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1. Buckinghamshire County Council is satisfied that the “common ground” statement for EIP Matters 8Fi & 8F.ii, as prepared by the South East England Regional Assembly, addresses most of the key points to be made in response to the questions identified for discussion at this session of the EIP. However, there are a number of additional points which the County Council would wish to make. These are set out below. 

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?
2. The County Council would cross-refer to its EIP statement for Matter 3 (Regional Transport Strategy) in which the following specific comments of relevance to the above question are set out: 

3. Firstly, the authority is strongly supportive of the inclusion of the corridor linking Oxford with Milton Keynes and beyond (Map T1, International & Inter-Regional Corridors) since this forms part of the Oxford to Cambridge Arc, and the Council is keen to progress key projects such as East-West Rail and improvements to the A421. 

4. Secondly, the County Council believes that a significant omission within the RSS and one that weakens the link between the proposed spatial strategy and the Regional Transport Strategy, is the lack of key transport spokes between the two Regional Hub settlements of Aylesbury (in this sub-region) and Oxford (in the Central Oxfordshire sub-region) on the one hand, and between High Wycombe and the heartlands of the Thames Valley (in the Western Corridor & Blackwater Valley sub-region) on the other. The inclusion of the second of these two spokes will be important from the point of view of facilitating the improvement of key north-south linkages between the Milton Keynes/Aylesbury growth areas and the Western Corridor/Heathrow – see also Policy WCBV1 and Map WCBV1 in Section E6 of the RSS.       

5. On the economic front, the same general comments about the significance of the Oxford-Cambridge Arc made in connection with transport above apply equally in this context. In addition, the County Council feels that some strengthening of Section E8 of the plan in relation to the importance of further developing the links between Milton Keynes and Cranfield University (in the Eastern region) would be of benefit - links that are a key driver of the long-term growth strategy for Milton Keynes which the County Council will be promoting in conjunction with Aylesbury Vale District Council (refer statements for Matter 8Fii).   

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)?  
6. Whilst the County Council would generally concur with the position set out in the “common ground” statement referred to above, it should be pointed out that Aylesbury Vale is a District with a large net out-commuting balance (almost 18,000 according to the 2001 Census, or some 22% of the total workforce). Given the significant increase in housing currently planned for the District over the next 20 years - a level of provision which is projected to increase the local working-age population by around 15,000 - it may be the case that a 1:1 ratio between new homes and new jobs will be insufficient to bring the commuting flows into more of an equilibrium position and increase the District’s level of self-containment to a more acceptable level in what is one of the country’s major growth areas. If that is indeed shown to be the case then additional employment provision will need to be promoted in the area – the “common ground” statement making it clear that the notional job growth figures in Section E8 of the RSS are neither targets nor maxima not to be exceeded. Clearly this issue is one that will need to be kept closely under review over the course of the RSS period.  

8Fi.3
Have realistic assumptions been made about transport and infrastructure provision in the proposed strategy?
7. Annex 3 (Sub-section 3.8) of the RSS Implementation Plan sets out a comprehensive range of critical infrastructure to support future growth in the Milton Keynes and Aylesbury Vale sub-region. This reflects the great deal of work that has been carried out, initially as part of the Milton Keynes & South Midlands Sub-Regional Strategy but which has subsequently been amplified, refined and updated through more detailed work involving the new Local Delivery Vehicles (LDVs). 

8. Aylesbury Vale Advantage (one of the two LDVs operating in this sub-region) may wish to submit further information to the EIP to augment what is already contained in the RSS Implementation Plan as regards Aylesbury Vale District, but subject to this proviso the County Council is generally content with what is presently contained in that document.

9. So far as Milton Keynes is concerned, additional strategic infrastructure (over above the schemes set out in Annex 3) will be required to support the particular spatial distribution of growth that is agreed for the City. If based on the draft Strategy submitted by the Milton Keynes Partnership, additional transport works would be needed to contend with the 15,000 new homes proposed in that strategy to the southwest of the City by 2031. These would include, but would not necessarily be limited to, the improvement of the A4146 Fenny Stratford Bypass and probably its junction with the A5. Alternatively, if the spatial distribution were to follow that proposed in the report by Colin Buchanan & Partners
 for Buckinghamshire County Council and Aylesbury Vale District Council, additional costs would be incurred for the bridging of the M1 motorway to access a new expansion area to the east of the City, as detailed in that Report.    

10. Lastly, the County Council would reiterate the general point made by all other local authorities within the South East that its commitment to future is absolutely dependent upon the timely provision of all necessary infrastructure. Whilst some encouraging progress is being made in the Milton Keynes/Aylesbury Vale sub-region, supported by the special funding streams that have been made available for growth area projects, the importance of continued support throughout the RSS period cannot be stressed to highly, if the area is to perform the role identified for it at both the regional and national levels.    

� Milton Keynes Long-Term Growth Strategy Review, January 2007





