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General Update
 

1.      Consultation Stage 5 (of 6), covering Scenarios (approaches to transport to guide investment in the longer term to 2030) has now been completed.  On the basis of the consultation results received (over 100 for each of the four settlement types - Oxford, larger towns, smaller towns and rural Oxfordshire) a preferred Scenario for each is being identified for approval by Council Cabinet on 20 July.
 

2.      An increasingly bleak funding background, with (in particular) significant cuts to Transport Capital funding envisaged over the initial years of the Plan, means that the Council is reviewing its approach to the production of and consultation on the draft Plan in the autumn.  Given the long term nature of the Plan, it is considered important that the timetable for completing it by April 2011 is adhered to - not least because of the need to have a robust policy framework to help identify how we plan and fund infrastructure and services to support development and there is also a legal requirement to have an up-to-date LTP.  However, given the uncertainty over funding and other significant influences on the Plan – the scale and location of development for example – it may be that a more flexible approach is needed; this is being looked at.
 

3.      It is therefore more important than ever to ensure that the LTP and the Local Investment Plan are aligned and that full public consultation on the draft LTP informs LIP development.  The chief risk is that, with little or potentially no capital funding for significant new transport schemes over the next few years, Oxfordshire will be reliant on funding from other sources to meet infrastructure and other needs, with gaps between what is needed and what can be delivered that are unlikely to be able to be bridged. 
 

