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VI. SPATIAL STRATEGY OPTIONS 

 

As stated above in the introduction, the spatial strategies presented in the present Consultation Paper 

focus on where growth should be located. This relates back to the question we raised about the 

definition of growth in the introductory section (see above in the Introduction under point III). 

In order to deliver on the climate and carbon reduction objectives we have committed to, the question 

is whether the spatial strategies should be focusing on where to locate growth, or whether they should 

rather focus on where to locate the infrastructure that is to deliver on climate objectives (e.g. 

renewable energy sources), especially as considerable economic growth is to be expected in the 

renewable energy sector. 

This is recognised by the Consultation Paper itself, notably under Theme 1, policy option 2 (energy): 

The paper states that “(…) it is important to consider the future of energy infrastructure as part of the 

Oxfordshire Plan (…)1”. Notably the very necessary transition from Distribution Network Operators 

(DNO) to Distribution System Operators (DSO) “(…) has implications for spatial planning in 

Oxfordshire (…)2”, and  

“It is important for the Oxfordshire Plan to consider future infrastructure needs and land use 

implications of future energy infrastructure, particularly increases in renewable energy 

generation capacity, to set a framework for delivery as part of a sustainable spatial strategy 

for Oxfordshire.3”  

We could not agree more with this reasoning, which is why the Spatial Strategy needs to focus 

primarily not on where growth is located, but on where future energy infrastructure is located. 

The urgency of achieving climate protection targets calls for a swift transition towards sustainable 

energy systems based on energy saving, more energy efficiency and renewable energy sources. The 

options for energy strategies are highly shaped by local and regional spatial contexts like urban, 

suburban or rural areas or small towns embedded in rural or suburban areas.  

As energy efficiency and renewable energy potentials are both determined by these spatial contexts, 

taking these into consideration leads to more realistic energy strategies. Therefore, integrated spatial 

and energy planning is crucial to reaching the sustainable development goal of clean and affordable 

energy. 

We consider that the least damaging of the options proposed in the Consultation Paper is Option 1 – 

although we understand that the intention here is to apply a mix of the spatial options proposed.  

 
1 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 35, paragraph 97. 
2 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 37, paragraph 102. 
3 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 38/39, paragraph 115. 



Oxfordshire 2050 Plan Oxfordshire Green Party   
CONSULTATION  RESPONSE 6 October 2021 

 
Page 2 of 15 

With increased density and brownfield development, along with choosing the standard method 

calculation for population growth, this should obviate any need for further greenfield sites to be used 

other than those already identified in existing local plans. 

Along the lines suggested above, we think that the spatial options proposed would need profound 

rethinking to match climate emergency requirements and respect planetary boundaries. 

 

SET OF CRITERIA FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT IN OXFORDSHIRE 

In the introductory chapter of the Proposed Spatial Options, the Consultation Paper presents a set of 

twelve criteria for sustainable development in Oxfordshire4, among others: 

 

Criterion 2 – “Using land effectively by planning positively for brownfield land and supporting urban 

regeneration” 

As a preliminary observation, we would like to point out that a distinction between contaminated and 

other brownfield sites is expedient (see also our comments regarding policy option 29 under Theme 5 

above), as there can be a significant difference in re-use potential depending on whether a site has 

previously been used as, for instance, a vacant retail or office site, or indeed for industrial 

development. 

A 2013 WHO Report confirms that earlier industrialisation and poor environmental management 

practices have left a legacy of thousands of contaminated sites across the WHO’s European Region (of 

which the UK continues to be a member), and that past and current activities can cause local / diffuse 

accumulation of environmental stressors to an extent that might threaten human health and the 

environment, by altering air quality, hampering soil functions, and polluting groundwater and surface 

water5. 

Legal rules are in place to address land contamination and identify / regulate the remediation of 

contaminated land causing significant harm - or the possibility thereof - to human health or 

environment6. These rules address issues for the future, as well as ongoing problems by identifying 

responsible parties, and at least partly solving the problem of finding adequate financial resources for 

clean-ups. 

Nevertheless, the burden for private and public finance is heavy. 

 
4 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 133, paragraph 485, point 4. 
5 Contaminated Sites and Health: Report of Two WHO Workshops, Syracuse, 18 November 2011 and Catania 
21-22 June 2012, https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0003/186240/e96843e.pdf . 
6 See among others abovementioned 2015 Environmental Damage Regulations, as well as Part 2A of the place 
Environmental Protection Act (EPA), in force in England since 2000, 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/223705/p
b13735cont-land-guidance.pdf . 

https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0003/186240/e96843e.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/223705/pb13735cont-land-guidance.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/223705/pb13735cont-land-guidance.pdf
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Initial developers who were eager to proceed with activities resulting in the original contamination of 

sites, are typically not equally eager to live up to the resulting liability they incur, by way of their 

activity, under the “polluter pays” principle. They may even blame “strict” environmental laws for their 

own failure to clean up contamination they leave behind, and which may be hazardous to human, 

animal and plant health. 

The environmental, planning and infrastructure risks which subsequent developers face for re-

developing brownfield sites are obstacles to house-building on such sites which are not insignificant8.  

Even once stakeholders have committed to a redevelopment project, its budget will often run into 

deficit - a study looking at long-term costs and payoff of brownfield redevelopment found break-even 

periods of six to seven years, taking into account cumulative expenditures and tax revenues, and 

modelling projects with a range of annual funding levels9. 

Despite some progress in the brownfield community on redeveloping previously developed sites, and 

although governmental goals of building most new housing stock on brownfields have been achieved, 

a number of constraints remain, and effort needs to be made to address remaining obstacles, such as:  

 
7 Brownfields Remediation And Reuse: An Opportunity For Urban Sustainable Development, Margherita Turvani 
& Stefania Tonin, January 2008, https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Main-costs-of-remediation-
projects_fig2_225214423 . 
8 Developing on brownfield: The risks and rewards, Jenny Sargeant, 27 September 2019,  
https://www.constructionnews.co.uk/agenda/opinion/environmental-risk-27-09-2019/ . 
9 https://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/research/newsalert/pdf/39si7_en.pdf . 

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Main-costs-of-remediation-projects_fig2_225214423
https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Main-costs-of-remediation-projects_fig2_225214423
https://www.constructionnews.co.uk/agenda/opinion/environmental-risk-27-09-2019/
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/research/newsalert/pdf/39si7_en.pdf
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(1) More resources, attention and specific policies are needed to redevelop problematic sites. 

Sites that are large, have previously been used for commercial/industrial activities, and/or 

located in the bleakest areas of cities / regions are more likely to suffer from (suspected) 

contamination10; 

(2) All local authorities should release the information on contamination / clean-up on their 

brownfield sites in the National Land Use Database (NLUD), which currently does not collect 

information on contamination11, despite the fact that the 2015 Environmental Damage 

Regulations12 (originally an implementation of EU Directive 2004/35/EC on Environmental 

Liability) already require site operators to clean up any contamination caused by their 

activities, and information on such contamination / clean-up is therefore available for 

collection; 

(3) Information on the value of the brownfield sites should be included in the NLUD, and we 

would urge local authorities to report this information in the future, so as to enable research 

and the investigation of hedonic studies of brownfields redevelopment in England; 

(4) A better understanding of the opportunity cost of not developing publicly owned sites should 

be developed, as public ownership currently seems to be a constraint on regeneration for most 

brownfields.  

 

Criterion 12 – “Contributing to the success of the Oxford-Cambridge Arc” 

Please refer to our comments on the Oxford-Cambridge Arc and on growth models above in the 

introductory chapter. 

 

The Individual Spatial Strategy Options 

The five spatial strategy options are again focussed largely on stimulated growth. Whilst we accept 

that growth is going to happen organically in response to local challenges and opportunities, these 

options would seem to be setting the growth agenda as a planned outcome, rather than planning for 

dealing with growth as it occurs naturally. 

We acknowledge that there is a fine line between these two positions, but feel that in general the 

approach should be one of contingency rather than expectation. There are several indicators 

suggesting that, without stimulation, growth may level out. In other cases, it may reduce or be replaced 

with regeneration which could make use of existing resources, particularly in terms of housing. 

 
10 The Determinants of Brownfields Redevelopment in England, Alberto Longo &·Danny Campbell, 7 January 
2016, https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s10640-015-9985-y.pdf , p. 280, paragraph 2. 
11 https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-land-use-database-of-previously-developed-land-
nlud-pdl ; Case study: Unlocking data on brownfield sites, 6 August 2020: https://theodi.org/article/case-study-
unlocking-data-on-brownfield-sites/ . 
12 https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/810/contents/made ., notably Regulation 18. 

https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s10640-015-9985-y.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-land-use-database-of-previously-developed-land-nlud-pdl
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-land-use-database-of-previously-developed-land-nlud-pdl
https://theodi.org/article/case-study-unlocking-data-on-brownfield-sites/
https://theodi.org/article/case-study-unlocking-data-on-brownfield-sites/
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/810/contents/made


Oxfordshire 2050 Plan Oxfordshire Green Party   
CONSULTATION  RESPONSE 6 October 2021 

 
Page 5 of 15 

As stated in our introduction, if we are truly committed to a levelling up agenda, there are several 

other areas of the country that may be deserving of investment for growth, rather than focussing 

resources on areas like Oxfordshire, which has arguably already seen its fair share of expansion. 

It is also notable that 4 out of the 5 options reference the use of Green Belt land for expansion, housing 

and economic development.  This seems to be seen as an easy option for solving space issues.  There 

are repeated references to the requirement of exceptional circumstances to release such land, yet the 

frequency of these references would seem to suggest that they are being seen less as a last resort 

and more as a contingency of first thought.  We regard this as a dangerous precedent to set, especially 

given the recent removal of large swathes of protected Green Belt as a result of Oxford's so called 

'unmet need' for housing. 

Specifically, we would comment on the five stated options as follows: 

• Option 1: Focus on opportunities at larger settlements & planned growth locations 

The opening sentence of this option rather encapsulates the position on growth described above. It 

suggests that the bulk of growth could be 'distributed' to areas that have already accommodated major 

growth in existing local plans. This suggests that growth potential will be a top-down process, where 

expansion will be targeted on these areas, rather than growth being accommodated as it occurs 

naturally. 

It mentions plans for 'urban renewal', although many of the sites referenced in the list of district areas 

are currently rural in nature. It is true that they may become more urban as a result of recent decisions 

to remove Green Belt protection, but in that context, there would be less of a need for 'renewal', and 

more a requirement for urban planning in a formerly rural environment to be sensitively handled 

from the outset. 

We agree that transport issues are probably the main limiter of this option, and it is difficult to see any 

answer to that without encouraging further urban sprawl. There is, however, the potential for better 

use of rail connections. 

Part of the justification for this option includes the claim that: 

"Such locations are regarded as sustainable as they are situated in accessible locations for Oxford and 

many of the major economic growth and innovation areas for the county. Further development in these 

locations would require demonstration of 'exceptional circumstances', and subsequent Green Belt 

review". 

Areas across the county have already had a wholesale removal of Green Belt protection, particularly 

in Cherwell and South Oxfordshire. This has not been popular with local residents; indeed, in South 

Oxfordshire, there was a marked change in local government control which could be traced back to 

discontent with a local plan that sought to remove Green Belt protection in the district. 

Ultimately, those proposals were forced on to the local population by central government in the face 

of fierce opposition. In Cherwell and South Oxfordshire, opposition to these plans was taken all the 

way to the High Court. In that context, it would seem inadvisable to 'bake in' the idea that further 

areas of Green Belt would become the subject of such controversial proposals. 
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We would support the wish to avoid growth at the edge of main settlements, but this is another 

argument for the avoidance of urban sprawl that the Green Belt was established to prevent. We agree 

that we should be concerned about such growth eroding the rural character of settlements at the 

urban fringe, but this is also likely to be the result of further encroachment into green spaces at the 

heart of these communities. 

We would support the securing of brownfield development and the meeting of affordable housing 

needs (depending on the criteria used to define 'affordable'). 

Opportunities for multi-modal travel and 15 or 20-minute neighbourhoods, along with better walking 

and cycling provision, should also be strongly supported. 

We would agree that there should be a balance between housing growth and jobs, but neither side 

of that equation should be artificially influenced by stimulated growth projects that seek to increase 

one of those elements in the hope of seeing the other grow as well. 

 

• Option 2: Focus on Oxford-led growth 

Again, this option focuses on the idea of economic growth as a given means to its own ends. 

In terms of housing, we would support the urban intensification of the City of Oxford as a far better 

option than urban extensions of the city into the surrounding districts. As discussed in our response to 

option 1, expansion of the city by way of building on the surrounding Green Belt is not a sustainable 

alternative. 

Gradual urban extension of the city boundaries is already set to erode areas in Cherwell such as the 

'Kidlington Gap', and is due to destroy important areas of carbon sequestration such as the removal 

of a large number of trees on the North Oxford Golf Course. 

Again, this option references further release of Green Belt if the 'exceptional circumstances'-test can 

be met. However, these circumstances are highly controversial and very subjective. As mentioned in 

our comments on theme 2, policy option 10, the 2017 Housing White Paper’s definition of ‘exceptional 

circumstances’ (para 1.39 of the White Paper), specifically including ‘housing requirements’, is a 

significant change in emphasis from previous policy statements that housing demand alone is not 

sufficient justification to change Green Belt boundaries. This test could be used by developers to 

justify a constant state of Green Belt review.  

The climate emergency demands an immediate review of the unacceptably wide interpretation of the 

term “exceptional circumstances”: this interpretation must be reviewed, and the exception be 

construed extremely narrowly and restrictively. Ideally, provisions in local planning law should be 

freezing further strategic green belt releases or additions to previous strategic green belt releases. 

Moreover, it seems incongruous that such a concept should be included in a plan that seeks strategic 

solutions to future planning proposals: exceptional circumstances are by their very definition not the 

rule – but the systematic reliance on housing demand as an “exceptional” circumstance has made it 

one, and has unacceptably transformed “exceptional” Green Belt release into a de facto default. 
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Much of the argument for the current proposals for development on Green Belt is to meet the city's 

housing need that the City Council claims cannot be met within its own boundaries. Yet there are 

numerous brownfield sites within the city that are ringfenced for economic development at the cost 

of land for housing. 

It is arguable that the city should be more focused on dealing with its own housing needs before 

lobbying surrounding districts to use green spaces to meet that need.  Not only does this destroy much 

needed green infrastructure, farmland and carbon sinks, it also increases the likelihood of additional 

commuting into the city from the surrounding areas which will greatly increase emissions.  This in turn 

allows for further urban creep, which will ultimately result in permanent expansion of the boundaries 

of the city. It is also likely that many of the new developments - to be built near mainline rail stations 

- could encourage the growth of 'dormitory towns', rather than improve access to affordable 

accommodation for key workers needed in Oxfordshire. 

It seems that there is a focus on economic growth within the city at the expense of housing provision 

which is further exacerbating its own problems. One good example of this is the Oxford North project, 

which, it is claimed, will provide in excess of 4500 jobs, but with fewer than 500 houses on site. Of 

those 480 houses, only 168 are due to be 'affordable'.  

This huge discrepancy between housing and jobs growth is a prime example of the mismatch 

between the city's economic ambitions and its commitment to solving its own housing problems.  It 

is likely that at least 4000 of those newly created jobs, in an area of virtually zero unemployment, will 

require workers to commute into the area.  It is also likely, in terms of current transport modes, that 

much of that commute will be done in private motor vehicles. 

Indeed, it could be argued that the affordable housing shortage in the city results from the City 

Council’s policies, which are not sustainable. The Doughnut Economics model (discussed above in the 

introduction under point 2.), which states that sustainable boundaries should not be breached, 

confirms that we should not be contemplating further supporting this approach, by enshrining that 

principle in a forward strategic plan. In short, the city needs to live within its own means. 

The consultation suggests "Our aim is to seek to retain the current economic-housing balance, so do 

not anticipate changes of use to established economic sites", yet as described above, this is very far 

from the reality at the moment. Indeed, it would seem more appropriate for economic sites to be 

turned over to housing to redress this balance or, at the very least, for any sites currently earmarked 

for economic expansion to instead be used for affordable housing. 

We are also concerned that this option references the Oxford-Cambridge Arc, which again would 

enshrine a controversial project within a long-term planning document. It is also yet to be seen 

whether there are realistic options with regard to active and sustainable travel options between areas 

that are due to be developed on former Green Belt sites around Oxford and the city itself. 

We agree that train travel should be one of the most viable options for sustainable transport into 

the city, but this would just as easily encompass areas further afield such as Bicester, where there are 

already large areas that could accommodate housing, rather than the shopping areas and large 

warehouses that seem to be a recurring feature of local planning focus. 
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We do not agree that there could be any justification for further loss of Green Belt around the city 

to encompass further expansion - until and unless every opportunity for housing had been exhausted 

within the city. 

In our opinion, there should be no ring-fencing of land for uses other than housing, until that position 

is reached. Since, in those circumstances, it is highly unlikely that the city would run out of housing 

development land, it would seem redundant to consider option 2 as a realistic or equitable proposal 

between now and 2050.  

 

• Option 3: Focus on opportunities in sustainable transport corridors & at strategic transport hubs 

We would support this as one of the only viable solutions to organic growth throughout the county. 

This option would be a far better route to securing manageable growth within and across regions 

and districts. 

It will, however, require considerable investment in sustainable infrastructure alternatives, with 

special attention paid to ensuring the various alternatives are joined up into a cohesive structure. 

Modal shift and transitions towards active transport modes can only be achieved by viewing these 

forms of transport as primary objectives, rather than 'nice-to-have' add-ons. This will mean 

considering cyclists, in particular, in the early stages of transport development. Moreover, we should 

make sure that this option is not used as a justification for measures such as ribbon development along, 

e.g., the M40. 

The reference to increased use of battery electric vehicles (BEVs) is welcomed, but we should not 

become too focussed on BEVs as becoming the answer to all our sustainable transport problems.  

These vehicles are not entirely emissions-free, and if their use continues along the same lines as 

current private vehicle use, they will not solve problems of congestion on our roads. Vehicles capable 

of carrying 4-5 people containing only one occupant will still end up clogging up roads.  For this reason, 

it would be good to see encouragement of car clubs, and a move away from private car ownership, in 

line with the acknowledgement by the House of Commons Science and Technology Committee that 

the widespread ownership of private cars is not compatible with climate action13. 

Attention also needs to be paid to a rapid expansion of electric vehicle charging infrastructure, not 

just for cars, but also for smaller modes of transport. Electric cycles extend the distance that more 

occasional cyclists are prepared to travel, so secure covered charging stations should be provided to 

allow for re-charging at both ends of the journey. This will also help to facilitate the use of electric 

scooters, should the initial trials prove successful. Rail and bus operators should also promote the 

carrying of cycles and scooters on their services on a more regular and accessible basis. 

We very much support the last paragraph in the justification section, which calls for connectivity for 

all. Access for those with disabilities should form a central part of these plans. 

 
13 See our comments and references above under theme 4, policy option 18. 



Oxfordshire 2050 Plan Oxfordshire Green Party   
CONSULTATION  RESPONSE 6 October 2021 

 
Page 9 of 15 

• Option 4: Focus on strengthening business locations 

This option seems to be one of the weakest in terms of its individual focus. It encompasses much of 

the same argument that calls for stimulated growth as detailed in options 1 and 2. It is difficult to see 

how these individual areas could be expanded or encouraged without the surrounding locales being 

similarly affected in the same was as they would be in the first two options. 

The plethora of science parks across the county are in many cases anchored in the county's connection 

to the knowledge-economy driven by Oxford University.  Whilst this is an asset we should not shy away 

from capitalising on, we should also be aware that, in some cases, areas that are designated as science 

parks, are really little more than industrial facilities.  

We would question how many of these sites contribute to 'clean economic growth', and what exactly 

that phrase means.  In many cases, these sites are far from clean, as they are located in areas with 

little access to sustainable travel modes and instead rely on private vehicles.  They are also heavy 

consumers of energy and other resources. 

The use of phrases such as 'innovation ecosystem' would seem to have been chosen in order to imbue 

these facilities with a degree of environmentalism that is not consummate with their operation. For 

example, the Begbroke Science Park houses a 'server farm', which consumes enormous amounts of 

electricity, and requires HVAC plants to run continuously to remove excess heat from these areas. 

There also seems to be a suggestion in this option that more housing should be provided around these 

sorts of developments. Given that many of them are located in rural areas, this would seem to be 

proposing yet more removal of Green Belt protection, which we oppose. Again, this is evident in 

Begbroke, where the science park was developed in the middle of the Green Belt. The University and 

the District Council then later argued 'exceptional circumstances' for the removal of that protection, 

to allow a large amount of housing to be built surrounding it. The local plan review that allowed for 

this also included a large area set aside for further expansion of the science park itself, which of course 

had nothing to do with housing provision, and indeed is likely to make the housing shortage worse. 

In such cases, rampant expansionism becomes a self-fuelling phenomenon, which in rural locations 

can have a severe knock-on effect on local communities.   

Again, in Begbroke, the science park that began as a small development, is now set to become a major 

university campus with little or no consultation or engagement with the ancient indigenous 

communities surrounding it. 

Finally, this option once again treats the desirability of growth as an end in itself. As we have already 

stated, we do not support this view, and would argue that in an area like Oxfordshire with low 

unemployment, it is not justifiable or compatible with either mitigating climate change or levelling 

up employment opportunities across the country. 
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• Option 5: Focus on supporting rural communities 

We would welcome many of the proposals in this option, as we regard investment into rural 

communities as a priority for a county like Oxfordshire, which is largely based on rural economies. 

It is encouraging to see at least one of the five options referencing terms such as 'modest growth' and 

cross-boundary relationships. We would also support the strengthening of rural communities and the 

provision of greater access to sustainable transport modes, especially in view of past erosion of public 

transport such as bus services. 

Improved access to education and other vital services would also be very much supported, to counter 

some of the inequalities that have become inherent in rural communities. 

These issues are especially important in a post-pandemic world, which will be facing a climate crisis in 

coming years. The Rural Services Network recently highlighted issues connected with economic growth 

in smaller villages, pointing to the greater acceptance of remote working brought about by the 

pandemic as having “shaken the faith that cities are the solitary engines of economic growth”. 

Professor Jeremy Phillipson, Director of the National Innovation Centre for Rural Enterprise, warned 

that rural areas may be hamstrung from taking advantage of the reduced need for people to live in 

cities for work, because of poor investment in core services including transport, infrastructure and 

housing. Phillipson noted that poor rural connectivity has already “inhibited the ability of rural firms 

to reorient to online during the pandemic”. 

The high cost of housing in rural areas is also particularly acute, creating issues with villages being 

hollowed out after young people leave the areas, because they cannot afford to continue living in their 

own communities, due to high house prices and second home ownership.  

Recent economic research has also revealed that government spending per person on public 

infrastructure is 44% higher for urban areas than it is for rural areas14. 

However, we are less encouraged by the comments in the final paragraphs on the justifications 

supporting this option, which yet again would appear to target a reduction in Green Belt protection 

and the use of green spaces for development. 

  

 
14 https://www.rsnonline.org.uk/chancellor-must-do-more-to-tackle-rampant-rural-disadvantage-campaigners-
urge . 

https://www.rsnonline.org.uk/chancellor-must-do-more-to-tackle-rampant-rural-disadvantage-campaigners-urge
https://www.rsnonline.org.uk/chancellor-must-do-more-to-tackle-rampant-rural-disadvantage-campaigners-urge
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VII. OTHER OPTIONS 

 

 

We very much welcome the invitation to submit views on whether there are policy options other than 

those proposed in the Consultation Paper15, and would like to highlight the following – for detail, please 

refer to our comments on the individual policy options above: 

- Building a county-wide Climate Resilience Strategy, including (but not limited to) the 

introduction of Food Resilience Schemes 

- A County-wide Route Map Towards Zero Carbon setting out joined up measures by all six 

councils 

- An Annual Carbon Reporting Mechanism on actual carbon cuts achieved as against targets 

- Introducing Climate and Ecological Emergency Officers (CEEOs)  

- Aligning local government pension funds with Paris Agreement objectives, reduce their 

exposure to fossil fuel reserves, as well as divest from pesticide producers 16 

- Support for and large-scale implementation of Retrofit Initiatives, such as by South & Vale 

- Banning new development in functional flood zones 

- Supporting sustainable agriculture, agroforestry and peri-urban farming 

- Water quality measures to include addressing sewage and working towards bathing status 

- Mandatory SuDS for developments above a certain size (100m2 or other size as appropriate), 

similar to the regulatory example already in place in Wales, and retrofitting SuDS in existing 

settlements 

- Implementing Clean Air Zones 

- Noise pollution measures based on OxAria results 

- Light pollution measures 

- Pesticide-free towns and cities 

- Considering dual system tram-trains as a transport option 

- Eco-friendly last-mile deliveries 

- Bee-friendly, carbon sink bus stops, cleared of hostile design, to meet the needs of the 

vulnerable 

- Embracing pedestrianisation, and reversing traffic rules such as “slow defers to fast”, to 

adapt to climate change realities 

- 8 to 80 Cities  

- Measures under the LGA initiative to support the creation of green jobs 

  

 
15 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 20. 
16 https://news.oxfordshire.gov.uk/combat-climate-change/ . 

https://news.oxfordshire.gov.uk/combat-climate-change/
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CONCLUDING REMARKS / OUTLOOK 

 

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 safeguarded17.”  

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 corner18.  

“We will reverse the impacts of climate change”: Do let’s. 

 19 

 
17 Speech to the Royal Society, 27 September 1988, https://www.margaretthatcher.org/document/107346 . 
18 https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2021/sep/09/earths-tipping-points-closer-current-climate-
plans-wont-work-global-heating . 
19 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, 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 development20.” 

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.  

 21 

“Every bit of warming matters, 

every year matters, 

every choice matters22.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ban Ki-Moon, 8th Secretary General of the United Nations 

 
20 Oxfordshire Plan 2050 Regulation 18 (Part 2) consultation document, p. 2, paragraph 5. 
21 Source: https://g-zealpharma.com/2018/06/21/think/ . 
22 http://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2019/06/SR15_Full_Report_High_Res.pdf . 

“The cost of adapting is less 

than the cost of doing business as usual. 

And the benefits are many times larger.” 

https://g-zealpharma.com/2018/06/21/think/
http://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2019/06/SR15_Full_Report_High_Res.pdf
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ANNEX: Graphics explaining Doughnut Economics 

23 

 
23 https://doughnuteconomics.org/about-doughnut-economics . 

https://doughnuteconomics.org/about-doughnut-economics
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24 Published on: https://www.researchgate.net/figure/The-ecological-ceiling-and-its-indicators-of-
overshoot_tbl1_323764756 - content may be subject to copyright. 

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/The-ecological-ceiling-and-its-indicators-of-overshoot_tbl1_323764756
https://www.researchgate.net/figure/The-ecological-ceiling-and-its-indicators-of-overshoot_tbl1_323764756

