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MATTER 1

APPROACH AND LEVELS OF GROWTH

Sub-matter 1A
STRATEGIC ISSUES, VISION AND OBJECTIVES

1A.1 
What are the key spatial strategy challenges facing the South East and is the response of the draft RSS adequate? (To include reference to the results of monitoring performance against RPG9, and recent, post-RPG9, developments in national policy - e.g. the Sustainable Communities Plan and emerging planning policy statements)

1A.2 
Are the draft RSS’s vision and objectives clear and appropriate? How will this vision of a healthier region be achieved (section C, para 2.2.1)?

1A.3 
Is the draft RSS right to adopt "a cautionary approach" to growth over the long-term (section B, para 7.4.1), and to plan to meet the "reasonable needs" of the region (Statement of Policy, section C, para 2.2.1)? What is meant by the concept of reasonableness?

1A.4 
Has the draft RSS been properly informed by Sustainability Appraisal? How can the recently completed Appropriate Assessment best inform the testing and finalising of the draft RSS?'
Response

Milton Keynes Council welcomes the opportunity to contribute to some of the strategic sessions of the EiP. The South East Plan is dependent on the identified Growth Areas, including Milton Keynes, delivering significant amounts of new housing over the Plan period. Our statements for these sessions of the EiP reflect our  experience of major growth over the last 40 years and are intended to inform the wider debate about the future planning of the region. Although they necessarily draw on our experience locally, they are not intended to cover matters that will be debated in more detail the Milton Keynes and Aylesbury Vale sub-regional session in March 2007 (Matter 8F) 
1. The key challenges facing the region - from a Milton Keynes perspective, but more widely applicable - are seen  as

a. achieving the support of local communities for new development;

b. delivering the level of growth required, in MK and across the region; and

c. improving the sustainability of both new development, and the overall sustainability of the cities and towns where development takes place. 

2. In terms of community support, it is important that the concerns and views of local residents are given sufficient weight as part of the South East Plan process.  The quantity and quality of new development must take into account the special character of the surrounding area. In the case of Milton Keynes, the city’s unique design has contributed to its success; while there have been and will be some changes to the way in which new areas of development are planned, to reflect the lessons and policy changes of the last 30 years, support for further growth in MK is subject to recognising and valuing the unique nature of the city.

3. In terms of delivery, the planned growth of Milton Keynes (48,800 new houses over 20 years) is more than double the next highest district housing allocation in the SEP (Policy H11: Ashford: 22,700).  
4. Despite the initiatives that both MKC and Milton Keynes Partnership have implemented in the last 2 years, the annual rate of housebuilding required by the Draft South East Plan for the 2006-2011 period (3,000 new homes per year) is not currently being delivered, and is not likely to be achievable on a sustained basis over the next few years. The phasing of growth over the lifetime of the SEP should be revised to acknowledge that it will take time to increase annual house building rates and to maintain those higher rates. 
5. MKC supports the cautionary approach to growth in the long term taken in the draft South East Plan, but considers that this may perpetuate affordability problems in the South East and ultimately fail to address the current identified shortage of housing in the region. 
6. This approach may put too much reliance on the Growth Areas for delivering new housing in the region. It is suggested that the South East Plan should seek to provide new housing – particularly affordable housing - in the areas where the need arises and acknowledge that the Growth Areas cannot meet all the region’s housing needs.
7. If the Panel considers that the amount of new housing in the South East Plan should be increased, MKC considers that the amount of housing allocated to Milton Keynes should not be increased. We will elaborate these arguments in our statements for the sub-regional session on the MK & AV area.
8. MKC supports the approach taken to the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of the South East Plan.  We have used this Sustainability Appraisal as the basis for the sustainability appraisal of MKC’s own planning policy documents, adapted to reflect the local level. MKC supports a consistent approach to sustainability appraisal running through from regional to local planning policy documents. 

9. The Milton Keynes and Aylesbury Vale growth area also has benefit of the background work undertaken and monitoring arrangements established as part of Milton Keynes and South Midlands Sub-Regional Strategy process (March 2005).

