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07 August 2008

Dear Sir/Madam

RE: Review of the East of England Plan: draft project plan and statement of public participation. 

We have chosen not to use the response form in respect of our representation but have laid out this letter in the same format  in order that our responses may be cut and pasted if appropriate. The Society represents villages in Buckinghamshire and Bedfordshire, details may be found on its web site at http://www.woburnsandsanddistrictsociety.org
Title: 

Mr

Initials:
W R
Surname:
Cuttell
Organisation: Woburn Sands and District Society

Address:
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:

Tel:


The Society would wish to make comment on the draft Project Plan and have annotated our comment with page numbers and paragraph numbers where appropriate. 

Draft Project Plan
	P1
	Para 1.1
	The Society has always been concerned in respect of detailed planning above a 5- 10 year period – particularly in respect of housing numbers, jobs and the environment.  There are many variables, not least climate change that may have a significant effect on  the projections. We are extremely concerned that EERA is committed to carrying out a review of the plan only published in 2008, with a view to detailed planning up to 2031 – in particular the Government deadline of the review being completed by 2011. We are of the opinion that no review should be carried out of the plan, until the current plan is  partly implemented so that the effects, particularly in terms of environment, flooding and transport,  of this type of detailed planning across different regions can be taken into consideration as part of such review. We would consider  more appropriate date for a review to be carried out would be 2015 to be completed by 2018. We would draw EERA’s attention, in addition to its own Sustainability and Habitats Assessments,  to the Sustainability Assessment and Habitats Regulations Assessment/Appropriate Assessment of the Secretary of State’s Proposed Changes to the draft SE Plan carried out for the draft SE Plan – bearing in mind that the significant development planned under the Milton Keynes and South Midland Sub Regional Strategy,  as a result of this governments drive for increased housing provision, will directly impact on the East of England Region.  We would particularly draw EERA’s attention to the recommendations of that report. 

	P3
	Para 1.9 to 1.11
	We are broadly supportive of the sentiments expressed in these paragraphs, in particular that any review should not consider housing provision in isolation.  However we remain of the view  that detailed planning more than 10 years in advance is foolhardy, particularly with the rate of climate change likely to escalate sharply in the next few years, and the nature of that change is as yet unknown. 

	P4
	Para 1.13
	We share EERAs  view on the Governments unacceptable separate proposals in respect of Eco towns. We are the view, reinforced by Governments downgrading its key criteria, that these developments are nothing to do with eco towns, they are just another push to increase housing provision by any method possible. However we would consider EERA extremely remiss if they did not consider as part of any review of the East of England Plan, the additional impact of such developments both in the EE Region and in the adjoining Regions – in terms of environment, transport, and particularly flooding  and water management. Therefore the Gvts eco town proposals should form part of the project plan 

	P6
	Para 2.2
	Following the Governments changes to the Draft East of England Plan  which unilaterally increase housing numbers, ignoring the detailed work carried out under the plan – the Society is not of the view that this objective should be looking to best provide for further growth and development post 2011”.  Rather it should review the growth and development planned from 2011 to 2021 and beyond 2031 based on emerging and changing evidence and a review of what should be planned up. The way this paragraph is phrased reads that further development is going to be added to the existing plan before it has even been reviewed. That said we would support (a) of the objectives as this appears to make this clearer. However we are of the view that the final bullet point of this objective needs to be amended to read “the strategy is specific to the region, applying the national policy approach to the East of England’s particular circumstances and characteristics, but taking into account the impact of other Regional Strategies on the East of England Region” . 

	P7
	2-5 to 2.6
	We are deeply concerned that the Milton Keynes and South Midland Sub Regional Strategy (2005) was developed in isolation from the three over arching Regional Plans  EE RSS (2008)  SE RSS (unpublished) and EM RSS (unpublished).  We are of the view that the Government saw Milton Keynes, an iconic and growing town, and the surrounding areas  as a soft target to deliver its housing numbers and Milton Keynes is already paying the price for that view, and will do for decades to come. We are also well aware that due to MK’s location on the Ouse, and a main transport route that the impact of such development will be felt in the East of England Region. We are supportive of EERA’s intention to being the strategy for the MK & SM Sub Regional Strategy within the East of England Plan as it affects Luton and Bedfordshire. 

	P10 
	Para 3.5 to 3.6
	We are supportive of this integrated appraisal framework, however it is critically important, in particular in respect of water supply and waste, transport and flooding that this appraisal framework takes into consideration the combined effect of the EE RSS and the  SE RSS and EM RSS and this should be indicated within this text, in addition to Stage 2 Developing the Evidence Base. 

	P16-17
	Para 5.23 to 5.26
	We are supportive of these paragraphs, in particular EERA’ stance that the review should not test the National Housing and Planning Advise Unit view that an annual net housing supply of 30,600 to 39, 200 to 2021 (as against the EE Plan of an average of 25,400)   – however we remain concerned in respect of the review taking a long term view of capacity up to 2050, when there are so many variables, in particular climate change and its effects on the East of England. We totally fail to understand this Governments obsession with unrealistic and unsustainable housing numbers, when from its own reports its need is for affordable housing, and it is not even delivering these. 

	P18 
	Para 5.29
	We can not emphasise too strongly how much concern we have in respect of flood risk both on the population and environment , including habitats/international sites – particularly in respect of the combined effect of Regional Spatial Strategies. We would ask therefore that this paragraph incorporate a statement that the flood risk assessment will encompass the combined effect of RSSs.  The RPS Habitats Directive report, highlighted this as a concern and that this should be addressed as part of the development of the SE and EM Plans – but considering the Government changes to the SE Plan, shows that this has not been factored in at all – that despite the SA on the SE Plan highlighting the flooding risk from the plan to Milton Keynes and other areas. 

We have the same extreme concern in respect of the combined effects of the RSSs on the transport infrastructure. 


We hope that you find these comments helpful. 

Yours sincerely

Willis Cuttell

Chair Woburn Sands and District Society. 

