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8Fi.1
Are the interrelationships between Milton Keynes and Aylesbury Vale, and with adjoining sub-regions and regions, particularly in terms of economic prospects and travel patterns, sufficiently recognised in the draft RSS?  

1.1 
AVDC is concerned that the draft RSS does not adequately recognise these interrelationships. For the most part, the draft South East Plan rolls forward the housing numbers and policies set out in Part B of the Milton Keynes and South Midlands Sub-Regional Strategy, on the grounds that the Sub-Regional Strategy ‘has only recently been adopted’, in March 2005. 
1.2 
It is disappointing that the issues in Part B have not been revisited, and the opportunity has not been taken to consider the Milton Keynes and Aylesbury Vale (MKAV) sub-region within the wider regional context, and ensure a consistent and cohesive approach for the whole of the South East. As it stands, there are inconsistencies between sub-regions in the level of detail being addressed, and also an apparent lack of assessment of the impact of sub-regional proposals on neighbouring sub-regions, and indeed on the South East as a whole.
1.3 
By way of illustration, the MKAV sub-region has one strategic development policy for Milton Keynes (housing and employment numbers, development strategy, and strategic transport references), one policy doing the same for Aylesbury Vale, and a generally worded policy about the delivery of sustainable communities. In contrast, the Western Corridor and Blackwater Valley sub-region (which includes much of the rest of Buckinghamshire) has detailed policies for each of the following:
· Transport hubs 

· Development and environmental protection
· The scale and distribution of housing development 

· The protection and allocation of employment land
· ‘Smart’ economic growth  

· A sub-region-specific infrastructure policy making development contingent upon securing ‘all necessary supporting infrastructure’ (in line with the cross-cutting policy CC5) 

· Blackwater Valley and Colne Valley Park

1.4 
This level of area-specific detail is completely missing for Aylesbury Vale. Whilst the introductory text to the Sub-Regions section of the Plan (paragraphs 1.1 – 1.8) refers to the key cross-cutting policies which provide the overall context, this does not demonstrate that any attempt has been made to pull together a region-wide strategy within which each sub-region has a defined role. This also presents a problem in terms of making LDF or development control decisions as a result of the apparent lack of a robust sub regional planning framework. 
1.5 
Although AVDC generally supports the Statement of Common Ground on Sub-Matter 8Fi.1, there are some difficulties in respect of the levels of out-commuting from Aylesbury Vale and the imbalance of jobs and homes when these general statements (and MKSM principles) are translated down to the local level. AVDC has particular concerns, shared by Buckinghamshire County Council (see 8Fi/BucksCC/7546), regarding overall jobs to homes ratios and major net in- and out- commuting balances at the local level. The 2001 census identified Aylesbury Vale as a district with a large net out-commuting balance of some 18,000 (22% of the workforce). Part of AVDC’s vision is to provide for a more sustainable balance of growth and improve the self-containment of the district. Acknowledging that the ratio is not a firm target but a general indicator for monitoring purposes, none the less AVDC is  seeking an  adjustment of this ratio to 1 : 1.25 homes to jobs (see also 8Fiii/AVDC (7351), paragraph 1.1). 
1.6 
AVDC would also recommend that the RSS gives greater emphasis and guidance on the provision of key transport linkages, or spokes, affecting Aylesbury Vale both for east-west and north-south movement. In particular the Council supports completion of improved road links from Aylesbury to Milton Keynes, to improve transport linkages to High Wycombe and southward to the Thames Valley, to provide for an additional key transport spoke between the regional hubs of Aylesbury and Oxford,   and to give greater RSS support especially regarding deliverability to East West Rail. Reference should be made to the conclusions of the recent report commissioned by the East West Rail Consortium, which identify the need for a specific policy in the RSS supporting East West Rail, including a requirement for development in the vicinity of the scheme to contribute to its cost.  Such a policy ‘hook’ is essential if the appropriate local authorities are to co-operate in drawing up a detailed policy framework to be implemented through DPDs and other policy tools.
1.7 
Finally, the issue of linkages between Aylesbury Vale and Leighton Linslade needs to be consistently addressed within the RSS, in relation to both housing numbers and Green Belt (these points are expanded upon in 8Fiii/AVDC (7351) and 2B/AVDC (7351), respectively). 
8Fi.2
How workable is the concept of monitoring new housing delivery against district-wide job gains at the rate of one for one, and how would this be applied (section E8, paragraph 5.2)?   

2.1 
AVDC supports the concept of monitoring housing delivery against new jobs on a district basis. There are improved mechanisms being put in place, between AVDC, Aylesbury Vale Advantage (Aylesbury Vale’s local delivery vehicle), and BCC,  for monitoring both housing delivery and job gains.  
2.2 
AVDC supports the application of RSS Policy MKAV2 (vi)  in terms of being able to slow down the delivery of housing growth should monitoring of new job creation show a significant failure in meeting SEP projections. This is allied to a similar point regarding monitoring housing growth to delivery of infrastructure (see below). 
8Fi.3
Have realistic assumptions been made about transport and infrastructure provision in the proposed strategy?  
3.1 
AVDC is firmly committed to the principle of delivering the right level of infrastructure in a timely fashion, commensurate with the levels of growth proposed, in order to deliver truly sustainable communities.   AVDC fully endorses the conditional approach to the delivery of growth directly linked to infrastructure provision set out in CC5, and specifically the statement that:


‘The scale and pace of development will be dependent on there being sufficient capacity in existing infrastructure to meet the area’s current needs and the provision of new infrastructure to meet the needs of new development. The funding for this infrastructure will require substantial contributions from central Government…. Development shall not proceed until the relevant planning authorities are satisfied that the necessary infrastructure required to serve the development is available or will be provided in time.’

3.2 
The RSS Implementation Plan is based on the earlier detailed work undertaken for the MKSM Strategy. This now needs to be refined, expanded and updated to recognise the recent work conducted by AVDC and AVA.  
3.3 
AVDC is supporting BCC in the commissioning of a study by Colin Blandford Associates into the provision of strategic green infrastructure; the results should be available shortly. The RSS should include more specific references to the need for green infrastructure in association with growth in its sub-regional policy. This may include reference to the recommendations of the BCC study in due course.
3.4 
Specific policies are required in RSS supporting the principle of East West Rail, and setting out the delivery mechanisms (see above). 

