WS           Woburn Sands and District Society

    DS 

Transport Strategy Team 
Central Bedfordshire Council 
P.O. Box 1395 
Bedford 
MK42 5AN

23 January 2011

Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Comment on LTP3 Main Report

Our comments are both General and Specific to parts of the Draft LPT3 main report, due to lack of provison of the appendices.

General

1. We are extremely concerned about the consultation process on what is an important authority wide strategy document. This was supposed to be published for consultation on the 22nd December, it was not. It was published on the CBC web site on the 6th January, only a limited number of local authorities were advised of this on the 6th. Parish Councils were not advised until the 12th. The document(s) were not sent to libraries until the 12th, arriving on the 17th January, and we are advised did not contain the referenced and underpining appendices. . 

Due to the size of the main report and appendices, consideration on line, or printing off was not possible. This society requested a hard copy of the documents by e-mail on the 6th January to CBC Customer Services. It should be noted that the appendices contain most of the detail,  supporting strategies, and assessments. A copy of the main report only was provided after several e-mails, arriving on the 18th January. This left insufficient time to request and consider the appendices, even if hard copies had been provided on request, before the deadline of the 11th February. 

2. We deplore that fact that the consultation on this document appears to have focussed on stakeholders and agencies, and a few targetted councils in growth areas. This is an authority wide strategy and therefore consultation should have been authority wide. 

An officer comment “The approach we took was to try and use audiences appropriately, not overburdening bodies with consultation where they can more usefully be consulted at another time” we found patronising in the extreme and is in effect denying local communities, outside the targeted areas, any input into the final draft LTP3. This strategy is the overarching framework from which LATPs will be developed. Therefore all local communities, parish and town councils, should have been involved and consulted, not just those in the growth areas whose LATPs form part of LTP3. .

3. Whilst we can not form a robust view of the main report without the appendices, in the main we support a substantial part of this document with the exception of some specifics identified below.

Specific Comment

1. Milton Keynes Growth Figures (p21 lower box) – as CBC is very well aware, the numbers for homes and jobs are based on the RSS targets, and are being reviewed. The fact that the RSS are to be abolished is, following judgement, still a material consideration in planning terms The draft core strategy has revised the figure down to more realistic and achievable totals, i.e. 28,000 homes by 2026 and with an aspiration of 1.5 jobs per home, 42,000 jobs by 2026. Therefore the figures in the LTP need to reflect the fact that the MK totals are being reviewed. i.e. 42,000 (by 2031)homes  under review and 49,000( by 2031) jobs, under review. Additionally the figures for Bedford, need to show the target year as set out in Hertfordshire and London. 

2. Engagement with the wider sector and local community (p29), requires clarifying, as with the exception of being advised at the June conference and some information gathering on the web site, most of the local communities in CBC have not been engaged with the production of LTP 3.  See General Comments above. As stated Local communities should have been involved and consulted on the production of a strategic plan, that provides the framework from which l LATPs will be developed.

3. The Freight Industry in Central Bedfordshire (P55) – we are becoming increasingly concerned in respect of what appears to be an inaccurate view of the importance of storage and logistics in providing local employment in the northern area of CBC. For the figures shown in terms of employment in this area to be of any economic use, they need to show clearly the number of CBC resident employees.  It is not enough to just count jobs particularly in this sector, after construction, as employment in this sector is low numbers for size of footprint, low tech, and low paid.  Additionally, this section is in direct opposition to P76 where it states “encouraging the transportation of a greater proportion of freight by modes other than road based vehicles is a key objective of this strategy”. Our concerns about this seeming tunnel vision of CBC in respect of logistics and storage, whilst recognising the market demand is that: 

· This is the complete antithesis to CBC espoused intention of being an “economic powerhouse” with an aspiration of a sustainable high tech, high skill job economy.  

· Sustainability. Very few of the jobs generated in this sector are filled by local residents, as they are too low paid therefore workers are bussed in (local non car transport being limited if at all) and local residents commute out to London, Bedford and MK to higher paid jobs. 

· The effect on climate  change, air quality, and congestion of focusing such employment on the A421 and its junctions with both the M1 and A1 – where there is little if any alternative to road transportation. Unlike cars, we have seen little evidence of the truck manufacturing industry, other than “boat tails” of developing low emission lorries

· The  improvements to the A421 and Junction  13  only have the capacity to meet what was then the known development in CBC. 

Surely this must be recognised as a high risk strategy long term, when oil supplies are diminishing and prices inevitably rise. 

4. Connectivity (P64-5) there is no mention in this section of rail services, both mainline and the proposed EW rail link. Though this latter brings very little connectivity to the Marston Vale, as every option put forward in the options report included, due to capacity issues, a reduction of the hourly service to two hourly. However the incorporation of how to make best use of existing rail services should have appeared in this section. 

5. Car Parking (p75)  we were unable to consider this strategy as it was in a non provided appendix.  However we have concerns in respect of the proposals in the main report for demand management – i.e. restrictions and enforcement. The displacement activity in respect of this approach can be damaging, unless viable alternatives to car use in terms of availability, regularity, and cost are in place – the park and ride schemes in Oxford as an example. 

6. Transporting Freight by Non-Road Modes  (P76) and Freight Action Areas (P77) – this key objective we would support particularly in respect of rail use and interchange hubs, but find that this completely opposes the sections on the Freight Industry P55. If this a key objective of this strategy, then why does CBC continue to see the length of the Marston Vale as sites for storage, distribution and transport, where there are no, nor are likely to be, other modes of transport than road. 

7. Rail Freight Routes (P77) – we would fully support that the EW rail link could provide a rail alternative, however its inclusion in this LPT3 is more than somewhat premature. We can not see that, with the capacity problems of the Marston Vale Line, or the problems in terms of the proposed routes between MK and Cambridge, this can be anything more than an aspiration in the long term future. Therefore this paragraph should clearly identify this as a long term aspiration 

8. East –West Rail Link  - (P84) as stated the Central Section is problematic due to past planning decisions by Local Authorities. We note the inclusion of one of the options to provide a chord between the Marston Vale Line and the Midland Mainline. However once again we would remind CBC that all the options for the Central Section included a reduction of the stopping service in Marston Vale from hourly to two hourly for reasons of capacity. One of the reasons why we are totally opposed to both the emphasis on storage and logistics in the Marston Vale, and re-industrialisation of the  rejuvenating Vale – whether by Covanta or by similar. 

9. Dualing the A421 west of Junction 13 – we have concerns that we can find no evidence of this in the document provided.

10. Quite Lanes -The Society also deplores the fact that following Parish Councils and other organisations interest and involvement in a Quiet Lanes policy in CBC North (a predominantly rural area), this has been unilaterally discounted and excluded from LTP3 as of insufficient concern/importance".
In summary there is a lot in this document that the Society supports, however we have concerns both in terms of the inclusivity and consultation aspects of LPT3, and specific points within the document, as identified above.  

F M Fry

Vice Chair, Woburn Sands and District Society
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