be expedient.  
Instead, especially long-term spatial planning like the present one, must provide urgently needed 
disaster management, resilience of supply (water, food, energy), and pandemic resilience to the 
population, and must therefore ask where sustainable energy provision is/will be located (e.g. 
mandatory percentage for solar in local plans). 
 

 

6 Natural Capital, Green Belt and Nature Recovery  

 
Policy Option 7 – Nature Recovery  
Draft NRN (Nature Recovery Network) to guide the spatial distribution of sustainable development and the spatial 
strategy for the Plan. This is part of a commitment to (1) strengthen ecological networks, (2) deliver biodiversity net gains 
and (3) build resilience to climate change, recognising the importance of habitats / natural resources / landscapes in 
supporting biodiversity, connecting habitats and aiding nature's recovery. 
NRN to build on established Conversation Target Areas (CTAs), not to diminish protection afforded to sites / habitats / 
species, but to better connect them. Proposed draft NRN to be comprised of three zones: 
• Core Zone - most important sites for biodiversity, including all nationally / locally designated sites, nature reserves, 
priority habitats and ancient woodland. 
• Recovery Zone - CTAs, Important Freshwater Areas and additional areas added for better habitat connectivity. 
• Wider Landscape Zone - covering the rest of the county, recognising the important contribution of agricultural / urban 
landscapes beyond the Recovery zone to nature recovery. 
Draft NRN to provide a framework for future plan-making (Including the Oxfordshire Plan) / decision-taking, to prevent 
future developments from undermining efforts to connect habitats, and to make landscapes more permeable to 
biodiversity. The NRN (1) provides a spatial illustration of a connected ecological network, and (2) sets the context for a 
future Nature Recovery Strategy in accordance with the 25 Year Environment Plan.  
Oxfordshire Plan to support the establishment of a Nature Recovery Strategy for Oxfordshire. 
NRN to provide a focus for biodiversity net gains / wider environmental net gains, as part of a co-ordinated approach to 
environmental protection and enhancement. 

 

 
We applaud the importance given to connectivity between habitats – beyond the reasons 
indicated in the Plan, this is also important for other reasons, such as the ‘island effect’, the ‘edge 
effect’, and the apparent understanding of the importance of a holistic, landscape-wide approach.  
In principle, we would support preferred policy option, and the utilisation of of Local Nature 
Partnerships (LNPs) and the draft Nature Recovery Network (NRN), but under the caveat that 
authorities provide more detail on what will be done in each zone. 
We remain somewhat disappointed by the paucity of concrete suggestions about what actions 
need to be taken - the main focus of the Plan currently seems to be further research to determine 
which areas of the county should belong to which of the three zones. That information is obviously 
needed before action is taken, but not having the full map yet does not mean that we cannot say 
what we plan to do in each type of zone.  
Particularly with regard to the Core Zone, we would like to emphasize that all ancient woodland in 
the county should be included per se, not only those that are part of an SSSI or controlled by the 
Woodland Trust. 
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Policy Option 8 – Biodiversity Gain 
The Oxfordshire Plan proposes to set minimum target for biodiversity net gain across Oxfordshire to protect, enhance, 
restore, increase and connect the natural environment and secure measurable net gains in biodiversity. 
20% biodiversity net gain - Standard benchmark for the whole of the county. 
Biodiversity net gain will be measured using the DEFRA Biodiversity Metric. 
The delivery of biodiversity net gain should follow the mitigation hierarchy with a preference to deliver gains on site. 
Where on site delivery is not possible, gains should be delivered within the administrative boundary of the Local Authority 
and wherever possible within a Conservation Target Area. 
 

 
Our main concern about biodiversity gain is that in practice, developers will find ways to distort 
the system, downgrading the existing biodiversity value of the sites they wish to develop, and 
overstating what their compensatory measures can deliver.  
This is challenging for local authorities, who often lack the in-house expertise and resources to 
undertake robust scrutiny of such proposals. The policy therefore needs to reflect a precautionary 
principle about erring on the side of caution in assessments, and being clear about who should 
take responsibility for making these judgements (i.e. the local authority, not developers or their 
agents), which requires a significant increase in funding.  
 
It also seems unlikely that any development in private hands can guarantee lasting net gain. 
Buildings can be extended, planting paved over, and permeable hard standing replaced. Similarly, 
land around new developments can quickly be degraded by over-use. Net gains would need to be 
guaranteed in perpetuity, for instance by way of a covenant specifying such land as being part of 
a planning permission. 
 
We are somewhat disappointed by the preferred policy option for not living up to the draft Plan’s 
stated objective “to set an ambitious target for biodiversity net gain”. 20% net gain does not 
exceed the national minimum target, and it is therefore somewhat difficult to qualify it as 
“ambitious”. We would support setting a higher target to begin with, or at least to aim at 
increasing the target with evolving practice and experience, bearing in mind that this Joint 
Statutory Plan covers twice the regular duration, and is meant to be valid until 2050. 
 
 

 
Policy Option 9 – Natural Capital and Ecosystem Services 
Plan to utilise the Natural Capital baseline mapping for Oxfordshire, so as to guide strategic planning for development 
and green infrastructure investment at the strategic and site scale, including the Oxfordshire Plan spatial strategy. 
Plan to establish a Natural Capital Approach to planning, at the heart of planning for development, infrastructure, and 
environmental enhancements including nature-based solutions. This approach will recognise the importance of healthy & 
thriving ecosystems in supporting the health & wellbeing of communities, supporting climate change resilience and 
provision of ecosystems services. 
Plan to require an assessment of natural capital / ecosystem services impact for major developments, policies, plans or 
programmes, including the identification of strategic environmental opportunity areas and green infrastructure. 
The use of an eco-metric may better enable the quantification of environmental value in order to establish the type / 
scale of investments to secure net gains. 
Local plans to be guided by the baseline assessment of natural capital assets and ecosystem services, to influence the 
spatial distribution of development and investment in green infrastructure and nature-based solutions. 
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We would in principle support the preferred policy option, however we do have concerns that the 
proposed “Natural Capital baseline mapping”, combined with the assessment using an “eco-
metric” quantifying “environmental value” might lead to a situation where the degradation of 
habitats would not be seen as problematic as such, but only insofar as this would lead to a 
decrease in the delivery of perceived “ecosystem services” by the respective habitat.  
Such a reductionist utilitarian view has a key strategic weakness: Human assessment of the 
“services” that ecosystems deliver has chronically been lagging behind, as recently illustrated by 
the rather late discovery of the role soil microbiome plays in carbon sequestration.  
As the ex-post discovery of habitat “services” preventing climate breakdown often comes (too) 
late, we would urge authorities to cover traditional blind spots, and adopt a more precautionary 
approach to the preservation of habitats, even where science is still catching up with the 
discovery of both their ecological and economic benefits. 
 

 
Policy Option 10 – Green Belt Enhancement 
The Oxfordshire Plan would identify strategic opportunities to enhance the existing Oxford Green Belt i.e. provide access, 
opportunities for outdoor sport and recreation, enhance landscapes, visual amenity and biodiversity; or improve 
damaged or derelict land. 

 

 
We are strongly opposed to any future Green Belt reviews. The policy option advocates the 
enhancement of Green Belt areas, but no suggestion is made as to how to influence landowners 
to get involved, while these have strong economic incentives to make huge windfall profits 
when getting permissions for development - residential consent can increase land value by a 
factor of 250 times from its agricultural value. 
Although the principle of the Green Belt is not under threat, policy interpretations are open to 
change, and it is becoming increasingly clear that pressures for new housing are pushing policy 
makers towards relaxing some of the criteria. The 2017 Housing White Paper started to enable 
this development by stating that Green Belt boundaries should continue to be altered only in 
‘exceptional circumstances’. Although this is only to be possible after all other reasonable options 
for meeting housing need have been ‘examined fully’, the White Paper’s definition of ‘exceptional 
circum-stances’ specifically includes ‘housing requirements’. This test could be used by 
developers to justify a constant state of Green Belt review. We therefore demand that the term 
“exceptional circumstances” is re-visited in the light of the climate emergency, to be construed 
exceptionally narrowly and restrictively, and ideally, provisions in local planning law should be 
revisited to freeze development on already allocated Green Belt territory altogether.  
 

 

7 Water: Efficiency, Quality and Flood Risk Management 

 
Policy Option 3 – Water Efficiency 
Plan to seek to require the most ambitious minimum water efficiency standards possible for new development. 
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For residential development: to include exploring potential to go beyond the current optional requirement of 110 litres 
per person per day. (RIBA 2030 Climate Challenge Targets: 75 litres per person per day.) 
For non-residential development: to include exploring the potential to set minimum water efficiency standards for some 
uses. (RIBA 2030 Climate Challenge Targets or BREEAM standards.) 
Plan to require development at strategic growth locations, to maximise water efficiency through the delivery of 
community-scale rainwater harvesting and grey water recycling schemes. 
Desirable for the Plan to provide flexibility to adapt to any new, more ambitious water efficiency standards possibly 
introduced / becoming achievable over the plan period. 

 

 
We very much welcome that the Consultation Document takes these water efficiency concerns 
seriously, and we support the proposed preferred policy option requiring the most ambitious 
minimum water standards for new development, both residential and non-residential.  
This should be supplemented with measures to address water quality (including sewage), 
rainwater harvesting, greywater recycling (also by way of retrofit), existing demand management 
and sustainable agriculture. 
 

 
Policy Option 4 – Flood Risk: Plan to require 
1) Development to take account of (a) its impact on flood risk and (b) the potential impacts of flood risk on the 
development and its future occupiers/users. 
2) Development to utilise natural flood management and drainage methods, including: 
• the use of appropriate green infrastructure; 
• the use of sustainable drainage systems (SuDS); 
• the use of design measures (e.g., permeable external surface materials); 
• maximising opportunities to restore natural river flows and floodplains; 
• avoiding building over or culverting watercourses; and 
• removing existing culverts wherever possible. 
3) Major development to comply with OCC's Local Standards and Guidance for Surface Water Drainage on Major 
Development in Oxfordshire3 or any superseding subsequent standards/guidance. Additional SuDS features may be 
required in case of impact pathways on habitats of national and international importance. 
4) Any redevelopment/extension proposals for existing built development in Flood Zone 3b to ensure the new 
development’s resilience to flooding over its lifetime. Replacement buildings in Flood Zone 3b to have finished floor 
levels above the 1 in 100 year flood level, plus an allowance for climate change. 
5) Flood risk evidence to support local plans to identify areas of the functional floodplain (Flood Zone 3b) where 
householder development and small non-residential extensions are having a cumulative impact on flood risk. 
Opportunities to manage development in Flood Zone 3b that would otherwise be permitted under the General Permitted 
Development Order 2015 (as amended) to be considered. 
6) Oxfordshire authorities to work with Environment Agency / other stakeholders to support a catchment-based 
approach to flood risk management across the Thames catchment area. Schemes that utilise natural flood 
management methods and deliver wider benefits for Oxfordshire's communities, wildlife and businesses would be 
supported and prioritised. 
7) Flood risk management / mitigation measures identified within the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) to be 
incorporated within the policy framework as appropriate. 

 

 
We endorse the draft Plan’s ‘catchment-based approach’ based on natural flood management, 
i.e. coordinated efforts to manage the flow of water along the whole length of a river catchment, 
from its source to sea, and the commitment for Oxfordshire authorities to work with the 
Environment Agency and other stakeholders to implement this approach.  

 
3 Local Standards and Guidance for Surface Water Drainage on Major Development in Oxfordshire - November 2018 . 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwj6wdXam5PzAhUMjRQKHYe0DHIQFnoECAgQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.oxfordshirefloodtoolkit.com%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2018%2F12%2FLOCAL-STANDARDS-AND-GUIDANCE-FOR-SURFACE-WATER-DRAINAGE-ON-MAJOR-DEVELOPMENT-IN-OXFORDSHIRE.pdf&usg=AOvVaw01VbOJ5in4e2cgiDrwNl6E
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This can go hand-in-hand with habitat and wildlife restoration, including making use of the 
collateral benefits of beaver dams, which reduce peak flows and filter pollutants from rivers. 
We favour the preferred policy option, providing a strategic planning framework for managing 
flood risk in Oxfordshire, in particular as it incorporates recommendations from the Environment 
Agency to increase the resilience of existing developments in Flood Zone 3b.  
However, we would caution that new development should not be undertaken in functional flood 
plains (“flood zone 3b”), which are the most at risk of flooding. We would like to see more 
ambitious measures here, banning new development in functional flood plains. 
 

 
Policy Option 11 – Water Quality  
1) Water quality to be protected & enhanced. All development to “take account of” potential impact on water quality. 
2) Development to cause no deterioration in the quality of waterbodies / surface water / groundwater, nor to prevent 
future attainment of 'good' status under applicable legal rules. 
3) Where there are impact pathways on habitats of (inter-)national importance, development “would not prevent” a 
protected waterbody achieving the Common Standards Monitoring Guidance’s (CSMG’s) objectives. 
4) Development to improve water quality “wherever possible” by: 

i. incorporating appropriate green infrastructure & Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) to manage / treat 
surface water run off close to source, and to minimise the risk from contaminants / sediment; 
ii. reducing the risk of discharges of surface waters to the sewerage network and of pollution, including 
groundwater infiltration, from wastewater treatment works; 
iii. prioritising natural flood management over hard flood defences; 
iv. protecting and enhancing watercourses and habitats along river corridors; 
v. where appropriate restoring 'natural' systems, including de-culverting, restoring or re-profiling rivers and 
naturalising riverbanks; 
vi. adopting water efficiency measures to reduce pressure from low water levels and flows; 
vii. restoring contaminated land; and 
viii. working with / taking opportunities identified by River Basin Management Plans, Catchment Partnerships 
and flood risk management authorities. 

5) Major development to be phased to align with necessary wastewater treatment work / associated infrastructure 
upgrades to ensure that development does not deteriorate the quality of receiving waterbodies. 
6) Plan to support measures to help waterbodies in Oxfordshire achieve Bathing Water Status, which help to protect 
and enhance water quality for all river users. 

 

 
At the planning level, measures to reduce the impact of new development on the foul water 
network should be embedded in building design - reducing and eliminating surface water ingress 
into the foul water network, through rainwater catchment systems, grey water recycling and 
encouraging best practice in foul water technology such as the use of soakways or composting 
toilets. 
A clear plan for foul water system upgrades, with timescales, needs to be presented by Thames 
Water, and areas for new development dependent on adequate sewage networks. Oxfordshire 
2050 should take the opportunity to liaise directly with Thames Water and the Environment 
Agency to work towards a clear pathway to the full upgrade of the sewage network. 
Encouraging the use of water catchment systems and SUDS in building design would be of dual 
benefit here: both in terms of climate resilience in times of drought, and also in reducing run-off in 
times of flood. 
We support the preferred policy option on condition that it recognises  

- the risk any development poses “to surface and ground water quality, quantity and flow, 
and fisheries interests” as stated by the Department of Agriculture, Environment and 
Rural Affairs (DAERA), and 
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- that, within a Source Protection Zone 1, the Environment Agency will normally object in 
principle to any planning application for a development that may physically disturb an 
aquifer. 

 

 

8 Air Quality 

 
Policy Option 12 
Plan to support protection / enhancement of air quality; development to be expected to “take account of” (i) impact on 
air quality; and (ii) any potential impacts of poor air quality on future occupiers/users. 
Development proposals in or affecting an Air Quality Management Area “expected to be consistent” with relevant local 
Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP). 
Major development proposals “expected to be” accompanied by an air quality assessment. Guidance (county-wide or 
local level) on what information this should include to be produced.  
Development “expected to improve air quality wherever possible”, e.g., by: 

i. supporting walking, cycling and public transport and reducing the need to travel; 
ii. supporting the uptake of zero and low emission vehicles; 
iii. avoiding the creation of street canyons which trap traffic pollution; 
iv. minimising human exposure to traffic pollution through careful design of streets / outdoor spaces / 
buildings; 
v. reducing emissions from buildings & other non-transport sources; and 
vi. providing appropriate green infrastructure. 

Where development would negatively impact on air quality, and/or air quality would have a negative impact on the 
future occupiers/users of development, a hierarchical approach to mitigation would be required: 
Avoid – “Consider” measures to avoid negative impacts, particularly if sensitive uses or habitats are affected. 
Reduce – Where it is “not possible” to avoid negative impacts, consider measures to reduce negative impacts, e.g. 
through traffic and travel management, careful design and green infrastructure provision. 
Offset – Where it is “not possible” to reduce negative impacts to an “acceptable level”, consider compensatory measures 
which take a “broader view” of the human health and habitat impacts within / outside the development area. This could 
include supporting measures in an Air Quality Action Plan or low emissions strategy where applicable. 
 

 
Based on recent scientific findings, the WHO is proposing drastic changes to its previous 2005 
Recommendations, slashing its original recommendations for fine particulate matter (PM2.5) and 
nitrogen dioxide (NO2), as even at levels lower than previously thought, air pollution seriously 
endangers people’s health.  
In the UK, exposure of young lungs to toxic pollution is far above what we know to be acceptable:  

• For PM2.5, UK legal limits are now 4 times higher than WHO recommendations; 
• For NO2, UK legal limits are now 4 times higher than WHO recommendations. 

 
Urgent action needs to be taken, by way of spatial planning (expedient site selection), Clean Air 
Zones, reforestation, transition to zero carbon and sustainable active travel. 
The draft Plan’s commitments to cleaner air are in general to be welcome, but we struggle with 
the rather aspirational commitments, apparently limited to new development, not to increase air 
pollution. Air pollution is a major sustainability issue with considerable financial and health costs 
(£207,000,000 annual cost of air pollution for Oxfordshire) and a fatal health impact on children 
in particular. The severity of these issues needs to be reflected by clear, ambitious and 
unambiguous commitments free of loopholes – after all, air pollution ranks 3rd among the top 
seven sustainability challenges to Oxfordshire. 
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Recently, following successful court action by NGOs against the UK Government, ministers have 
ordered 63 local authorities to come up with proposals to tackle the illegal levels of pollution in 
their areas. Rather than waiting to be targeted next, Oxfordshire needs to pre-empt court action 
and take measures now. 
UK Government research shows that Clean Air Zones are the most effective way to quickly 
reduce illegal and harmful levels of air pollution in urban areas, i.e., they protect people, and 
quickly.  
 

 

9 Healthy Place Shaping 

 
Consultation Paper – Policy 13: Healthy Place-Shaping and Health Impact Assessments 
Plan to include healthy place-shaping as standalone policy, to establish a framework ly across Oxfordshire for the design 
/ masterplanning of major developments (as defined in NPPF41).  Examples of principles a policy might usefully include: 
• “Explicitly” address existing / projected health & wellbeing needs of an area; consider how existing community assets 
could be enhanced to help promote “healthy life expectancy”. 
• Help reduce obesity / levels of physical inactivity through the provision of good-quality playing pitches, parks and open 
space, sports and active leisure facilities, and outdoor gyms accessible to all. 
• Provide opportunities for people to become more active through the design of street layout / public realm, to 
encourage walking and cycling as priority modes of transport; create and enhance cycling and walking networks, 
ensure connectivity between new development, local services and facilities, access to parks and open spaces and public 
transport. 
• Reduce social isolation / loneliness through providing good-quality social community infrastructure, encouraging 
opportunities for social interaction / helping the growth of friendly communities; creating community development 
strategies to encourage community cohesion. 
• Disability access. 
• Facilitate healthier food choices by providing allotments etc. for food growing, e.g., community gardens, school 
allotments, community orchards, roof gardens, edible landscaping around new schools and housing developments 
involving fruit and nut trees and planting. 
• “Aim to improve” air quality / reduce noise through locating & designing pollution generating land uses and roads to 
avoid adverse impacts on sensitive land uses. 
• Provide diversity in the residential offer improving accessibility / affordability and promoting inter-generational 
connectivity and lifetime neighbourhoods. 
• Design good quality buildings which are energy efficient and provide climate mitigation. 
• Create safe environments, addressing the fear / perception of crime, incl. improving road safety. 
Plan to include a policy requiring the rapid Health Impact Assessment (HIA) for major developments; assessment’s 
length & detail to be proportionate to the scale / complexity of the proposed development; a methodology & assessment 
checklist for carrying out rapid HIA of major development proposals (10 or more houses) has been prepared and 
published as the Oxfordshire Health Impact Assessment Toolkit4. 
 

 
We strongly support the provision of meaningful Health Impact Assessments (HIA), in particular 
where these are not reduced to a mere desktop exercise, and where the “rapid” quality of the 
assessment does not lead to a watering down of standards.  
The definition of “major” developments should be carefully crafted, so as to close loopholes 
undermining the application of the HIA.  
The draft Plan rightly points out that healthy place shaping principles include notably “the impacts 
of air quality on human health, social isolation and loneliness and physical activity”.  
 

 
4 https://www.oxfordshiregrowthboard.org/projects/oxfordshire-health-impact-assessment-toolkit/  

https://www.oxfordshiregrowthboard.org/projects/oxfordshire-health-impact-assessment-toolkit/
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Beyond that, we would include water quality, soil health and chemical exposure by way of 
pesticides and other toxins in, e.g., building materials, as well as wildlife habitat health and the 
role of local spatial planning for a successful pandemic response. 
The UN Habitat Report on Cities and Pandemics found that urban areas have been at the 
forefront of the COVID-19 crisis, with 95% of all cases recorded in cities in the first months. It 
shows how compact, well planned cities combining residential and commercial  functions with 
public spaces and affordable housing can improve public health, the local economy and the 
environment, despite the vast scope of challenges faced by cities with the pandemic.  
This requires investment in areas which form urban ‘weak spots’, overcrowded, cut off from other 
parts of the city by lack of transport or at risk from environment and health hazards. Crucially, the 
report highlights much-needed local level action in spatial planning. 
 
Finally, we again need to highlight the connection between human health and biodiversity loss. 
Protecting biodiversity is not a “nice-to-have” type luxury: both the UN itself, and UNESCO, among 
others, have repeatedly highlighted that pandemics to increase in frequency and severity unless 
biodiversity loss is addressed. Healthy place shaping therefore crucially starts with biodiversity 
protection, and we appeal to decision makers to keep up the commitment to joined up thinking 
between policies. 
 

 

10 Sustainable Zero Transport & Networks 

 
Policy Option 17 – Towards a Net Zero Transport Network 
All development proposals to “take account of” and “take opportunities to support delivery” of an Oxfordshire net zero 
carbon emissions transport network, including: 
• Supporting delivery of enhanced walking / cycling networks and routes, incl. those identified in Local Cycling and 
Walking Infrastructure Plans (LCWIPS), and more strategic active travel links between settlements and other key 
locations, such as areas of employment and public transport hubs; 
• Supporting delivery of enhancements to bus network, incl. proposals for bus priority measures / service enhancements; 
• Supporting delivery of enhancements to rail network, incl. linking in with new / improved stations, and supporting 
service enhancements; 
• Supporting delivery of improvements to transport interchange, incl.g enhanced transport hubs, e.g., at rail stations 
that facilitate take up of sustainable travel opportunities, and where relevant link with opportunities for park and ride; 
• Supporting delivery of improvement of efficiency / effectiveness of freight / logistics network, consistent with 
delivering a net zero carbon emissions transport network: and, 
• Supporting delivery of improvements to the local & strategic road network, consistent with delivering a net zero 
carbon emissions transport network. 
Importance of the location / planning for new development taking “into account” the more detailed policies within the 
County Local Transport and Connectivity Plan (LTCP), and where relevant other policy, at (sub-)national level.  
In particular, importance of taking “into account and support” strategic cross-boundary proposals “contributing 
towards” delivering a net zero carbon system, e.g., strategic public transport improvements like East West Rail. 
 

 
We welcome the proposed measures for a net zero transport network, especially the role 
foreseen for active travel, the integrated approach to land-use planning needs in the RTPI, and 
the commitment to implementing Paragraph 104 (d) of NPPF 2019, i.e., to provide among others 
for high quality walking and cycling networks. 
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However, we would like to see a stronger commitment than merely proposing to “support the 
delivery of improvements”, or to “take opportunities to support delivery” of urgently needed 
measures. What is urgently needed to address the climate (and health) emergency is a more 
ambitious draft, with firm commitments to outcomes, deliverables, and (even approximative) 
timelines. 
 
We would also like to highlight the synergies with measures on air pollution when addressing 
transport emissions, in terms of addressing both population health and climate change issues. 
 

 
Policy Option 18 – Sustainable Transport in New Development 
All development proposals to consider / plan for transport & access against a vision, focussed on enabling people to 
travel by active and sustainable means. In particular, plans to be considered in the ff. hierarchical way: 
1. Reducing the need to travel - ensuring that high quality digital connectivity is provided to enable working and access 
to services from home, and that necessary services and facilities are planned and provided in close proximity to new 
housing areas which can be accessed through safe and direct walking and cycling routes. 
2. Planning for sustainable travel modes - ensuring that new development is primarily designed to enable movement by 
active travel and public/shared transport, and that sites are well connected to surrounding sustainable transport 
networks. The street and movement network should be designed to focus on enabling residents to be able to walk and 
cycle, and easily access public transport options. 
3. Providing for zero emission vehicle use - ensuring that any essential vehicle travel for people and goods is prioritised 
for zero carbon emission vehicles, with adequate charging and other supporting infrastructure provided as per the 
following standards: 
a) Residential development: each new residential unit with an allocated parking space to be provided with electric vehicle 
charging point. At least 25% of non-allocated spaces (with a min. of 2) to be provided with an electric vehicle charging 
point. 
b) Non-residential development: at least 25% of spaces to be provided with electric vehicle charging points. 
Provision of EV charging infrastructure to be integrated in the masterplanning for new development from the outset, 
alongside provision for full fibre broadband, 5G mobile networks, and sustainable energy provision. 
Spatial context of any proposed development important for determining detail of proposals within the sustainable travel 
hierarchy - certain measures more suited to certain locations than others.  
Measures at the top of the hierarchy to be robustly considered first.  
Provision / management of parking also to be considered in this context, with priority for zero emission vehicles.  
Planning / development to take into account relevant more detailed guidance, e.g., walking and cycling design guidance 
as part of the Local Transport and Connectivity Plan (LTCP) and accessibility guidance, as well as ensuring connectivity 
with existing walking/cycling networks identified in Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans. 
 

 
We fully agree that individual and collective transport choices are a result of how development 
and infrastructure are planned. The importance of the latter can hardly be overstated, and we 
welcome the draft’s uptake of 15 minute neighbourhoods - for rural areas, 20 minutes may be 
more expedient. 
 
We agree with the proposed hierarchy, but we believe the Plan’s vision should not be limited to 
merely “enabling” people to travel by active and sustainable means (although this is a key first 
step), but beyond that, should create powerful incentives for active travel. This also includes 
removing any disincentives, including addressing air pollution, which has a more damaging health 
impact at higher metabolic rates. 
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11 Creation of Green Jobs - a Green Economy 

 
Policy Option 22: 
Plan to encourage the creation of jobs which align with the Plan’s objectives. 
OGNA scenarios could be used to consider the level of jobs growth and identify the employment growth figure for 
Oxfordshire for 2020-2050. This would align job creation calculations with the housing growth scenarios that the OGNA 
considered. 

 

 
The Local Government Association (LGA) has started a very commendable initiative, the “LGA 
Sector Led Improvement: Creating Local Green Jobs”, to support a green economic recovery post-
Covid at a local level, and create green jobs. Programmes like this one are needed on a large scale, 
and in the light of recent climatic developments. Recent data shows that rewilding on marginal 
land could bolster employment without halting traditional agricultural activities, and rewilding just 
5% of England could create 20,000 rural jobs in rural communities and increase employment by 
50% compared with intensive farming. 
We would favour a clear jobs : homes ratio, so that any proposal for economic development 
would need to demonstrate that it was not simply exacerbating the housing availability deficit. 
 

 

12 Urban and Town Centre Renewal 

 
Policy Option 24 - Town Centre Renewal  
Plan to support the vitality / viability of town centres, to encourage new dynamism into the central area of each market 
town (and Oxford's city, district, urban and local centres) and generate new footfall.  
Plan to support the changing nature of town centres / provide “future flexibility to this change”, for example, by 
continuing to support the retail uses, and in addition, supporting new measures including: 

• New leisure / hospitality uses, including night-time economy / 'pop up' venues in vacant buildings. 
• New economic / business uses including where appropriate, new live-work units. 
• Redevelopment of town centres to make them “more visually appealing”. 
• Markets and their facilities, traditional, seasonal and contemporary. 
• New cultural activities, community uses and the consolidation of civic facilities. 
• Improved walking, cycling / public transport facilities to & from town centres to surrounding residential areas. 
• Taking account of the role heritage plays in creating a sense of place / dynamic town centre environment. 
• Taking account of unique, local factors, and not taking 'a one-size fits all' approach. 

Town centre strategy between the local planning authority, landowners and businesses to be encouraged, to consider 
challenges / opportunities on a holistic basis, and for local level decisions about the most appropriate boundary of the 
areas to be devoted to primary / secondary retail, recognising that it may be most effective to reduce the area and 
consolidate and strengthen the remaining zone. 
 

 
We fully endorse the Plan’s proposal to “(…) consider challenges and opportunities on a holistic 
basis”. To do so, the residential dimension and re-conversion of empty retail locations into 
housing needs to be included as an option, wherever feasible, in this policy.  
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Against the backdrop of an exponentially worsening climate emergency, we wonder whether “The 
redevelopment of town centres to make them more visually appealing.” as a matter of priority is 
expedient, and indeed affordable/sustainable. While it can be desirable to pay due regard to 
aesthetics, we believe the primary driving force behind planning should currently be zero carbon 
targets. While we would of course support striving for visual appeal in the process, the latter 
objective should not outrank the former, let alone justify redevelopment where zero carbon 
requirements are not met.  
In order to improve quality of life for citizens in town centres, maximise carbon sink potential, 
support pollinators, improve air pollution, and reduce health risk and exposure in particular for 
children, we call upon authorities to join the initiative of pesticide-free towns and cities, which 
many towns and regions across the UK and indeed worldwide have already successfully joined, 
https://www.pan-uk.org/pesticide-free-towns-success-stories/. 
 

 
Policy Option 29 - Urban Renewal  
Support for urban renewal schemes / reuse of brownfield and 'underutilised land' to achieve a more efficient use of 
land & help minimise use of new greenfield land. Policy to include:  

• Support for proposals including a package of measures to renew / replace existing buildings (under-utilised, 
energy inefficient or are degraded / derelict), with more modern higher quality housing, to achieve higher 
densities where appropriate, as well as being designed to be more energy efficient and support healthier living. 
• Mixed use schemes to be encouraged, with the colocation of employment and residential provision, to 
improve the sustainability of the location. 
• Support opportunities for investment in (re-)development to remediate despoiled, degraded, derelict, 
contaminated or unstable land where appropriate. 
• Identification of appropriate areas for regeneration with a clear boundary within the market towns and the 
City of Oxford, as well as major brownfield locations such as former MoD sites / areas of former MoD housing. 
• Sensitivity to local context, particularly where there are heritage assets. 
• Support for the use of Modern Methods of Construction (MMC), including custom build, to secure energy 
gains for residents and reduced building costs. 
• Supporting urban renewal / brownfield land development, to achieve net environmental gains, recognise / 
utilise the function brownfield land has in, e.g., wildlife, flood risk mitigation, and carbon storage. 

Appropriate land will be identified through Brownfield land registers as well as programmes established for urban 
settings, through Council housing companies, Housing Associations and others. 
 

 
We largely agree with the Plan’s proposals. However, we would caution that some brownfield 
sites, as previously developed land potentially contaminated by hazardous substances, pollutants, 
or contaminants, might not be in a condition to sequester carbon as healthy soil would. Potential 
substances present on site might have damaged microbial ecosystems in the soil, and it is the 
activity of this microbiome which determines whether carbon is stored underground, or released 
back into the atmosphere. 
We also need to be careful with a generic attribution of flood prevention potential to brownfields, 
and more importantly, if indeed high groundwater affects brownfields, there is a danger of 
widespread groundwater contamination - this is particularly the case where the high 
groundwater or flooding occurs in an area where more problematic brownfield sites are located.  
We would like to recall the tragic case of Zane Gbangbola, a seven-year-old boy who, following 
the flooding of a brownfield site, was killed by a toxic substance in the water flooding his home 
– his family believes it was contaminated by toxic hydrogen cyanide from a former landfill site, and 
are still campaigning for justice seven years later. 
 

 

https://www.pan-uk.org/pesticide-free-towns-success-stories/
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13 Affordable and Sustainable Homes 

 
Policy Option 30 
To help address affordable housing needs, the Plan would require local plans / neighbourhood plans to seek maximum 
levels of affordable housing on residential (use Class C2/C3) development sites of 10 units or more, those in excess of 
0.5ha (subject to local viability considerations), and within the Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB’s) 
development sites of over 5 units. 
To ensure residential development sites are well integrated and cohesive, affordable housing units to be visually 
indistinguishable from market housing on site, and thus 'tenure blind'. 
Affordable housing units to be distributed throughout the site, to prevent concentrations of affordable homes in one 
particular area. Any limitations on number of affordable units being clustered in groups to be set out in local plans, 
informed by local evidence and site-specific circumstances. 
Tenure mix targets and affordable housing requirements (expressed as a percentage) will be for local plans to decide in 
the light of local evidence. Innovative arrangements such as Community Led Housing schemes will be supported. 
 

 
The OGNA’s employment projection figures as quoted in the draft Plan (paragraph 384) do not 
seem to appropriately take account of the combined challenges the economy is facing in the wake 
of Brexit, Covid-19, and the climate emergency. We can therefore not agree with the conclusion 
that the OGNA’s calculations, as they presently stand, can serve as a basis for local planning 
authorities, not only because they are outdated, but also because do not align with the 
objectives of the Plan to “reverse the impacts of climate change”. 
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We have a climate emergency.  

Weak attempts at escaping responsibility and justifying failure to act, withdrawing support for climate 

emergency measures, by feebly stating that “(…) some of the suggestions are impractical”, simply do 

not suffice anymore. 

Nor do arguments aiming to postpone urgent CO2 reductions, quoting supposed “experts”, when 

according to the IPCC authors - the actual experts - we "(…) need to reduce CO2 in the atmosphere 

immediately, with the goal of reaching net-zero emissions as soon as possible".  

Already in the eighties, leading politicians - and these were not Greens or climate activists, but 

Conservatives - have warned us of the dangers of having “(…) unwittingly begun a massive experiment 

with the system of this planet itself”, while reassuring us that “Stable prosperity can be achieved 

throughout the world provided the environment is nurtured and safeguarded5.”  

Let us end this dangerous experiment, now. 

Let us nurture and safeguard the environment we have badly damaged, hoping that the patient (our 

life support system, and indeed we, with it) will survive. 

Let us come off our hubristic high-horse, and stop acting like children dreaming of playing on Mars. 

Now is the time to responsibly and level-headedly implement the drastic, long-overdue changes that 

are needed right away, so as to stay even vaguely within the boundaries of our home planet, Earth. 

We appeal to decision-makers at all levels to show true climate leadership, to take action now and 

adopt robust and practical climate emergency measures. Decisions made locally do not only benefit 

(or indeed, damage) locals, but have the potential to impact on outcomes far beyond the county’s 

boundaries.  

Time is running out, and tipping points are just around the corner6. 

 7 

 
5 Speech to the Royal Society, 27 September 1988, https://www.margaretthatcher.org/document/107346 . 
6 https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2021/sep/09/earths-tipping-points-closer-current-climate-
plans-wont-work-global-heating . 
7 Source: https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2020/nov/09/world-is-running-out-of-time-on-climate-
experts-warn . 

https://www.margaretthatcher.org/document/107346
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2021/sep/09/earths-tipping-points-closer-current-climate-plans-wont-work-global-heating
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2021/sep/09/earths-tipping-points-closer-current-climate-plans-wont-work-global-heating
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2020/nov/09/world-is-running-out-of-time-on-climate-experts-warn
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2020/nov/09/world-is-running-out-of-time-on-climate-experts-warn
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We must deliver now, including in our Oxfordshire 2050 Plan. 

We agree with you that the Oxfordshire 2050 Plan must be “bold and ambitious, setting out 

challenging policies that place Oxfordshire at the forefront of sustainable development8.” 

Not only because all eyes are upon us as hosts of COP 26 and the home of global thought leadership, 

to demonstrate that we can think globally and act locally; 

but because the present survival and the future prospects of ourselves, our children, and the entire 

planet depend on it. 

 

 9 

 

Let us join the IPCC in realising that: 

 

 

 

 

 
8 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 2, paragraph 5. 
9 Source: https://g-zealpharma.com/2018/06/21/think/ . 

“Every bit of warming 

matters, 

every year matters, 

every choice matters1.” 

 

https://g-zealpharma.com/2018/06/21/think/

