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8Eiii.1 Have the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport implications of the growth proposals been adequately considered (including Policy CO6)?

1. The City Council considers that the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport implications of the growth proposals in the South East Plan have been adequately considered.   

2. The City Council acknowledges that the additional housing (2,000 dwellings per annum rather than 1,7000 pa) that it considers should be provided in the Central Oxfordshire sub-region will place additional demands on this infrastructure. It considers that it will be possible to identify sustainable locations for the additional development that are outside flood risk areas. Its dialogue with the relevant organisations have concluded that the water supply and waste water treatment associated with the additional development in close proximity to the City will not pose any insurmountable problems.

3. Additional development in close proximity to the City will have transport implications that the City Council has not assessed in detail, not least because it considers the most sustainable locations for such development should not be identified until after the review of the Green Belt that it is seeking. However, in broad terms it considers that about 50% of journeys will be capable of being made by modes other than the car and there is the potential to extend current well-established bus and cycling networks to include any new communities located in close proximity to the City. 

4. The City Council considers that the city itself will be able to accommodate the additional transport associated with the new development proposed in the South East Plan much better if as much as possible can be located within or in close proximity to the city. New residents in such developments are much more likely to use modes other than the car that those at the country towns. There are already good bus services to the centre of the city, with capacity to accommodate additional passengers. However, further consideration would need to be given to increasing the extent of orbital bus networks to facilitate further mode change away from the private car in the outer parts of the city. 

5. Nevertheless in Oxford there are good opportunities to provide appropriate bus and cycle networks to serve the scale of new development being sought by the City Council.

8Eiii.2  Are the proposals in the Implementation Plan (including for social and green infrastructure) clear, justified and well related to the spatial strategy? What are the priorities? 

6. The City Council recognises that considerable work has gone into the proposals in the Implementation Plan to make them as clear, justified and well related to the spatial strategy as possible. However, as argued elsewhere, the City Council does not support the spatial strategy in its entirety.  
7. In particular the City Council considers that greater consideration should be given, as part of the process of deciding upon a spatial strategy, to the ability of different location to assimilate growth. In particular it considers that there are potentially greater infrastructure requirements, especially transport and social infrastructure, associated the S E Plan’s strategy to disperse growth to the country towns compared with a strategy that focused growth in and adjacent to Oxford itself. 

8. Oxford is of stable size and population compared to the smaller and rapidly growing market towns. The ability for Oxford to assimilate new growth is much easier, as with any City of such a size. For example, as explained above, the public transport and cycling infrastructure networks are well established and can be extended to any new neighbourhoods. 

9. The City already has a well established and strong social infrastructure made up of extensive retail, health, leisure, cultural and community provision. These facilities already exist and would provide good social networks for all new residents to participate in and enjoy. It should also be less expensive to expand these facilities to accommodate growth than to provide new facilities at the country towns. In fact there have been strong arguments from the local populations of the country towns, such as Didcot and Bicester, seeking a halt to new growth there to give time for the infrastructure deficit in these towns to catch up. 
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