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8Fi Bedfordshire County Council (7355)
	8F
	MILTON KEYNES AND AYLESBURY VALE

	
	

	8Fi
	Strategy and Implementation

Introduction

This statement should be read in conjuction with the statement prepared and submitted by SEERA for the EIP sessions on Milton Keynes. The County Council supports the joint statement.


	
	

	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. One of the reasons for producing a strategy which covered Milton Keynes and South Midlands sub region was because of the interrelationships between the city and its surrounding area.  Much of the material for coordinating growth across the sub region was included in Part A of the Sub Regional Strategy. The draft RSS in incorporating Part B in section E8 does not make explicit the sub regional role of Milton Keynes, although it is implicit in the draft RSS by use of the 1:1 relationship between new jobs and new homes and in the list of transport schemes which have cross regional dimension (East West Rail; A421 M1 to MK).

2. Section E8 should set out the interrelationships. These would include the current level of commuting (1991 census 5,310 travelled from Bedfordshire daily to work in Milton Keynes; 2001 census 10,440), the role of MK in promoting the Oxford to Cambridge Arc, (which includes the linkages between MK and Cranfield University) and the leisure and retail offer of MK.

3. Consideration of the interrelationships is crucial for the proper planning of the sub region, as otherwise the growth of Milton Keynes could undermine the regeneration and job creation activities in surrounding areas.  The MKSM strategy itself recognised this by increased employment in the regeneration priority areas (such as Bedford), which if they followed existing trends would experience negative economic growth.         


	
	

	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, para 5.2)?

	
	1. The concept is required to check the assumption that underpins the MKSM strategy of no net change in overall out-commuting for the sub region. The monitoring of housing delivery against job gains enables this check to be undertaken and policy adjustments to be brought forward.
2. The monitoring of job growth across the sub region is already done. Whilst individual yearly figures may need to be treated with caution, they will be more robust over a five year period.

  

	
	

	8Fi. 3
	Have realistic assumptions been made about transport and infrastructure provision in the proposed strategy?

	
	1. The MKSM strategy and the draft RSS include assumptions about the timely linking of transport and other infrastructure provision with housing and job growth. The County Council’s particular concern is that the RSS supports the delivery of East/West rail and the A421 dualling, M1 junction 13 to Milton Keynes. 
2. The RSS could be more explicit about funding and delivery of green infrastructure. As an adjoining authority, Bedfordshire will be expected to provide green infrastructure to meet the needs of the expanding city. The current Milton Keynes tariff did not include provision for green infrastructure in surrounding areas. Recognition of this need in RSS would provide the context to enable future tariffs for new growth areas to include funding for green infrastructure. 
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