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The quality of what we build is an

economic issue
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Built up area (darker areas show local centres) | 4,500
| | TOTAL area within 10km circle | 31,000
Potentially available land

[ 2000}
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How 1o be

popular

The dedal

The social contract:
Impact

Open spdace

Infrastructure

Retrofit

Town centre investment
Community equity



How to be

popular

Bottom up

Locdadl referendum
Bidding



How to be

viable

Rate Total (£M)
Total land acquired 6,000 £200,000 1,160
...allocated as open space 3,000
...allocated as development land 3,000
Infrastructure costs 4115
Affordable Housing Budget 423
Financing costs 293
TOTAL TOTAL Cost 5,989
Foundation Receipts
Housing plot sales 2,300 £2.34M 5421
Commercial development 260 £1.5M 390
Retail development 40 £1.0M 40
CIL Share 50% 423
TOTAL Receipts 6,273
Balance 284




Item Unit Quantity | Rate Total
EDUCATION
Primary No. 12 £10M 120M
Secondary No. 4 £25M £100M
Other Various £35M
sub total £255M
Open scape/land- HA 1,000 £250,000 £251M
scape/recreation
TRANSPORT
Minor Roads Km 12 £7.5M £90M
Major Roads Km 4 £22.5M £90M
Tram to city centre Km 6 £20M £120M
Tram within N'hood Km 6 £10M £60M
Other Public tran Various £50M
£410M
HEALTH
Primary No. 5 8 £40M
Hospices/nursing Part 2 10 £20M
|__homes
£60M
Land preparation HA 2,000 £50,000 £101M
Distinctive Quality Various £100M
Admin / marketing Years 15 £3M £45M
Contingency £100M

ToraL [ e1,372m




How to be

viable
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7 ages

conceptlon
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The Act
Site selection
Bidding process



7 ages

birth

Masterplan
Planning
Acquisition
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7 ages
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Housing types
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Management




7 ages

retiremi

What next
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When we look at this on an actual plan of
Oxfordshire it becomes clear that one of the
reasons why the expansion of the surrounding
towns is being considered is that they lie beyond
the Green Belt. By contrast the expansion of Oxford
cannot happen unless the green belt is
reconsidered. 38




Lo oren

The Garden
City Approach

We created a version of our Uxcester diagram for
the whole of Oxfordshire showing how the
additional homes could be provided through the
expansion of the surrounding towns. This was
based on our belief that the best way to meet the
county’s housing requirements is to take a series of
‘confident bites’ out of the Green Belt, rather than
forever nibbling around its edges. In this way most
of the villages of Oxfordshire would be spared
development and new housing could support
investment in a new tram/BRT and train 39vices.
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The Garden
City Approach

The detailed submission for the prize tested
URBED’s proposals on Oxford. This diagram shows
our Uxcester diagram at the same scale as Oxford
(Uxcester was in fact based on York). It soon
became clear that Oxford is a much more
constrained and complicated place than York or
Uxcester.... 40
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il Iink

To Lincoln
To North of England

and Scotland

Kings Lynn

Watlington

To Birmingham

and Leicester Downham Market

Whittlesea
Peterborough

Littleport To Norwich

and East Norfolk
Brandon

Waterbeach Bury St Edmunds

Science
Park

Huntingdon .
Newmarket To Ipswich

St Neots Cambridge

To London and Stansted Airport
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Positive

Planmaking
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4 Infrastructure

Investment







pLE
Development
management

AL

”‘.Ei. \;-\_.‘,_‘1 ’?m ‘7
— - ) o

1 - b —

:

Ma
S—

= :



-N

r ~2 M e s l;o- L







