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Comments on MK Council Core Strategy, filed on - line

Question 1

Do you feel that the presented level of information is too detailed for the strategic document?

Answer  = No. 

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that this document is an important one for both MK and the surrounding area, and therefore we consider this level of detail to be appropriate. It gives clear guidance for all stakeholders and other interested organisations. 

Question 2 

Do you feel that the Core Strategy should be a short document with a limited amount of policies?

Answer = No

Additional Comment – as stated in our answer to question 1. Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that it is important that the Core Strategy gives clear guidance to all parties of the framework in which Milton Keynes will be developed. Whilst we may not agree with where the urban extension areas are planned, we would consider it inappropriate for the Core Strategy to contain any less detail or policies than it does.  

Question 3

Do you feel that the document is easy to read and clearly explains what will be happening in Milton Keynes?

Answer – Yes

Additional Comment – None

Question 4

Do you agree that the Key Diagram shows the right amount of detail?

Answer – No

Additonal Comment -  Woburn Sands and District Society does not consider that the Key diagram is as clear as it should be. Whilst the document says the boundaries of developments will be set out in other local development plans, we feel it is important that boundaries are clearly set out as part of the core strategy.

Question 5

Do you agree with the vision?

Answer – Yes

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society  would support the spatial vision as expressed, however we have major concerns that the Council as the Planning Policy Authority will be unable to deliver on it, whilst MKP is the planning authority for the SW and SE urban extensions.  We have seen little evidence to date   of this vision being supported in respect of the development to date  and every evidence that MKP is only interested in cramming dwellings into available space to meet its government set targets. 

We would take issue with some of the comments in the introduction section. 1) MKDC's design of city was futuristic and meets and will continue to meet the lifestyle preferrences of its residents - it is certainly not outdated, other than the design not meeting the Government's stated wish for a step change in housing provision.  2) As the Society has made abundantly clear we consider that the consultation on both the Options for Growth and the Growth Strategy was farcical and clearly not meant to involve the public in open debate.  . 

Spatial Objectives 

Representation – Woburn Sands and District Society would support the spatial objectives, in particular those set out in 3.1.9. However again, we remain concerned that on the evidence to date is that these will be espoused objectives rather than the reality. By the time the Core strategy is in place, key elements of 3.1.9 will already have been eroded and lost. 

Question 6

Answer = Yes

Additional Comment – None

Question 7 

Are the reasons for setting the end of the Core Strategy period at 2026 right?

Answer = Yes

Additonal Comment – None

Question 8

Are strategic reserves a good way of identifying potential development sites for the period after, and possibly before, 2026 if they are needed?

Answer = No

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society does not consider that identifying future potential development areas post 2026 would be helpful, and indeed could cause considerable problems, as is already the case with the “Wavendon Gateway” applications. In particular in the light of Government ministers propensity to overrule local authorities and indeed their own planning inspectors.   We note that the panel report on the SE Plan also does not support potential planning beyond 2026.  We consider it is far more appropriate to consult and review the Core Strategy in the light of changing circumstances in 2020, than to designate possible development areas in advance. We would be strongly against identification of further strategic reserves.

Question 9

Does the document provide a clear picture of where change will happen and how it will occur?

Answer = Yes

Additonal Comment – none

Question 10

Has the right balance been struck between growth within existing areas and in extensions to existing areas?

Answer – No

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society remains of the view that the development should be east of the M1.  MK appears to be retaining its green and rural parts, whilst destroying those of neighbouring authorities and we do not buy into the view that development east of the M1 would jeapodise the East West Rail Link. .  However that said we would consider that MKC has struck the right balance if the urban extensions in the SW and SE are unavoidable, and would vigorously oppose any increase of development numbers  from the figures as set out in the Preferred Options, in either the SW or SE urban extensions. Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that figures as expressed in the Panel report of the SE Plan, do not meet the Core Strategy spatial vision or spatial objectives and will just result in more cramming that do not fit MK core values – though there will obviously be pressure from Government and Developers to achieve these. 

Question 11

Are the broad areas identified for the urban extensions right?

Answer = No

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society is still of the view that development should be east of the M1 and does not support the view that such development would jeopardise the east west rail link. We consider that the extensions both in the SW and SE will cause unsustainable traffic impact on the local area and major highway network, and problems with pollution both particulate and noise and environmental damage.. 

Question 12

Is the delivery approach correct for the large numbers of dwellings required. 

Answer = No

Additional Comment - Woburns Sands and District Society would wish for the boundaries for the proposed SW and SE urban extensions to be made explicit in the Core Strategy Document. All our experience to date is that that developers look to maximise their investment and their profit - with little care for their purchasors or neighbours lives, as well as the planning blight that occurrs with unclear boundaries. This should and must be avoided. Beside the misery caused to residents in the affected areas who will see their their homes adversly affected, when they considered they were safe from MK expansion being in a different county.

Question 13

Are the risks to the delivery of the housing and the solutions identified to overcome them right?

Answer = No

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society is supportive of the risks and solutions identified, except in respect of 4.4.14.  We consider that South East and South West Growth areas, if they must go ahead,  should commence at the same time, and do not consider it appropriate that the development in the South East Growth area commences 2016, and that of the SW in 2021. This view appears to be supported by the Panel Report on the SE Plan. We would support a common commencement date. 

Queston 14

Is the amount of development proposed for the rural towns correct?

Answer = No

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that the amount of development proposed may be appropriate for Olney and Newport Pagnell, but unless the congestion point at Woburn Sands railway crossing and the Cranfield Road right turn is addressed, no further new development, or increase in development already planned,  should occur in Woburn Sands. This bottleneck will only get worse if  a) there is any increase in development and  b) if the east west rail link goes ahead. We are of the view that through traffic should be seperated from right turning traffic – making the road on either side of the crossing two lane. We would suggest that core strategy makes clear that any increase in development in Woburn Sands is dependant on the resolution of this congestion point. Additionally we would wish to certain that any further development in Woburn Sands fits the character of what is a large village, and that the infrastructure is in place before any further development occurs. The Nanpak development is totally outwith the character of Woburn Sands – a crammed ghetto beside the railway line that will only deteriorate due a) to the high number of flats, and b) if the east west rail link goes ahead. 

Question 15

Are these the correct locations for the Strategic Reserve Areas?

Answer  = No

Additional Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society is not supportive of the identification of strategic reserves in Newton Longville or Newport Pagnell   for the 5 year period to 2031 or before.  This view is supported by the Panel Report on the SE Plan. We consider it more appropriate for planning post 2026 to be dealt with by consultation and a review of the core strategy in 2020. We have already given our views as to why we consider the identification of strategic reviews is a recipe for disaster and we would refer you to this. 

Managing our Impacts 

Preferred Policy Direction M1.1 – no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Direction M1.2 – no additonal comment 

Preferred Polity Direction M1.3 – no additonal comment 

Preferred Policy Direction M1.4 - no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Diredtion M1.5 – no additonal comment. 

Preferred Policy Direction M1.6 – no additonal comment Preferred Policy Direction M1.7 –  Woburn Sands and District Society is supportive of development of the public transport system(s), and grouping of development to encourage the use of public transport – though not at the expense of the key element of the grid road system that protects residents from the noise and pollution and indeed danger of main roads. The Society is against the City street model surround MK as supported by MKP and would wish the Grid road system extended into the SW and SE urban extensions.  However the Society is of the view that improving public transport to the point that it becomes a viable alternative to the car in MK is a policy doomed to failure. Nor are we of the view that demand management in terms of penalising people out of their cars will work, it will just lead to inappropriate public behaviour. We are of the view that a more inovative approach, and research is carried out – studying systems here and abroad,  which will deliver systems of travel in MK that meet residents needs both inside and outside the city. – and will  a) reduce the inefficiencies of car use,  b) reduce the carbon impact of car use and  c) develop more attractive alternatives. Certainly the wooded aspect of MK should not be decreased any further due to its role in absorbing carbon emissions – and the grid roads should be contiued to be landscaped to address pollution as well as providing wild life corridors. . 

Preferred Policy Direction M1 8 – Woburn Sands and District Society supports the preferred policy direction in respect of healthy life styles espoused, however are concerned that the density of developments being built, and planned,  the continued emphasis on city streets as well as the building on the green spaces in MK will in fact undermine this preferred policy direction – in particular in terms of crime and health. 

Protecting and Enhancing Assets

Preferred Policy Direction M0A 1 – no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Direction MOA2 – Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that the only way to protect Aspley Guise and Woburn Sands is for green belt protection to prevent coalescence.  Anything less  would be under continual threat from developers. However as Woburn Sands and District Society has previously stated, we consider that a park under the control of the Parks Trust that linked the south east green field area with the Marston Vale Community Forest beyond Junction 13 would be of benefit to both wildlife (acting as a wildlife corridor) and residents of Milton Keynes. Inovative design of this area in line with MKDC’s vision,  would mean residents east of the M1 could access this unique area without recourse, as at present to the car.  

Preferred Policy Direction M0A 3 – no additonal comment 

Preferred Polciy Direction M0A 4 – no additonal comment

Supporting the Citys Economy and Sub Regional Role

Preferred Policy Direction ESRR 1 – Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that warehousing and logistics, which are low employment areas, and deter High Tech industry inward movement, should be restricted, and not just planned for at a lower growth rate than past trends. 

Preferred Polciy Direction ESRR 2 – Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that, as demonstrated by the failure of the De Montford University site, that MK does not need a new central university. We are of the view that joint development between the OU , MK College and Cranfield University will provide the mix of skills and knowledge required by the city.  We would particularly support joint working with Cranfield University, as it has, like the OU, and international reputation.  Woburn Sands and District Society is supportive of a Technopole at more than one site on both sides of the M1 – but again would support joint working between the OU and Cranfield to deliver this  for MK 

Preferred Policy Direction ESRR 3 – no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Direction ESRR 4 – no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Direction ESRR 5 – no additonal comment

Serving Existing Communities  - again to much detail to reproduce

Preferred Policy Direction SEC 1 – supported

Preferred Policy Direction SEC2 – Woburn Sands and District Society would prefer the specific addition of  Social renting to appear in this policy direction  either council owned  rented housing or housing association owned property, which would better cater for the lower income populaton

Preferred Policy Direction SEC 3 – no additonal comment.

Preferred Policy Direction SEC 4 – no additonal comment 

Preferred Policy Direction SEC 5 – no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Direction SEC 6 – no additonal comment

Growing New Communities

Preferred Policy Direction NC1 – no additonal comment.

Preferred Policy Direction NC2 – Woburn Sands and District Society supports the need to prevent the coalescence of MK with existing settlements on its periphery. However it does not support that these settlement should play a future role for the communities of the growth areas.  The two statements are in direct opposition – particular in the aspect of rat running and other traffic and infrastructure. We consider that if development had occurred as we believed it should, east of the M1, the current and escalating threat to historic settlements outside the MK boundaries would not have occurred.  We consider that every action should be taken including the extension of green belt to ensure the protection of these settlements.. .  

Preferred Policy Direction NC3 – no additonal comment

Preferred Policy Direction NC4 – Woburn Sands and District Society consider that the high densities of some of the development being planned is detrimental to the health and well being of its residents. Whilst supporting improvements to the public transport system, this should not be at the cost of the health and well being of residents living in the new growth areas.  We support a mix of housing provision, but we do not consider that densities should be above 40 dwellings per hectare, and we consider that far more accessible green space should be form part of any design. 

Preferred Policy Direction NC4 – Woburn Sands and District Society is supportive of the main thrust of this policy direction, however is of the view based on historical and current history, agreement for funding of the required infrastructure, both capital and revenue, should be in place before the occupation of development.  Especially as the tariff funding will meet under 20% of the capital infrastructure required.  This should be made explicit in the policy directive. 

Preferred Policy Direction NC6 – Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that high density development and the erosion of  grid road design is directly opposed to the Policy Direction as espoused. High density housing development, and lessening green space, will lead to increased crime and pollution. Loss of the grid road system in the new developments to the city street concept, whilst it may support public transport, will lead to an increase in accidents, and particle/noise pollution for local residents

As previously stated we would want MKC to take a more innovative approach to transport requirments and not lose the iconic design of MK 

 Question 16 

Are the suggested ways of identifying and delivering key pieces of infrastructure a good way to move forward?

Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society are of the view that the environment should form part of all the Joint Delivery Teams.  Every decision or recommendation in these areas should be underpinned by the environmental impact in terms of carbon, water, waste, landscape and flooding. 

Question 17

Are the specific projects identified in the schedule correct?

Comment – Woburn Sands and District Society has insufficient information to be able to form a view.    
