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Survey Response 

 
Local Transport and Connectivity Plan survey 
 
Vision 
We previously asked Oxfordshire’s residents what they thought our overall vision for 
transport could be. 
 
This vision is designed to be a clear long-term ambition for transport in the county 
and it underpins the policies in the document. 
 
“Our Local Transport Plan Vision is for a zero-carbon Oxfordshire transport system 
that enables all parts of the county to thrive. 
 
Our transport system will enable the county to be one of the world’s leading 
innovation economies, whilst supporting clean growth, tackling inequality and 
protecting our natural and historic environment. It will also be better for health, 
wellbeing, social inclusivity and education. 
 
Our plan sets out to achieve this by reducing the need to travel and discouraging 
unnecessary individual private vehicle use through making walking, cycling, public 
and shared transport the natural first choice.” 
 
To what extent do you support our vision? 
 

Strongly support Partially support
Neither support 

nor oppose 
Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
Do you have any further comments on our Vision? 
 

We are concerned that a ’zero-carbon’ transport system is a mis-nomer. Transport 
may be zero-carbon in usage but the production and disposal of any means of 
transport will generate carbon. In addition, the term – ‘zero-carbon’ can be used in 
relation to offsetting and we do not believe that this is truly zero-carbon. 
 
Decarbonisation and zero-emission vehicles are terms which have much more 
clarity.  
 
A zero-emission transport system may be more accurate. 
 
While we agree with the zero-carbon ambition we do not believe that this plan can 
reduce the need to travel and discourage private vehicle use because this is totally 
dependent on the location of development across the county. 
 
As most of the county is rural, the focus on 15-20 minute neighbourhoods where 
residents can get to work, leisure, health, etc. through walking, cycling and public 
transport is difficult if not impossible. Existing small market towns and rural villages 
have no, or very little infrastructure (including public transport) and there is little 
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prospect (even in this plan) of this changing so completely achieving a zero carbon 
transport system will be very difficult to achieve. 
 
Also the focus here is on private vehicles (generally cars and motorbikes) – no 
mention is made in the vision of the need to encourage a similar reduction in HGV 
and LGV vehicle usage (which produce 35% of road transport emissions12). 
 
A zero-emission transport system is not possible with ensuring HGV and LGV 
emissions are also zero. 
 
12 UK Government: The Road to Zero 

 
Key themes 
In support of our vision, we have identified five key themes. These are the specific 
areas we are seeking to transform. Our key themes are: 

 Environment 
 Health 
 Place Shaping 
 Productivity 
 Connectivity 

 
We have also identified the outcomes we hope to deliver for each key theme which 
can be found in the LTCP. 
 
To what extent do you agree with the key themes? 
 

Theme 
Strongly 
agree 

Tend to 
agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Tend to 
disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

Environment ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Health ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Place Shaping ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Productivity ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Connectivity ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
 
Do you have any further comments on the key themes? 
 

Environment 
Outcome: Sustainable communities that are resilient to climate change, enhance 
the natural environment, improve biodiversity and are supported by our zero-carbon 
transport network. 
 
Zero-carbon is not the same as zero-emission 
 
Health  
Outcome: Improved health and wellbeing and reduced health inequalities enabled 
through active and healthy lifestyle and inclusive, safe and resilient communities. 
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New and existing communities need good access to health services and leisure 
facilities 
 
Place shaping 
Outcome: Sustainable and resilient communities which provide healthy places for 
people and a high-quality environment capitalising upon the exceptional quality of 
life, vibrant economy and dynamic communities of our county 
 
Minimising the need for travel through increasing the vibrancy of existing 
communities and ensuring that new developments achieve the ambition of being 20 
minute neighbourhoods with essential facilities within 20 minutes’ walk from home. 
 
Productivity 
Outcome: A world leading business base that is sustainable, has created new jobs, 
products and careers for all communities and is supported by an effective, zero-
carbon transport network. 
 
Zero-carbon is not the same as zero-emission. New jobs either need to be online or 
accessible at zero-emission or they add to the problem. 
 
Connectivity 
Outcome: Communities are digitally connected, innovative technologies are 
supported and there is improved connectivity and mobility, across the county, 
enabling greater choice and seamless interchange between sustainable modes. 
 
Being digitally connected may not be sufficient – ensuring consistent levels of 
connectivity (both of electricity and internet connectivity) is required for confidently 
working from home. Improved physical connectivity and easy access to essential 
facilities is essential to enable communities to move towards zero-emissions. 
 

 
 
Headline Targets 
In order to check that we are delivering on our vision and key themes we have 
identified some headline targets. 
 
By 2030 our target is to: 

 Replace or remove 1 out of every 4 current car trips in Oxfordshire 
 
By 2040 our targets are to: 

 Deliver a zero-carbon transport network 
 Replace or remove 1 out of every 3 current car trips in Oxfordshire 

 
By 2050 our target is to: 

 Deliver a transport network that contributes to a climate positive future 
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To what extent do you agree with the headline targets? 
 

Target 
Strongly 
agree 

Tend to 
agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Tend to 
disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

2030 target ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
2040 targets ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
2050 target ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
 
Do you have any further comments on the headline targets? 
 
While we agree with the targets to replace or remove 1 out of every 4 current vehicle  
(including commercial vehicles as well as private vehicles) trips in Oxfordshire. 
 
We are concerned that a ’zero-carbon’ transport network is a mis-nomer. Transport 
may be zero-carbon in usage but the production and disposal of any means of 
transport will generate carbon. In addition, the term – ‘zero-carbon’ can be used in 
relation to offsetting and we do not believe that this is truly zero-carbon. 
 
Decarbonisation and zero-emission vehicles are terms which have much more 
clarity.  
 
 
 
LTCP Policies 
The majority of the LTCP outlines our transport policies. We have summarised all of 
the LTCP policies in the following sections. You can choose which sections you 
would like to respond to and you do not need to select a response for every policy.  
 
You can find more detail about what is proposed by each policy and the benefits of 
implementing them in the draft LTCP document. 
 
Walking and cycling 
Encouraging more walking and cycling is central to delivering our vision for travel in 
Oxfordshire. Choosing to walk and cycle will improve the mental and physical health 
of Oxfordshire’s residents and make Oxfordshire’s streets more welcoming, safe and 
relaxing places. 
 
More residents choosing to walk and cycle is also a key part of reducing the use of 
private cars and achieving our ambition for a zero-carbon transport network. The 
'walking and cycling' chapter identifies the policies that will help us to achieve this. A 
summary of the policies is provided below: 
 
Transport user hierarchy – The hierarchy clearly outlines the order in which we will 
consider different transport modes in future work and scheme design. The hierarchy 
places walking, cycling and riding, public and shared transport above the private car. 
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Cycle and walking networks – We will work with stakeholders such as local 
walking and cycling groups to develop walking and cycling networks. 
 
Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans (LCWIPs) – We will identify 
improvements to walking and cycling infrastructure at the local level for all main 
urban settlements by 2025. 
 
Strategic Active Travel Network – We will identify key routes for walking and 
cycling between key destinations or corridors and prioritise improvements to such 
routes.  
 
Greenways – Greenways link off-road public rights of way, disused railway lines and 
other tracks. We will develop Greenways across the county to provide leisure 
commuting routes for people walking, cycling and equestrians. 
 
Community activation – We will ensure that improvements to cycling and walking 
networks are supported by community activation measures such as cycle training. 
 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Walking and Cycling’ 
chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Transport user 
hierarchy 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Cycle and walking 
networks 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Local Cycling and 
Walking 

Infrastructure Plans
☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Strategic Active 
Travel Network 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Greenways ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Community 
activation 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Do you have any further comments on the 'Walking and Cycling' policies? 
 

Policy 1 – Oxfordshire County Council will develop, assess and prioritise transport 
schemes and policies according to the following transport user hierarchy …. 
‘Transport user hierarchy – … The hierarchy places walking, cycling and riding, 
public and shared transport above the private car’. 
 
The focus here is on private vehicles (generally cars and motorbikes) – no mention is 
made in the hierarchy of HGV and LGV vehicles. We assume that these are placed 
with private vehicles – below shared transport? 
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Cycle and walking networks 
 
‘In order to support this hierarchy and prioritise walking and cycling we will create 
plans for improved infrastructure across the county. Comprehensive cycle and 
walking networks are fundamental to successfully increasing their usage.’ 
 
By 2031 our target is to: 
• Increase the number of cycle trips in Oxfordshire from 600,000 to 1 million 
cycle trips per week. 
 
Why is the target for Oxford only a 50% increase while the targets for the districts are 
100% increase? 
Oxford is much more a series of 20 minute neighbourhoods with essential facilities 
within 20 minutes’ walk from home than any of the districts. Or are you relying on the 
new developments for creating more cyclists – this will only work if the travel 
networks extend beyond the edges of the new developments which is rare. 
 
Policy 2 – Oxfordshire County Council will develop comprehensive walking and 
cycling networks that are attractive to the preferences and abilities of all residents in 
all towns. 
 
This policy relates to towns and requires more amenities to be available locally and 
outside the major LCWIP (Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans) towns, the 
issue may be the need to provide destinations within a 20 minute cycle ride. 
 
As stated in the document, many roads in Oxfordshire are too narrow to be suitable 
for the addition of dedicated cycleways and the current usage too close to capacity 
to allow them to be used safely for cycling on the carriageways. 
 
Many developments which could be suitable have already received outline planning 
consent which precludes them from meeting new cycling and pedestrian standards.  
 
Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans 
 
Policy 5 – Oxfordshire County Council will develop Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plans (LCWIPs) for all main urban settlements (over 10,000 
inhabitants) across the county by 2025, according to national guidance and best 
practice with the aim of increasing walking and cycling activity. 
 
Wantage and Grove have over 10,000 inhabitants so we look forward to seeing the 
LCWIP for this area as part of the Vale of the White Horse Local Plan 2041. 
 
Policy 6 – Oxfordshire County Council will implement local cycling and walking 
networks in line with LCWIP proposals as funding opportunities arise to achieve a 
step change in the use of cycling and walking in line with local and national targets. 
 
At last some realism – funding opportunities are scarce outside the realms of new 
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developments and proposals may be in place for a very long time before funding 
becomes available.  
 
Strategic Active Travel Network 
 
Policy 7 – Oxfordshire County Council will develop a Strategic Active Travel 
Network in order to identify key routes for walking and cycling between destinations 
across the county and prioritise interventions to existing and new infrastructure. 
 
Policy 8 – Oxfordshire County Council will identify and support all opportunities to 
develop and link up the Strategic Active Travel Network in new planning proposals, 
rural and major roadworks and road schemes. 
 
We hope that the County Council have learned from the problems with the surface of 
the Sustrans Route 544 from Wantage to Didcot and that future parts of the network 
will be suitable for use. 
 
Greenways 
Policy 9 – Oxfordshire County Council will develop a number of Greenways across 
the county providing leisure commuting routes for people walking, cycling and  
equestrians. Priority will be given to routes that benefit communities and that have a 
deliverable route. 
 
We strongly support this policy. 
 
Community activation  
Policy 10 – Oxfordshire County Council will ensure that improvements to cycling and 
walking networks and access to green infrastructure are supported by community 
activation measures that enable the whole community and particularly those with 
greatest need to benefit from these improvements and to become more active and 
for healthy day-to-day behaviours to become the norm. 
 
We strongly support this policy. 
 

 
 
Healthy place shaping 
We need to consider how we design our urban environment to make it easy and 
enjoyable for people to walk and cycle, including the design and connectivity of our 
streets. Designing streets that prioritise people over motor vehicles will create places 
where people feel welcome, safe and choose to walk and cycle. 
 
We need a new approach to street design to achieve this. The ‘Healthy place 
shaping’ chapter outlines the policies that will support this new approach. A summary 
of each policy is provided below. 
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Healthy Streets Approach –The Healthy Streets Approach is a framework for 
making human health the central aspect of planning. We will embed the Healthy 
Streets Approach into the relevant guidance and decision making processes. 
 
Health Impact Assessment – Health Impact Assessment screening or full 
assessments will be required for all major schemes or plans where potential health 
issues are likely to arise. 
 
Guidance and standards for new development – We will embed our standards for 
residential developments (Appendix 2 in the LTCP) into relevant guidance and 
decision making processes and work with our District and City Councils to reflect 
them in local planning guidance. 
 
Low Traffic Neighbourhoods – We will support the extension of Low Traffic 
Neighbourhoods (LTNs). LTNs are residential areas where through motor traffic is 
prevented by traffic filters, whist still allowing access for cycling and micromobility. 
 
20-minute neighbourhoods – We will work with our District and City Councils to 
support and apply 20-minute minute neighbourhoods. This aims to provide residents 
with relevant goods and services within a 20 minute walk of their homes. 
 
School Streets – We will work to expand and develop our School Streets 
programme. School Streets are a timed road closure that restricts access for motor 
vehicles at school drop-off and pick-up times so that children can safely walk or cycle 
to school. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Healthy Place 
Shaping’ chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Healthy Streets 
Approach 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Health Impact 
Assessment 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Guidance and 
standards for new 

development 
☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Low Traffic 
Neighbourhoods 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

20-minute 
neighbourhoods 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

School Streets ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Do you have any further comments on the ‘Healthy place shaping policies? 
 
Healthy Streets Approach – 
We will embed the Healthy Streets Approach into the relevant guidance and decision 
making processes. 
 
This approach only applies to new streets and this will leave at least 60% of the 
population living on ‘unhealthy streets’ by 2050. No mention is made of any policy to 
obtain funding for transforming existing neighbourhoods. 
 
Health Impact Assessment – 
Policy 12 – Oxfordshire County Council will require transport plans and 
infrastructure schemes to deliver health benefits and to mitigate any negative 
impacts by: 
a. Requiring all major schemes or plans where potential health issues are likely to 
arise, to screen for possible health and wellbeing impacts. 
b. Requiring a Rapid or Full HIA to be submitted for larger-scale infrastructure 
proposals. 
 
This approach only applies to new larger-scale infrastructure proposals leaving most 
of the existing population without these health benefits. 
 
Guidance and standards for new development – We will embed our standards for 
residential developments (Appendix 2 in the LTCP) into relevant guidance and 
decision making processes and work with our District and City Councils to reflect 
them in local planning guidance. 
See comments above – what about existing communities? 
 
Low Traffic Neighbourhoods – We will support the extension of Low Traffic 
Neighbourhoods (LTNs). LTNs are residential areas where through motor traffic is 
prevented by traffic filters, whist still allowing access for cycling and micromobility. 
 
We strongly support these policies. 
 
20-minute neighbourhoods – We will work with our District and City Councils to 
support and apply 20-minute minute neighbourhoods. This aims to provide residents 
with relevant goods and services within a 20 minute walk of their homes. 
 
While we support these policies we are concerned that a focus on food retailers does 
not provide a community – school, work and leisure facilities are also required. No 
clarity is provided as to what can be classified as ‘relevant good and services’.  
The diagram on page 53 suggests that this might include ‘good green space’, 
schools, local food production, jobs and community health and wellbeing facilities. 
Many areas have very limited services at the current time and little possibility of 
these expanding. 
 
Given that GP health centres typically cater for 30,000-50,000 patients, leisure 
centres are typically about 10 miles apart and most primary schools accept children 
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from a minimum catchment area of 2 miles in any direction, providing residents with 
relevant goods and services within a 20 minute walk of their homes may be difficult 
to achieve. 
 
In addition, as stated in one of the supplementary documents - Many villages in 
Oxfordshire do not have footways on many streets and very few villages have 
footway links between villages. Encouraging walking in villages in support of the 20 
minute neighbourhood concept is therefore often very challenging. 
 
Therefore while the ambition is to be applauded – it seems very unachievable in 
most of the County. 
 
School Streets – We will work to expand and develop our School Streets 
programme. School Streets are a timed road closure that restricts access for motor 
vehicles at school drop-off and pick-up times so that children can safely walk or cycle 
to school. 
 
School streets can only be applied where schools are not situated on though routes 
and several of the schools in our area (OX12) are situated on the HGV routes 
through the County. These policies (like many others) may apply to new 
developments and so selected parts of the county but will be irrelevant to most of the 
existing population. 
 

 
 
Road safety 
Improving road safety remains a fundamental part of our LTCP. There has been a 
long term downward trend in reported collisions and injuries in the county. It is 
important that this trend is continued and minimises road danger for all users. 
 
The ‘Road Safety’ chapter builds on our heathy place shaping proposals and seeks 
to minimise road danger. This will be key to achieving our vision and creating places 
where walking and cycling is the natural first choice. A summary of each policy is 
provided below. 
 
Road safety – We will continue to work with partners to develop and implement 
measures that reduce the risk of collisions. We will have a particular focus on 
providing safe and attractive infrastructure for vulnerable road users. 
 
20mph zones – We will work to expand 20mph zones and promote 20mph as the 
default limit for roads through residential areas, villages and retail areas. 
 
Equestrians – We will consider the needs of equestrian users in roads and 
highways strategies, planning and operations. 
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To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Road Safety’ 
chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Road safety ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
20mph zones ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Equestrians ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Road Safety’ policies? 
 
Road safety – We will continue to work with partners to develop and implement 
measures that reduce the risk of collisions. We will have a particular focus on 
providing safe and attractive infrastructure for vulnerable road users. 
 
We support this policy. 
 
20mph zones – We will work to expand 20mph zones and promote 20mph as the 
default limit for roads through residential areas, villages and retail areas. 
 
We support these policies. 
 
Equestrians – We will consider the needs of equestrian users in roads and 
highways strategies, planning and operations. 
 
We support this policy. 
 

 
 
Public transport 
Encouraging an increased number of public transport trips will also be an essential 
part of delivering our vision. Increased public transport use will help to reduce the 
number of private vehicle trips, which will deliver air quality improvements and also 
support the economy. 
 
The 'public transport' chapter views the different ‘modes’ of walking, cycling and 
public transport, as part of one connected system rather than as competing modes. It 
is through a combination of these modes that we will increase public transport use in 
the county. A summary of each policy is provided below. 
 
Bus strategy – This policy sets out 8 key areas our future work on buses will seek to 
address. This includes maintaining a comprehensive network of services and moving 
to a zero-emission bus fleet. It is underpinned by our Bus Service Improvement Plan. 
 
Community transport – We will work with local communities, transport operators 
and community transport operators to develop and coordinate community transport 
schemes such as car clubs or community mini-buses. 
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Park and Ride – We will continue to support Park and Rides (P&R), continue work 
on possible new P&R sites and develop bus rapid transit proposals. In the longer 
term we will conduct a detailed review of P&R and establish an updated strategy. 
 
Rail strategy – We will use the Oxfordshire Rail Corridor Study and Oxfordshire 
Connect projects to guide our approach to rail and priorities for rail investment in 
Oxfordshire. We will publish a separate rail strategy in 2022 to build on these. 
 
Air travel and connectivity – We will support the development of public transport 
improvements to airports. We will also seek to support the county’s airfields and 
improve sustainable transport access to these. 
 
Multi-modal travel – We will consider multi-modal travel as a central option for 
transport planning and will aim to achieve greater integration of transport modes. 
Mobility hubs – Mobility hubs are a recognisable place where there is a range of 
different shared and public transport modes. We will support the development of 
mobility hubs in a range of locations to improve interchange opportunities. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Public Transport’ 
chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Bus strategy ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Community 
transport 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Park and Ride ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Rail strategy ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Air travel and 
connectivity 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Multi-modal travel ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Mobility hubs ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Public Transport’ policies? 
 
Bus strategy – We support this policy 
 
Community transport – While we support this policy in principle there are many 
volunteer driver schemes which provide transport to those unable to find convenient 
public or community transport – these could also be supported through 
encouragement for schemes or drivers to obtain zero-emission vehicles and a policy 
which encourages funding for this would be helpful. 
 
Park and Ride – While we support the provision of P&R in principle many of our 
members have difficulty finding spaces in Seacourt Park and Ride and are therefore 
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discouraged from using the service. Without sufficient capacity this type of facility will 
fail. 
The draft refers to considering new approaches to P&R such as smaller, ‘pocket’, 
P&R sites / mobility hubs, and potential ways to enhance existing sites such as 
freight consolidation or electric vehicle charging facilities. We find it difficult to 
support policies which are so vague and would prefer further consultation when 
concrete recommendations are available. 
 
Rail strategy – We are unable to support a strategy which had not yet been 
developed. 
 
Air travel and connectivity – We partially support these policies while being aware 
of the carbon footprint of Air travel therefore cannot fully support these policies until 
air travel becomes less carbon hungry. 
 
Multi-modal travel – We support these policies in principle but would be able to 
strongly support them if the reference to reducing journey times and provide 
residents attractive alternatives to the private car was part of the policies themselves 
not simply supporting text. 
 
Mobility hubs – We support these policies in principle but find it difficult to see how 
something like the examples shown can be placed in conservation areas. If Mobility 
Hubs are limited to newer developments then once again they are only accessible to 
one part of the communities in the County. 
 

 
 
Digital connectivity 
Reducing the need to travel will also play an important role in tackling private vehicle 
use and its negative impacts. Improving digital connectivity is one of the key ways in 
which we can reduce the need to travel. 
 
The 'digital connectivity' chapter outlines how it can help to reduce the need to travel 
by providing residents with the ability to work, shop and access services such as GP 
appointments from home. A summary of each policy is provided below. 
 
Digital infrastructure – We will improve digital connectivity in order to reduce the 
need to travel. This includes promoting fibre broadband connectivity for all new 
developments and supporting District Council work. 
 
5G – We will also improve mobile connectivity to reduce the need to travel, support 
emerging transport technologies and improve the operation of the transport network. 
To do this we will work with district councils to promote proposals for the upgrading 
of existing or siting of new mobile infrastructure. 
 
Remote working – We will work with stakeholders such as housing developers to 
ensure high quality internet connectivity and other necessary facilities are provided 
to all residents in order to support remote working. 
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To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Digital connectivity’ 
chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Digital 
infrastructure 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

5G ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Remote working ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Digital Connectivity’ policies? 
 

Digital infrastructure 
Policy 38 – Oxfordshire County Council will promote fibre broadband connectivity for 
all new residential or business developments. 
While we support this policy in principle ‘promote’ doesn’t seem strong enough to 
support a zero-carbon future. 
 
Policy 39 – Oxfordshire County Council will support delivery of District Council 
policies on fibre broadband provision as set out in relevant Local Plans. 
While we support this policy in principle as local plans are currently being rewritten 
we cannot support a policy which is not yet clear. 
 
Policy 40 – Oxfordshire County Council requires all civil engineering partners to 
ensure appropriate ducting for the use of fibre cabling, and that it is designed and 
laid during the construction of new, or during major upgrading schemes to existing, 
roads, footpaths or cycleways as appropriate.  
We strongly support this policy. 
 
5G 
Policy 41 – Oxfordshire County Council will work with district councils to promote 
proposals for the upgrading of existing or siting of new mobile infrastructure to 
provide faster, more reliable and more comprehensive coverage of both 4G and 5G 
mobile communications. 
While we support this policy in principle ‘promote’ doesn’t seem strong enough to 
support a zero-carbon future. 
 
Policy 42 – Oxfordshire County Council will encourage new developments to 
integrate and support 5G infrastructure, in line with the Innovation Framework.  
While we support this policy in principle ‘encourage’ is not strong enough – new 
developments should be ‘required’ to. 
 
Remote working 
Policy 43 – Oxfordshire County Council will work with stakeholders to ensure high 
quality internet connectivity and other necessary facilities are provided to all 
residents in order to reduce the need to travel and support remote working. 
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While we support this policy in principle, we are unclear what ‘other necessary 
facilities’ are and without clarity cannot fully support this policy. 
 

 
 
Environment, carbon and air quality 
Reducing carbon emissions and improving air and environmental quality across the 
county is essential for the health of Oxfordshire residents and addressing climate 
change. 
 
As part of the LTCP we have set the target to deliver a zero-carbon Oxfordshire 
transport network by 2040. Whilst we are aiming for walking, cycling, public and 
shared transport to be the natural first choice for journeys, the 'environment, carbon 
and air quality' chapter recognises that cars will still be a part of Oxfordshire’s 
transport system. 
 
It is therefore crucial that we encourage these to be zero-emission to contribute to 
our zero-carbon aspirations and improve health. A summary of each policy is 
provided below. 
 
Embodied carbon – Embodied carbon is the carbon footprint of a material. We will 
assess, manage and minimise embodied and operational carbon in transport 
infrastructure projects. 
 
Clean Air and Zero Emission Zones – We will continue to implement the Zero 
Emission Zone in Oxford city centre and we will investigate similar schemes for other 
parts of Oxfordshire. 
 
Zero emission vehicles – In association with our district councils, we will integrate 
the Oxfordshire Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Strategy into the planning process. We 
will also develop a longer-term strategy and support strategies developed by our 
District and City councils. 
 
Green infrastructure – We will embed the protection, maintenance and 
enhancement of Green Infrastructure (GI) into relevant guidance and decision-
making. GI includes parks, public rights of way, roadside verges and street trees. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Environment, carbon 
and air quality’ chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Embodied carbon ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Clean Air and Zero 

Emission Zones 
☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Zero emission 
vehicles 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Green 
infrastructure 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Environment, carbon and air 
quality’ policies? 
 

Embodied carbon  
We strongly support this policy, we believe that it is important that all of the CO2 
emissions related to the manufacturing, transporting, maintenance and disposal of 
the material is included in any decision making. 
 
Clean Air and Zero Emission Zones  
We support these policies but other zones (other than Oxford City) will only be 
investigated are unable to strongly support intangible policies.  
 
Zero emission vehicles – While we support the principle of an Oxfordshire Electric 
Vehicle Infrastructure Strategy and building it into the planning process. We do not 
believe that the policy EVI8 relating to seeking encourage District (and Oxford City) 
Councils to set minimum standards for the quantity of EV charging to be provided in 
developments in their planning requirements. 
Surely if zero emission vehicles are to be the norm, any parking residential parking 
space should be built with EV charging included as standard? 
 
Green infrastructure 
We strongly support this strategy 
 

 
 
Network, parking and congestion management 
Oxfordshire County Council as the highway and Streetworks authority are 
responsible for a range of management functions. This includes working to manage 
congestion, highways infrastructure and on-street parking. 
 
All of the functions in the 'network, parking and congestion management' chapter will 
play a role in helping to deliver our vision and encouraging the use of walking, 
cycling, public and shared transport. 
 
Many of the policies in the LTCP include incentives to make alternatives to the 
private car more attractive. However, there may also be situations where it is 
necessary to actively discourage private vehicle use in some parts of the county. A 
summary of each policy is provided below. 
 
Network management – We will continue to undertake integrated network 
management to tackle congestion. We will balance the needs of all users whilst 
promoting walking, cycling and public transport at every opportunity. 
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Asset management – To deliver a well-maintained highway network we will adopt a 
‘whole life cost’ approach, we will prioritise the available funding using a risk-based 
approach and develop long-term programmes of work. 
 
Parking management – We will ensure the parking requirements of all modes of 
transport are considered and will embed our parking guidance into relevant 
guidance. We will also take measures to reduce and restrict car parking availability. 
 
Parking enforcement – We will maintain strategic partnerships with the District and 
City Councils to ensure a joined-up approach to enforcement and car parking 
management. We will also work to tackle pavement parking. 
 
Demand management – Demand management measures could include traffic filters 
and changes to the availability of parking. Where appropriate, we will investigate 
demand management measures to discourage private vehicle use. 
 
Road schemes – Where road schemes are required, we will adopt a ‘decide and 
provide’ approach. This approach decides on the preferred future and then provides 
the means to work towards that in a way that can accommodate uncertainty. We will 
also assess opportunities for traffic reduction. 
 
Smart infrastructure – We will support and deploy a range of smart infrastructure. 
Smart Infrastructure refers to the application of digital technology to our physical 
assets such as roads, cameras and monitoring equipment. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Network, parking and 
congestion management’ chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Network 
management 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Asset management ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Parking 

management 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

Parking 
enforcement 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Demand 
management 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Road schemes ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Smart infrastructure ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Network, parking and congestion 
management’ policies? 
 

Network management 
While we support these policies in principle, we are disappointed to see no mention 
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of HGV and LGV vehicles in this section of the document. They occupy the same 
network as all other users and we would like to see these explicitly included in these 
policies. 
 
Asset management 
While we support these policies in principle, our experience of the maintenance 
record of OCC highways etc. is not good and we aren’t sure that the best outcome is 
achieved. 
Many patching repairs have to be redone with ever greater frequency as the level of 
HGV vehicles increase and, in particular, construction traffic, takes its toll on the 
roads. 
Our experience of road improvements is that they rarely happen (Featherbed Lane 
near East Hendred) and of cycleway improvements (Sustrans 544) is that surfacing 
can be an issue. 
 
Parking management  
Our experience of planning for new developments is that OCC already restricts 
parking and that parking has already become disruptive to the transport networks 
and services, as people park for convenience, rather than considering other people’s 
needs. This does lead to increased pressures on neighbourhoods, and movement is 
affected to the detriment of road safety as people park on cycleways and narrow 
roads. There already is an impact on emergency service response times. 
Restricting parking without ensuring that suitable alternatives are available and 
building developments which do not have the 20 minute neighbourhoods with 
essential facilities within 20 minutes’ walk from home means that parking is currently 
required and will continue to be required for some time to come so we cannot 
support these policies at the current time. 
 
Parking enforcement 
While we support parking enforcement we would strongly support these policies if 
Policy 61 included parking on cycleways as well as pavement parking. 
 
Demand management  
We support this policy. 
 
Road schemes  
We support these policies. 
 
Smart infrastructure  
We are unclear what this means in practice so are unable to support these policies 
at this time. 

 
Innovation: 
We recognise that technology alone will not solve many of the challenges associated 
with transport in Oxfordshire. However, we believe technology can play a role in 
contributing to our ambitions and addressing some issues. It is also important to 
ensure our transport system is fit for the future and able to accommodate 
technological changes. 
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The ‘innovation’ chapter identifies technology which will help us to make walking, 
cycling, public and shared transport more attractive. A summary of each policy is 
provided below. 
Passenger micromobility – Micromobility refers to a range of small, lightweight 
vehicles such as e-scooters and shared bicycles. We will manage, monitor and 
support the use of passenger micromobility. 
 
Shared mobility – We will support the provision of zero-emission shared cars and 
car clubs, to reduce the dominance of private motor vehicles and create a more 
balanced transport network. 
 
Connected and Autonomous Vehicles (CAVs) – CAVs are those that can operate 
in a mode which is not being controlled by an individual. We will embed 
futureproofing for CAV deployment scenarios through the Innovation Framework. 
 
Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) – UAVs are remote-controlled aircraft or small 
aerial devices which do not have an on-board pilot, such as drones. We will embed 
futureproofing for drone usage through the Innovation Framework. 
 
Living Lab – A living lab is an open innovation ecosystem, which facilitates research 
in real-world settings. We will continue to support a living lab approach. 
 
Innovation Framework – The Innovation Framework sets out a series of principles 
which should be applied to the integration of innovation into new development and 
infrastructure. We will work with our District and City councils to integrate the 
Innovation Framework into the planning process. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Innovation’ chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Passenger 
micromobility 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Shared mobility ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Connected and 

Autonomous 
Vehicles 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Unmanned Aerial 
Vehicles 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Living Lab ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
Innovation 
Framework 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Do you have any further comments on the ‘Innovation’ policies? 
 
Passenger micromobility – Without seeing the results of the e-scooter trial 
performed in 2021 it is difficult to understand how this will apply to areas outside 
Oxford City. Most footpaths and cycleways are combined and we find it difficult to 
see how private e-scooters, rollerblades and ‘hoverboards’ can be used safely 
without risk to pedestrians. 
 
Shared mobility – this policy is primarily focused on car based services yet the e-
scooter trial was for shared e-scooters and reference is made to shared bicycles and 
e-bikes so why is this policy limited to supporting the provision of zero emission 
shared cars and car clubs?  
We support the sentiment that by combining car sharing with public transport 
interchanges, such as mobility hubs, there are opportunities to improve connectivity 
and create a more balanced transport network that supports all users, but are 
unclear how this would work in small villages. No reference is made to the minimum 
number of users which are required to justify shared cars or car clubs so we cannot 
gauge what percentage of the county this could be applied to. 
 
Connected and Autonomous Vehicles (CAVs) – We support this policy but must 
emphasise the need to ensure that the cost of any ‘futureproofing’ is cost effective 
and that taxpayers money is not wasted on wild ideas. 
 
Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) – We support this policy and are pleased to see 
the UAV oversight with traffic management control systems included as part of the 
policy. 
 
Living Lab – We note that the Living Lab website has a message stating that “The 
Living Oxford site is relaunching 24/09/21”. We are therefore concerned that the 
statement that ‘The living lab approach also has the benefit of attracting more 
investors and businesses working in research and development into the region, 
creating jobs which will benefit the local economy and Oxfordshire residents’ is at the 
very least premature but if the lab has been operating since 2019 we would expect to 
see at least some evidence of useful ideas or outcomes. We cannot therefore 
support this policy. 
 
Innovation Framework - Although the innovation framework contains a lot of good 
work the recommendations and conclusions are very weak. There should be specific 
policies which capture the innovative ideas and ensure implementation both as part 
of the transport plan and integrating the recommendations into the planning 
framework. This could be the strongest part of the strategy but is much too woolly at 
the moment. 
If the solutions are considered during planning and construction so that 
developments and transport infrastructure are futureproofed, then outline planning 
permissions have to include conditions which ensure that developments are not fixed 
in stone 10-20 years before detailed reserved matters approved. Otherwise this is 
not practical. 
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Data 
Transport data is closely related to many of the policies in the ‘innovation’ chapter 
and also has close links to several other policies such as digital infrastructure.  
 
As with innovation, transport data alone will not solve many of our issues. However, 
the policies in the 'data' chapter have the potential to support many of the policies 
outlined elsewhere. A summary of each policy is provided below. 
 
Data – We will implement a consistent approach to gathering, using and sharing 
transport data, according to Innovation Framework guidance. 
 
Modelling – We have been working in partnership with a number of organisations to 
create a new countywide transport model, the Oxfordshire Mobility Model (OMM). 
We will promote the use of the OMM for both developers and planners as the first 
option and will continue to develop the OMM. 
 
Monitoring – We will work towards creating a monitoring and evaluation 
methodology and tools which combine datasets and can be consistently applied to 
monitoring development, schemes and infrastructure. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Data’ chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Data ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Modelling ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
Monitoring ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Data’ policies? 

Data – We support a consistent approach to gathering, using and sharing transport 
data as long as this data cannot be used for the detriment of residents. 
 
Modelling – The latest update on the MIMAS website is August 2021 – 6 months 
ago what evidence is there that this modelling solution is generating valuable 
information for the residents of Oxfordshire and where is the evidence of cost/benefit 
analysis? Without this we can’t support the policy 
 
Monitoring – ensuring a monitoring framework is in place is important to ensure that 
appropriate expected outcomes are achieved. We have seen no monitoring of the 
policies included in LTP4 and no measurement of outcomes – how do we know that 
things will be different this time? 
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Freight and logistics 
The movement of goods is essential to supporting the economy and many aspects of 
our lives. However, there a number of complex challenges surrounding the freight 
system, particularly at the local level. 
 
We have included policies addressing these issues in the 'freight and logistics' 
chapter of the LTCP. More detailed information can be found in the Freight and 
Logistics Strategy which has been published alongside the LTCP. A summary of the 
LTCP policies is provided below. 
 
Freight and Logistics Strategy – We will develop and deliver a Freight and 
Logistics Strategy. 
 
Freight Consolidation – Freight consolidation centres receive multiple small 
deliveries and convert them into fewer deliveries. We will work with partners to 
review and explore the potential for freight consolidation centres. 
 
Cycle Freight – We will promote cycle freight to support a shift from motorised 
transport to bicycles. In order to achieve this, we will work with partners to share 
knowledge and investigate opportunities related to cycle freight. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Freight and logistics’ 
chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Freight and 
Logistics Strategy 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Freight 
Consolidation 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Cycle Freight ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 
 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Freight and logistics’ policies? 
 

The Freight and Logistics Strategy states that OCC has reviewed the actions 
identified in the LTP4 Freight Strategy and progress made on delivering them. The 
report shows that progress on actions in LTP4 were limited because of lack of 
funding, lack of access etc. It also states that actions identified in the strategy will 
require funding to deliver but that councils no longer receive funding directly to spend 
on transport improvements. 
 
The Draft LTCP quotes the UK Government: The Road to Zero paper stating that 
HGV and LGV vehicles produce 35% of road transport emissions so without tackling 
this issue the zero carbon ambitions of the County Council will fail to be achieved. 
 
 
We cannot support these policies without some evidence that funding can be found 



 
 
Survey Response continued 
 

Page 23 of 31 

Wantage and Grove Campaign Group 

and would urge the LEP and the Future Oxfordshire Partnership to fund this area in 
preference to the more innovative blue sky projects which may provide a much less 
tangible return on investment. 
 
 
Regional connectivity and cross-boundary working 
The 'regional connectivity' chapter considers working with our cross-boundary 
partners such as neighbouring local authorities. Transport is not confined by county 
boundaries and we recognise that residents travel to surrounding counties for work 
and leisure. 
 
Working with partners beyond Oxfordshire’s boundaries will help to improve travel 
choices and journey experiences for these residents. It is important that we consider 
how we work with these partners to deliver improvements that support our vision. A 
summary of our policy is provided below. 
 
Regional connectivity and cross-boundary working – We will continue to work 
collaboratively with sub-national transport bodies, neighbouring local authorities, and 
other local stakeholders on cross-boundary issues. We will also seek to influence 
regional work being led by Network Rail and National Highways. 
 
To what extent do you support the policy set out in the ‘Regional connectivity 
and cross-boundary working’ chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Regional 
connectivity and 
cross-boundary 
working 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Regional connectivity and cross-
boundary working’ policy? 
 
Regional connectivity and cross-boundary working – we note that these policies 
do not mention Freight and we believe that this is an area which could benefit most 
from cross-boundary working – without this being included we have to oppose thiese 
policies. 
 

 
Local connectivity: 
Local connectivity is a key aspect of many residents’ everyday lives. The ease of 
journeys, choices available and experience of travelling all affect health, wellbeing 
and equality in the county. 
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The policies outlined in the 'local connectivity' chapter aim to address these issues 
and improve local connectivity, whilst creating a healthier and more attractive 
Oxfordshire. A summary of each policy is provided below. 
 
Area transport strategies – We will produce area transport strategies that align with 
the LTCP vision and translate the LTCP policies into schemes. Strategies will be 
developed for the areas outlined in LTCP Policy 91. 
 
Transport corridor strategies – We will produce transport corridor strategies that 
align with the LTCP vision and translate the LTCP policies into schemes. Strategies 
will be developed for the A40, A420, A41, A44 and M40/A34. 
 
Rural journeys – We will work with partners and stakeholders to develop tailored 
solutions for our smaller market towns and rural areas that improve connectivity, 
accessibility, and contribute to delivering our transport vision. 
 
To what extent do you support the policies set out in the ‘Local connectivity’ 
chapter? 
 

Policy 
Strongly 
support 

Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor 

oppose 

Partially 
oppose 

Strongly 
oppose 

Area transport 
strategies 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

Transport corridor 
strategies 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

Rural journeys ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
 
Do you have any further comments on the ‘Local connectivity’ policies? 
 
We note Area Transport Strategies are being developed separately from Transport 
Corridor strategies and believe that (at least for the Cross Boundary area of the 
Science Vale (Wantage, Grove, Didcot, Harwell, Milton, Culham) the two have to be 
combined. Many incidents on the A34 or the M4 heavily affect the traffic flows 
through the Science Vale (particularly Wantage) pushing high volumes of heavy 
traffic onto historic roads which are very unsuitable for this level of traffic. 
 
The HGV route map in the Freight Strategy Document identifies the historic roads 
through Wantage as ‘suitable routes’ – can this be amended to use relief roads as 
soon as they are available, with appropriate weight restrictions for historic roads, 
please? 
 
The draft LTCP states that the LTCP area strategies will be produced as a ‘part 2’ in 
2022 – we assume that these will form part of the LTCP and can’t be completed until 
the Oxfordshire 2050 plan is produced which indicates the level of housing required 
and the areas targeted for development. Policy 91 should therefore be out of date by 
the end of 2022. 
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We also find it very difficult to understand how transport corridor strategies for routes 
such as the A420, M40 and A34 can be developed includes improving facilities for 
walking and cycling and cannot support policy 92 without further clarity on this 
matter. 
 
Policy 93 is a simply a catch-all which mentions all the possible solutions which 
might be possible for the 40% of the population live in smaller towns and villages and 
generate 76% of car and van trips. 
 
We do not understand why this is a single policy and not a major part of the overall 
document. Surely 40% of the population generating 76% of car trips require more 
than one policy with no specific outcomes? 
 
Furthermore, the Office for National Statistics projects that from 2016 to 2041 over 
80% of population growth will be within the over-65 age group, with those in the 
over-85 age category almost doubling in the same period yet no policies are 
identified to support these residents – pushing the problem onto digital solutions will 
simply mean that these residents will order everything online and push trips towards 
HGV and LGV transport. 
 

 
 
Active and Healthy Travel Strategy 
This section of the questionnaire focusses on the Active and Healthy Travel Strategy 
(AHTS), one of 3 key strategy documents that support the LTCP. It provides more 
detail about walking and cycling, setting out the council’s policies, plans, actions and 
targets for the next 10 years to make active travel the natural first choice for its 
residents for short journeys. 
 
We recommend you read the draft AHTS before completing this section of the 
questionnaire. 
 
Do you have any comments on the AHTS? 
 

 We note that ‘The Active and Healthy Travel Strategy (AHTS) sets out Oxfordshire 
County Council’s policies and plans over the next 10 years from 2022 to 2031’ yet 
the LTCP covers the time period to 2050 – what about the other 20 years? 
 
We also note that the AHTS states that ‘Cycling policies also include e-cycles and e-
scooters and walking policies include wheeling (using wheelchairs and mobility 
scooters’ but no mention is made in the LTCP of wheel chairs and mobility scooters 
– why not – surely if the over-85 age category is going to double then these modes 
of transport are likely to become more common? 
 
It suggests that cycling is most common for journeys less than 5 miles and walking 
for journeys less than 1 mile and goes on to state that ‘We will build on our current 
success by providing better connected walking routes combined with more attractive 
and welcoming urban spaces and village centres. There are still many gaps in the 
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walking environment particularly in villages.’ 
Why would anyone walk in a village when there is nowhere to walk to? – no village 
shops, no employment and in many cases no schools. 
 
It also states that one of the factors which are crucial in promoting and increasing 
cycling is: ‘An urban cycle network which is identifiable, visible, high quality, 
comprehensive and town-wide, including links to surrounding villages’ but also states 
that ‘it is impossible to provide the LTN 1/20 [Cycle Design] standards along most of 
Oxford’s main roads because the highway widths are insufficient.’   
It doesn’t mention that most of the roads in the county are too narrow for separate 
footpaths or cycleways. It suggests that ‘Signing and lining can often provide 
significant improvements’ yet our residents tell us that narrow cycle paths are more 
dangerous than no cycle paths as they encourage drivers to drive closer to cyclists. 
 
The report does admit that ‘Many villages in Oxfordshire do not have footways on 
many streets and very few villages have footway links between villages. Encouraging 
walking in villages in support of the 20 minute neighbourhood concept is therefore 
often very challenging.’  Yet 40% of the population of Oxfordshire live in smaller 
towns and villages and no solutions are proposed. 
 
Great theories but short on practicalities.  

 
Innovation Framework 
This section of the questionnaire focusses on the Innovation Framework, one of 3 
key supporting documents to the Local Transport and Connectivity Plan (LTCP). The 
Innovation Framework sets out guidance on how to consider innovation within 
planning and development. 
 
We recommend you read the draft Innovation Framework before completing this 
section of the questionnaire. 
 
Do you have any comments on the Innovation Framework? 
 

 Although this document contains a lot of good work the recommendations and 
conclusions are very weak. There should be specific policies which capture the 
innovative ideas and ensure implementation as part of the transport plan. 
 

 
Freight and Logistics Strategy 
This section of the questionnaire focusses on the Freight and Logistics Strategy, one 
of 3 key strategy documents that support the Local Transport and Connectivity Plan 
(LTCP). It addresses some of the challenges associated with the movement of 
goods and includes more detail about the proposed actions required to deliver our 
aspirations for the movement of goods in Oxfordshire. 
 
We recommend you read the draft Freight and Logistics Strategy before completing 
this section of the questionnaire. 
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Do you have any comments on the Freight and Logistics Strategy? 
 
 We note that all statistics relate to 2019 or earlier but the impact of the pandemic on 
freight must have been very significant surely some data is available to inform the 
strategy? 
 
The Freight and Logistics Strategy states that OCC has reviewed the actions 
identified in the LTP4 Freight Strategy and progress made on delivering them. The 
report shows that progress on actions in LTP4 were limited because of lack of 
funding, lack of access etc. It also states that actions identified in the strategy will 
require funding to deliver but that councils no longer receive funding directly to spend 
on transport improvements.  
How are any of the policies linked to 46% of emissions going to be achieved?  
 
 
The document states that ‘Some specific challenges for Oxfordshire in relation to 
freight are: 
• Resilience and congestion issues on the A34 which is an important road for 

movement between the Midlands and southern ports. 
• Inappropriate vehicles and levels of freight movement through towns. 
• Road safety issues, particularly with people cycling. 
• Contribution to local air quality issues. 
• Last mile delivery, particularly in Oxford 
• Construction and logistics movements associated with the large number of 

housing development sites 
• … 

Why does Oxfordshire have more construction movements than other parts of the 
country? 

‘Action 1 – Promote considerations about reducing the need for freight movement’ 
refers to ‘application of the 20 minute neighbourhood will reduce the need for freight 
movement’   
We are unclear of the connection – freight still has to get to the neighbourhood? 

‘Action 9 – Lobby for enforcement of moving traffic offences under Traffic 
Management Act Part 6 
We will continue to lobby for the government to pass secondary legislation allowing 
local authorities to enforce moving traffic offences under the Traffic Management Act 
Part 6.’ 
We strongly support lobbying the Government to allow local authorities to enforce 
offences such as disregarding one-way systems and weight limits but given the level 
of enforcement resulting from the civil parking changes implemented in our area 
recently we would encourage the council to place more funding on the enforcement 
activity. 
 
‘Action 10 – Explore implementation of road user charging schemes to reduce 
commercial vehicle flows, emissions, and encourage use of the appropriate routes. 
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We will explore the implementation of road user charging schemes to reduce the 
impact of commercial vehicles, including supporting weight restrictions and 
appropriate routeing’ 
We believe that the implementation of commercial road user charging schemes 
could help to ensure appropriate routing but could also improve the efficiency of 
HGV usage. 
 
Action 13 
We will seek to influence the location and design of new development, particularly 
employment sites and any related transport infrastructure, so that these can function 
well, with appropriate freight access to and from the strategic transport network 
without adverse impacts on local communities, other road users and the 
environment. This includes ensuring new developments incorporate the needs of 
emerging technologies. 
We will also ask developers of major sites to prepare Construction Logistics Plans 
(CLPs). 
We strongly support the requirement for CLP’s and would encourage the developers 
to reduce as much as possible the amount of earth moving associated with new 
developments as well as restricting the hours to between 9.30 and 4pm. 
 

‘Action 39 – Establish a code of conduct with food delivery operators 
We will engage with food delivery operators and develop a voluntary code of conduct 
for agreement. This will set out the restrictions and safety requirements which riders 
will need to adhere to.  
These services work by customers placing an order through an app or website, then 
self-employed bicycle or motorcycle couriers transport orders from the restaurant to 
destination.’ 
In our area food delivery couriers use cars and these create a high level of 
congestion on our streets – please ensure that restrictions and safety requirements 
can be equally applied to four wheel vehicles. 
 

 
Integrated Sustainability Appraisal 
The LTCP has undergone a series of health, environmental and equalities 
assessments. These are to ensure that the approach protects the environment, 
human health and allows equal access for all residents.  
 
The assessments are combined as part of an Integrated Sustainability Appraisal 
(ISA). There is also a non-technical ISA document which has been published 
alongside the LTCP. 
 
The assessments conducted include a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA), 
Health Impact Assessment (HIA), Equalities Impact Assessment (EqIA), Community 
Safety Assessment (CSA) and Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA). 
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Do you have any comments on the Integrated Sustainability Appraisal? 
 
 We support the ‘recommendations for consideration during the implementation of the 
LTCP’ which are included in the ISA. These should be included in the policies in the 
transport plan. 
 

 
 
About You 
We are keen to understand more about the people responding to this consultation. If 
you do not want to provide any of this information, please select prefer not to say. 
 

This response is not from one person but from the Wantage and Grove 
Campaign Group – a group of almost 1000 residents of the OX12 area and 
should be recognised as such. 
 

 
 
Please say whether you are.... 
(Choose any one option) 
☐  an Oxfordshire resident 
☐  a member of the public living elsewhere who travels to Oxfordshire 
☐  a parish meeting representative, parish councillor or town councillor 
☐  a county council employee 
☐  a county councillor 
☐  a district or city councillor 
☐  a representative of a group or organisation 
☐  a representative of a business 
☐  Prefer not to say 
☒  Other (please provide details) 
 
 
If you are responding as a councillor, please provide your name and the 
area(s) you represent 
 
 
If you are responding as a representative of a business, group or organisation, 
please provide your role and the name of the business, group or organisation 
 
 
If you live in Oxfordshire which district do you live in? 
(Choose any one option) 
☐  Cherwell 
☐  South Oxfordshire 
☒  Vale of White Horse 
☐  West Oxfordshire 
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☐  Oxford City 
 
If you live outside of Oxfordshire please enter where you live in the box below 
What is your postcode? 
Please provide the first four or five digits of your postcode (not the letters at the end). 
e.g. OX1 1 or OX14 5 
 
 
What is your age? 
(Choose any one option) 
☐  Under 16 
☐  16-24 
☐  25-34 
☐  35-44 
☐  45-54 
☐  55-64 
☐  65-74 
☐  75-84 
☐  Over 85 
☐  Prefer not to say 
 
Are you...? 
(Choose any one option) 
☐  Female 
☐  Male 
☐  Other 
☐  Prefer not to say 
 
What is your ethnic group? 
(Choose any one option) 
☐  Asian or Asian British (Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi or any other Asian 

background) 
☐  Black or Black British (Caribbean, African, or any other Black background) 
☐  Chinese 
☐  Mixed (White and Black Caribbean, White and Black African, White and Asian 

and any other mixed background) 
☐  White (British, Irish, Scottish or any other white background) 
☐  Prefer not to say 
☐  Other ethnic group (please specify) 
 
Are your day to day activities limited because of a long-term illness, health 
problem or disability which has lasted, or is expected to last, at least 12 
months? 
(Choose any one option) 
☐  Yes - limited a lot 
☐  Yes - limited a little 
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☐  No 
☐  Prefer not to say 
 
How did you find out about this consultation? 
(Please tick all that apply) (Choose all that apply) 
☐  Facebook 
☐  Twitter 
☐  Instagram 
☐  LinkedIn 
☐  Oxfordshire.gov.uk website 
☐  Email from Oxfordshire county council 
☐  Local news item (newspaper, online, radio, tv) 
☐  Oxfordshire county councillor 
☐  Parish or town council 
☐  Local community group/organisation 
☐  Friend/relative 
☐  Other 
 
If other, please provide details 
 
Your data 
Under the Data Protection Act 2018, we (Oxfordshire County Council) have a legal 
duty to protect any personal information we collect from you. Oxfordshire County 
Council is committed to open government and this may include quoting extracts from 
your consultation response in our report. If you would like to know more about the 
council’s data protection registration or to view Oxfordshire County Council’s privacy 
notice please visit our website: www.oxfordshire.gov.uk - search privacy notice. 
 
Thank you for taking the time to answer these questions. 
 
Please return your completed survey to: 
 
LTCP5@oxfordshire.gov.uk 
 
Or 
 
LTCP CONSULTATION 
FREEPOST 
OXFORDSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
(No further address details required) 
 
 
 
 


