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1. Thornborough Parish Council are pleased to be asked to comment on the proposals circulated by Milton Keynes Partnership for the expansion of Milton Keynes post 2011 i.e. after completion of the existing Expansion Areas to the west, east and north of the City.  However, the Parish Council are concerned about the status of this document and precisely how it will fit into the Milton Keynes/South Midlands Sub Regional Strategy which forms part of the Regional Spatial Strategy for the Northern part of Buckinghamshire.  We are aware that the MKSM Sub Regional Strategy was adopted as recently as March 2005 and that it sets out in the Part B Statement for the Milton Keynes/Aylesbury Sub Area, the overall scale of new residential and employment development expected in the area to 2021.  We are also aware that Paragraphs 101 to 102 of this document set out the general principles of development in the period beyond 2021, indicating that growth should continue at similar rates to that predicted in the decade 2011 to 2021, in the following decade through to 2031.  However, we note that this third decade of growth lies beyond the statutory period for growth as contained in the Sub Regional Strategy and therefore we have our doubts as to the necessity for Growth Options which only start 15 years ahead and will be completed 25 years ahead.
2. Having regard to the fact that the recently Adopted Local Plan extends to 2011 and contains large development allocations in both the west and east of the City which are not likely to be completed until well after this date, we are perplexed as to the need for this latest document which purports to set out the need to identify Options for nearly 20 years beyond the end of the Local Plan allocations.  Additionally, as noted above, the last 10 years of this period extends beyond even the statutory Development Plan for the Sub Region and we are doubtful of the necessity for finalising Options this far ahead.  Whilst we appreciate that, in order to be successful in promoting self contained, sustainable communities with adequate infrastructure, it is often necessary to engage in long term planning strategies, we would urge the Partnership to reconsider the end date of this exercise so that it coincides with the end date of the Sub Regional Strategy viz 2021.  This represents a more satisfactory arrangement and will substantially reduce the overall housing and employment allocations that it is necessary to identify in the Options, probably to a figure of only 14,000 to 15,000 new dwellings, plus some new employment sites to cater for the additional demand for new jobs in the period after the Local Plan is completed.  
3. If MKP do not accept this first suggestion and continue to promote development Options beyond the end of the Sub Regional Strategy, then we would comment on the various Options as follows:-
i) Urban Regeneration and development in the Urban Area:  We note that the various Options assume a range of 3,300 to 17,300 new homes within the existing City area, with the higher figure being concentrated in those Grid Squares immediately to the North and South of CMK.  We find it difficult to understand how this range can be promoted without further investigation of the practicalities of achieving very high build rates (of nearly 1,000 dwellings per annum) within the existing Grid Squares.  We assume that such an approach will rely not simply on development of the safeguarded sites within CMK and the surrounding Grid Squares, but also on wholesale redevelopment of the Grid Squares and/or construction of development on the landscape boundaries to the Grid Roads.  Whilst the Parish Council has every desire to protect the surrounding greenfields around Milton Keynes (especially those on the Western side of the City), it is difficult to see how and why it would be necessary to redevelop the relevant Grid Squares when many of these properties are only 30 years old and when many of them are in private ownership (because of the “right to buy”).  Similarly we would be concerned if MKP were to contemplate the destruction of the landscape borders to the Grid Squares by allowing their development for high density housing, since this will have an adverse effect on the overall character of the City to a very considerable extent.  Before supporting the higher end of the range, the Parish Council would suggest that considerable additional work is undertaken in order to spell out to all concerned the consequences of attempting to cram 1,000 additional dwellings per annum into the existing Grid Squares.  
ii) Locations for Growth:  All 6 Options contain a geographical mix of locations and we assume that this is based on the “Possible Directions of Growth” set out in the recently adopted Sub Regional Strategy.  We note that 5 of the Options involve residential development in the general area of Wavendon (extending down to Junction 13 of the M1) and we would broadly support this as a location for growth provided the requisite highway improvements are put in place, including a substantial increase in the capacity of the A421 and improvements to Junction 13.
We also note that two of the Options (Options 2 and 4) allow for some development on the southern side of the City; again provided this is accompanied by associated road improvements this would appear to be an appropriate location for development.

Finally on the south-western side of the City we note that four of the Options propose development ranging from 8,600 dwellings to 11,000 new dwellings.  We note that all of these Options are associated with a southern  A421 bypass but that none of the Options appears to link around the southern side of the City and all encompass the existing settlement of Newton Longville.  Whilst we accept that some development in this area may be necessary (but only if MKP insist on promoting development post 2021 – see above), we believe that growth in this area should be minimized because of its distance from CMK and the M1.  Similar comments apply in relation to the Western Expansion (which is only set out in Option 3), especially as this option appears to revert to building in the Whaddon Valley even though this was specifically rejected by the Local Plan Inspector very recently.
iii) Provision of Infrastructure:  Although the plans associated with each of the Options only show the immediate surroundings of Milton Keynes, we are aware that, under the terms of the Adopted Sub Regional Strategy there are proposals for the dualling of the A421 between Tingewick and Milton Keynes.  Figure 2, showing “Strategic Transport Infrastructure Priorities”, suggests that this will be provided in the period 2007 to 2016 albeit that the status of this item of infrastructure improvement is indicated as being only “under consideration”.  Whilst the Parish Council is fully aware of the potential highway safety problems caused by the substantial amount of traffic using the A421, it is difficult to contemplate any level of residential provision in the western or south western part of the City without firm decisions being made as to whether or not the A421 will be improved and the timing of this together with a proper bypass to the south of MK.  Until such time as such decisions are made then the Parish Council believe that no commitment should be made to development in the western or south western part of Milton Keynes since this is likely to encourage greater use of the A421 than at present.  Moreover we would wish to emphasize the existing highway safety problems arising from the two main accesses from Thornborough on to the A421; right-hand turning both on and off these junctions is already extremely hazardous and requires urgent attention. There has been 1 fatality this last year at the junction to the east of the village and unless improvements are made a further dangerous accident could occur before long.  We would also add that we have concerns over the alignment of the A421 (assuming that this key road infrastructure project moves from “under consideration” to a full scale project insofar as there is a need to ensure that any improvements do not encroach further towards the village and have an adverse effect on the quality of life for the local residents.  This would mean ensuring that any improvements occur to the south of the existing alignment.  Whilst you may regard this as being a detail to be settled later we believe that it is important for this to be settled now as part of the infrastructure package associated with the longer term development of the City.  
In this context it is worth noting that, if Milton Keynes Partnership are keen to ease existing blockages on the A421 then the first phase of the improvement to the corridor should occur around the southern side of Buckingham.  Currently the A421 on the south side of Buckingham is heavily congested at peak hours and it is important that this bottle neck is removed before any development is permitted on the west or south-western side of the City.  In the Parish Council’s view there will be little or no reason for dualling the remainder of the A421 between Milton Keynes and Buckingham until such time as the route for a Buckingham south by-pass is fixed and the work undertaken.
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