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26th February 2007

Dear Sirs,

FURTHER STATEMENT  BY WOBURN SANDS AND DISTRICT SOCIETY TO SECTION E8 – RESPONDENT NUMBER 7561

The Panel is reminded as stated in the Society’s formal representation that Woburn Sands and District Society (WSDS) was formed in 1965 and is a registered charity representing the interests of Woburn Sands, Aspley Guise and the neighbouring villages and hamlets, including Aspley Heath, the Brickhills, Husborne Crawley, Salford, Wavendon and Woburn. 

The Society has not been invited to attend the panel hearing on Section E8, however REASON has been. We would wish the panel to be advised that although broadly supporting  REASON’s written participant statement, we are not supportive of REASON’s and other Council bodies stance on development East of the M1. We are strongly of the view that the majority of the expansion planned should, as was originally planned be east of the M1, and not through urban extensions to the south west and south east, across county boundaries. You will of course have been provided with a map of the Milton Keynes Unitary Authority boundaries, but if not see below. 



Map omitted as file size too big.

As was made clear in our formal representation, we have major concerns in respect of Milton Keynes Partnerships Growth Strategy, a non statutory document which we consider to be deeply flawed. We would refer the panel again to the Peer Group Report. 

A number of the villages that we represent, are already suffering from substantial traffic rat running both of private vehicles and large articulated vehicles (that despite a weight restriction) who look to avoid the congestion points of Junction 13, the A421 and the Kingston Roundabout. This is already affecting Aspley Guise, Woburn Sands and Bow Brickhill.  The panel will of course be aware that Aspley Guise is a conservation area and the landscape south of the east west rail line is of high landscape and environmental value. We recognised and support Mid Bedfordshire’s attempt to protect these villages from physical coalescence and protect important environmental land with an extension of the South Bedfordshire Green Belt, but this of course would do nothing in respect of traffic.   

The improvements planned for both Junction 14 and 13 and the A421, will only marginally improve the situation as both junctions are used both by through traffic and by entry and exit motorway traffic. The improvements to the motorway junctions being:

Junction 14:

· Improvements to junction 14 to relieve current traffic congestion.

· An additional lane for the A509 between Junction 14 and Northfield roundabout.

· Increased capacity of Northfield, Pineham and Fox Milne roundabouts.

· Improved facilities for pedestrians and cyclists.

· Improvements to the Park-and-Ride site by creating approximately 360 car parking spaces.

Junction 13

· The widening of the northbound off slip road from the M1.

· Reducing the size of the central roundabout island to increase the capacity of the junction.

· The widening of the northbound exit onto the A421 from the roundabout.

· Re building the embankment to accommodate the widening.

We have considered all the participants statements and are firmly of the view that expansion east of the M1 is an option, is our preferred option, and certainly should be considered in far greater detail. We would refer you to the participant statements of Aylesbury Vale District Council, Bucks County Council , Milton Keynes Forum, Berkley Strategic and Northern Buckinghamshire Parishes Planning Consortium, together with the Peer Group report.We are not of the view that the M1 should be nor indeed is a natural boundary. There is already a seamless crossing at the north of the city which clearly demonstrates the ability of the city to cross a major transport route, as indeed it does other major transport routes the railway and the D5 dual carriageway. Nor do we consider that with good LDF planning that there should be any threat to the villages of Cranfield and Salford. 

We are of the view that expansion across the M1, within Milton Keynes boundaries, as was originally planned, would not increase congestion at Junction 13 and 14, but would, with additional crossings reduce the congestion at these points by providing additional through traffic crossing points. The cost of additional crossings would be small in terms of the overall infrastructure costs for the expansion proposed.   

We are also of the view that expansion east of the M1 does not threaten any proposal for an East West Rail Link.  Certainly we do not consider that the local councils wish for such a link should dictate where the expansion of Milton Keynes should be located, to the detriment of settlements on the periphery of the proposed expansion.   

The panel will also be aware of the proposal in respect of the Grand Union Canal, MK to Bedford link. This is planned to extend through the area to the south east of MK and will make a natural wildlife  and landscape environmental link to the Marston Vale Forest, east of the M1. Providing excellent amenity value for MK – that is unless this area disappears under the development planned. 

The panel should be advised that Woburn Sands and District Society is of the view that any Milton Keynes expansion, should be east of the M1 and within its administrative boundaries, incorporating the elements that make MK such a unique and special place – namely the grid road system and green spaces. The Society is not supportive of either the south west or south east Urban Extensions.  We are of the view that a full and detailed option appraisal should be carried out in respect of expansion to the east of the M1, taking in detailed transport modelling, and environmental assessment. 

The whole issue is far too important to Milton Keynes and its neighbours to be rushed through. As stated in our formal representation unless care is taken Milton Keynes will “instead of expanding in a sustainable way to become a vibrant regional centre, is likely to become a lesson in government mismanagement.”

Yours sincerely

W.R.Cuttell

Chairman







