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Revised 2A.5 and 2A.6/ Milton Keynes Partnership (8040)

Response by  Milton Keynes Partnership on Matter 2: Session on Spatial Strategy (continued)
Questions and Comments on Revised 2A.5 and 2A.6
Does Policy H1 plan for an appropriate and deliverable level of housing growth for each sub-region and ‘Rest of County’ area, taking account of best available information and all relevant factors, including:
· the draft plan’s vision and public opinion

· demographic, housing need and backlog, and affordability

· economic potential and regeneration

· local capacity for growth, including infrastructure and government policy initiatives, 

· environment? 

The Milton Keynes Partnership (MKP) considers that the current level of housing proposed for Milton Keynes in the draft Policy H1 is appropriate, based on the best information available. 

Milton Keynes is part of the Milton Keynes South Midlands (MKSM) growth area, and as such is earmarked for significant growth within the plan period. The precise levels of growth have been debated extensively at sub-regional level, including the MKSM sub-regional EIP (2003-2004), and as such MKP consider that their viability at a strategic level has been adequately tested and agreed with, subject to the timely provision of all necessary infrastructure. It is not therefore considered appropriate for the South East EIP to revise these agreed levels of growth. 

This position is accepted in the Statement of Common Ground (SOCG) submitted by SEERA on behalf of Principal Authorities involved in the delivery of growth at Milton Keynes.

We note that MKP are actively working with partners to deliver growth at Milton Keynes and that this process involves improvements in available information sources. It is therefore expected that in Milton Keynes the final phasing and locations of growth for the city will be determined at a local level, potentially via the Local Development Framework process. This will occur as additional information becomes available and its implications examined and agreed. An obvious starting point for this process is the review and incorporation of the Growth Strategy to 2031, produced by GVA Grimleys, into future local planning documents. 

Revised 2A.6


Hypothetically what would be the implications of higher regional housing levels on:

· water supply and waste water treatment and flood risk

· transport and other infrastructure

· affordable housing

· landscape, heritage and biodiversity assets

and to what extent could these be addressed? 

MKP’s original response to Matter 2A (submitted October 2006), included a detailed response to 2A6. This response stated that, based on current known information and experience in meeting delivery targets, Milton Keynes should not be considered as a recipient for additional housing growth above and beyond the current levels set in the draft South East Plan. 
This is because: 

· It is a constrained location, with noted flood risk, biodiversity and water resource availability constraints. It is not proven that these constraints could be overcome. 

· The phasing and financing of any future growth requires additional financial and political agreement, something which MKP consider may be difficult to achieve on the basis that phasing and financing of current levels of growth is already challenging, albeit achievable. 

· It is unlikely that the development could be built out at even higher build targets given our experience of housing market conditions and developer activity. Current levels of growth already imply the achievement of dwelling completion rates significantly exceeding historical patterns. 

More detail on this response is provided in MKP’s original response to Matter 2A. 

It is worth noting that, while MKP does not currently consider that Milton Keynes is an appropriate location for growth above and beyond current planned levels in Policy H1, it is theoretically not averse to that growth should it be proved appropriate and deliverable. As the SOCG notes, any case for additional growth in Milton Keynes must be fully considered in the context of the wider MKSM strategy. 
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