Mid Bedfordshire Core Strategy & Development Management Policies

Draft Submission

An interactive version of the Draft Submission Core Strategy & Development Management Policies Development Plan Document is available on the Council’s website: www.midbeds.gov.uk.  Instructions on how to enter representations are provided on the website.  This is the Council’s preferred method of receiving comments, as it will help us to handle your representation quickly and efficiently.  If you are unable to use the online representations system, you may submit representations using this form electronically or by hand. If you are completing the form by hand please write as clearly as possible.

All comments must be received by 5pm on Monday 24th November 2008. Late comments will not be accepted.
Return you comments by e-mail to ldf@midbeds.gov.uk or by post to LDF Team, Mid Bedfordshire District Council, Priory House, Monks Walk, Chicksands, Shefford, Bedfordshire SG17 5QT.

Please read the Guidance Notes that come with this form before you complete it.

Your contact details 






*required information

	*Title & Name: Mr Willis Cuttell

	Organisation (if applicable):   Woburn Sands and District Society

	*Address:



	*Post code:   
	Telephone:

	E-mail:  




Your Agent’s details

If you have appointed someone to act on your behalf please give their name and contact details.
	Name:

	Organisation:

	Address:



	Post code:
	Telephone:

	E-mail:




Groups: (see Guidance Notes) If you are representing a group, please supply the name of the group, the number of people and how the representation has been authorised.
	Group:



	Number of individuals:

	Authorisation details:




1: Which part of the document do you wish to make a representation on? (a separate form is needed for each representation)

Paragraph/Policy 
1.3.5  
Do you support, object or are you commenting on the paragraph/policy?


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Object

2: Do you consider the document to be:
(Use two separate forms if you wish to answer ‘no’ to both)

Legally Compliant?     
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes




Sound? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

3: Tests of Soundness

If you have identified that you think the document is unsound in question 2, please identify why. 

The paragraph/policy is unsound because it is not:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Justified  (Founded on a robust and credible evidence base, and be the most appropriate strategy)
4: Your comment

Please give details of the reason(s) for either why you support the paragraph/policy, or why the paragraph is not legally compliant or is unsound. If you have ticked more than one box in question 3, give separate reasons.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Paragraph 1.3.5 is inaccurate.  The Secretary of State’s Proposed Changes, to the Draft South East Plan, states that “The figures for MK do not include any adjoining growth in the East of England region which would be subjected to testing at future reviews of the RSS for that region. An additional 5,600 have been included within the district to allow for the potential for development to the east of the M1”  and “The Secretary of State is mindful of the fact that 5,600 dwellings counted by the Panel as part of Milton Keynes UA is in fact outside the authority’s area and is indeed outside the South East Region, leaving a potential shortfall in meeting even 32,000 dwellings per annum across the South East Region. Growth in this part of Mid Bedfordshire will need to be considered through revisions to the East of England Regional spatial Strategy, and the 5,600 dwellings included in the Panel’s suggested Policy H1 have been subtracted from the regional total. The proposed expansion east of the M1 will meet the shortfall of housing numbers  caused by excluding development into another regional area

It is for the East of England Plan Review to consider whether there should be an extension of Milton Keynes within the Mid Bedfordshire area, and the size of any such development, if any. If the review concludes that there should be expansion of Milton Keynes into the area of the East of England Plan, it will be contained within the East of England total figures. 

Whilst these changes are still subject to consultation Mid Bedfordshire’s Core Strategy should reflect this uncertainty, and not prejudge the issue.  




5: Changes

If you think the document is not legally compliant or is unsound please give details of what change(s) you consider are necessary, having regard to the test (s) that you have identified above and the guidance notes, to make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be very helpful if you could also put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Replacement wording

Mid Bedfordshire is within the East of England Region, and as set out in the Secretary of States proposed changes to the Draft South East Plan, can not be included in the housing requirements as set out in the South East Plan. Expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire will be considered as part of the East of England Review due for completion in 2011.




6: Examination

If you are seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to appear in person at the oral part of the examination?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No, I do not wish to appear in person




If you wish to appear in person at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary.

	


After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	Signature: Willis Cuttell – Woburn Sands and District Society
	Date:  10-11-08


NB: A signature is not required on forms returned electronically

1: Which part of the document do you wish to make a representation on? (a separate form is needed for each representation)

Paragraph/Policy   3.5.4 
Do you support, object or are you commenting on the paragraph/policy?


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Support

2: Do you consider the document to be:
(Use two separate forms if you wish to answer ‘no’ to both)

Legally Compliant?     
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes




Sound? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes




3: Tests of Soundness

If you have identified that you think the document is unsound in question 2, please identify why. 

The paragraph/policy is unsound because it is not:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Justified  (Founded on a robust and credible evidence base, and be the most appropriate strategy)
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Effective (deliverable, flexible and able to be monitored)
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Consistent with national policy (if not, there should be clear reasoning to justify the approach)
4: Your comment

Please give details of the reason(s) for either why you support the paragraph/policy, or why the paragraph is not legally compliant or is unsound. If you have ticked more than one box in question 3, give separate reasons.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	The Society would strongly support the proposed extension of the greenbelt to protect Aspley Guise and Husborne Crawley from the threat of coalescence from any future proposed expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire. 




5: Changes

If you think the document is not legally compliant or is unsound please give details of what change(s) you consider are necessary, having regard to the test (s) that you have identified above and the guidance notes, to make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be very helpful if you could also put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	


6: Examination

If you are seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to appear in person at the oral part of the examination?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No, I do not wish to appear in person




If you wish to appear in person at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary.

	


After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	Signature: Willis Cuttell Woburn Sands and District Society
	Date:10-11-08


NB: A signature is not required on forms returned electronically

1: Which part of the document do you wish to make a representation on? (a separate form is needed for each representation)

Paragraph/Policy   Policy CS1 
Do you support, object or are you commenting on the paragraph/policy?


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Object

2: Do you consider the document to be:
(Use two separate forms if you wish to answer ‘no’ to both)

Legally Compliant?     
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes




Sound? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

3: Tests of Soundness

If you have identified that you think the document is unsound in question 2, please identify why. 

The paragraph/policy is unsound because it is not:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Justified  (Founded on a robust and credible evidence base, and be the most appropriate strategy)
4: Your comment

Please give details of the reason(s) for either why you support the paragraph/policy, or why the paragraph is not legally compliant or is unsound. If you have ticked more than one box in question 3, give separate reasons.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Policy CS1, Milton Keynes Growth Area. The Society considers that the paragraph in this policy is inaccurate.  As stated before, the changes proposed by the Secretary of State to the SE Plan, excludes expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire, proposing that any shortfall of housing numbers be made up by expansion of Milton Keynes east of the M1.  The Society is of the view that it is for Milton Keynes to decide where that shortfall of 5,600 homes as set out in the draft SE Plan, should be made. 

Any expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire is for consideration as part of the review of the East of England Plan.  It is not appropriate for Mid Bedfordshire, in its core strategy to pre-empt the East of England Review by deciding a) the Milton Keynes will expand into Mid Bedfordshire, and b) the size of such expansion.




5: Changes

If you think the document is not legally compliant or is unsound please give details of what change(s) you consider are necessary, having regard to the test (s) that you have identified above and the guidance notes, to make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be very helpful if you could also put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Milton Keynes Growth Area (replacement wording)

A substantial new sustainable city neighbourhood will be created to the south-east of Milton Keynes comprising some 4,800 new homes, new employment, schools, recreation and community infrastructure. A review of the present East of England Plan may consider that there should be further expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire, and following detailed study, this should not exceed a total number of 2,000 new homes. A strategic gap between any proposed new neighbourhood and the nearby villages will be protected for the long term through Green Belt designation which will also provide recreational and biodiversity benefits for any proposed new city neighbourhoods.  Any development framework required will be jointly prepared and in Mid Bedfordshire will cover the area shown on the Proposals Map.




6: Examination

If you are seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to appear in person at the oral part of the examination?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No, I do not wish to appear in person




If you wish to appear in person at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary.

	


After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	Signature: Willis Cuttell, Woburn Sands and District Society
	Date: 10-11-08


NB: A signature is not required on forms returned electronically

1: Which part of the document do you wish to make a representation on? (A separate form is needed for each representation)

Paragraph/Policy    5.2.3
Do you support, object or are you commenting on the paragraph/policy?


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Object

2: Do you consider the document to be?
(Use two separate forms if you wish to answer ‘no’ to both)

Legally Compliant?     
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes




Sound? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
3: Tests of Soundness

If you have identified that you think the document is unsound in question 2, please identify why. 

The paragraph/policy is unsound because it is not:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Justified  (Founded on a robust and credible evidence base, and be the most appropriate strategy)
4: Your comment

Please give details of the reason(s) for either why you support the paragraph/policy, or why the paragraph is not legally compliant or is unsound. If you have ticked more than one box in question 3, give separate reasons.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Once again the Society is of the view that paragraph 5.2.3. is inaccurate.  Whilst the draft South East Plan, proposed expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire (which lies within the area of the East of England Plan), with a total of 3,400 homes, increased to 5,600 by the Panel report. The Secretary of State has quite clearly ruled this out in her proposed changes to the Draft SE Plan, currently under consultation.  

“The Secretary of State is mindful of the fact that 5,600 dwellings counted by the Panel as part of Milton Keynes UA is in fact outside the authority’s area and is indeed outside the South East Region, leaving a potential shortfall in meeting even 32,000 dwellings per annum across the South East Region. Growth in this part of Mid Bedfordshire will need to be considered through revisions to the East of England Regional spatial Strategy, and the 5,600 dwellings included in the Panel’s suggested Policy H1 have been subtracted from the regional total. 

And as part of New Policy MKAV1 Housing distribution by District 2006 – 20026
“ 4,800 dwellings within the authority’s area as part of a strategic development area to the south east of MK. A further 5,600 dwellings may be found in the Mid Bedfordshire part of this SDA subject to a review of the East of England RSS”
It is for the East of England Review to consider whether or not there should be expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire. It is not for Mid Bedfordshire to pre-empt the result of the review and include such expansion in its core strategy.




5: Changes

If you think the document is not legally compliant or is unsound please give details of what change(s) you consider are necessary, having regard to the test (s) that you have identified above and the guidance notes, to make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be very helpful if you could also put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	We would suggest para 5.2.3 is removed, or if not reworded to read:

The current East of England Plan excludes any potential growth of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire and is currently under review.  The review, to be completed by 2011, will consider further expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire. This Core Strategy will be reviewed following publication of the revised East of England Plan.




6: Examination

If you are seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to appear in person at the oral part of the examination?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No, I do not wish to appear in person




If you wish to appear in person at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary.

	


After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	Signature: Willis Cuttell, Woburn Sands and District Society
	Date:10-11-08


NB: A signature is not required on forms returned electronically

1: Which part of the document do you wish to make a representation on? (a separate form is needed for each representation)

Paragraph/Policy   5.2.6
Do you support, object or are you commenting on the paragraph/policy?


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Object

2: Do you consider the document to be?
(Use two separate forms if you wish to answer ‘no’ to both)

Legally Compliant?     
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes




Sound? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
3: Tests of Soundness

If you have identified that you think the document is unsound in question 2, please identify why. 

The paragraph/policy is unsound because it is not:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Justified  (Founded on a robust and credible evidence base, and be the most appropriate strategy)
4: Your comment

Please give details of the reason(s) for either why you support the paragraph/policy, or why the paragraph is not legally compliant or is unsound. If you have ticked more than one box in question 3, give separate reasons.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Once again the Society considers that this paragraph is inaccurate, whilst we appreciate that consideration of any possible expansion of Milton Keynes into Mid Bedfordshire needs to be considered – it is once again not to Mid Bedfordshire to pre-empt the Review of the East of England Plan. However it is appropriate to consider the implications of any possible future expansion, if it were to be recommended by the revised East of England Plan and make this part of the Mid Bedfordshire Core Strategy. We would suggest that there is a rewording of the to make this position clear as below.  




5: Changes

If you think the document is not legally compliant or is unsound please give details of what change(s) you consider are necessary, having regard to the test (s) that you have identified above and the guidance notes, to make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be very helpful if you could also put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as possible. Continue on a separate sheet if necessary.
	Rewording

 This Core Strategy has considered any potential expansion of the Milton Keynes South Eastern Urban Expansion into Mid Bedfordshire following the East of England Plan review.  However this Council will not consider the level of development put forward by the Panel Report on the draft South East Plan.  This is because it is concerned that to do so would lead to the physical and visual coalescence of Milton Keynes with adjacent villages, particularly Aspley Guise. Further technical work undertaken by the partnering local authorities also indicates that it is not feasible to fit this level of development into the area.  The Council is of view that no more than 2,000 dwellings can be accommodated within the area indicated on the Proposals Maps, but outside the extended green belt. 




6: Examination

If you are seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to appear in person at the oral part of the examination?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No, I do not wish to appear in person




If you wish to appear in person at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary.

	


After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	Signature: Willis Cuttell, Woburn Sands and District Society
	Date: 10-11-08


NB: A signature is not required on forms returned electronically

