Annex B

Summary of representations received on the draft South East
Milton Keynes Strategic Urban Extension Development
Framework Supplementary Planning Document 2021

1. Foreword

1.1 The South East Milton Keynes Development Framework takes forward the policy
in PlanMK that allocates the site for a development of around 3,000 houses (policy
SD11). Itis a Supplementary Planning Document and, as such, can only supplement
this policy. It cannot introduce any new policy requirements. A lot of the detailed
assessments, atuding a transport assessment, will be prepared by the developer
and submitted to the Counal applicationstage These would set out the detailed
design of the development and mitigation measures necessary to secure a high
guality and sustainable dewvsgdment.

2. Stakeholder engagement

2.1 Stakeholder engagement on SEMK took place during the preparation and
examination of Plan:MK during 2017 and 2018. This continued after adoption of
Plan:MK in March 2019.

2.2 Local stakeholder involvement in 2018 included meetings with the Danesborough
Forum. Meetings took place to discuss the involvement of local representatives in
the preparation of the SEMK SPD which led to organising independently facilitated
workshops in Atumn/Winter 2018/19 with members of the Danesborough
Forum. During the workshops the concept, vision and-tegkl layout of the site
were discussed and formed into a draft report produced by the independent
facilitator.

2.3 Parallel discussions with theandowners promoting the allocation on concept,
vision and higHevel layout of the site continued.

2.4The South East MK Local Stakeholder Group (SEMK LSG) was formed in place of the
Danesborough Forum in 2019 to enable a wider membership. In Autumn/Winter
2019 limited meetings with the SEMK LSG and the separate developer group took
place to discuss issues related to SEMK. Discussions with the developer group also
extended to the principle and broad content of a Tasifyle Framework
Agreement, in line with #licies INF1 and SD9 of Plan:MK.



2.5In mid2020 meetings with the developer group continued and a meeting with the
SEMK LSG took place where the concepts emerging from previous discussions with
the group were discussed.

2.6 Two dedicated SEMK SPD workshops vedse held with the Planning Cabinet
Advisory Group (CAG) in August and November 2020 to discuss the emerging
concept and framework. Subsequent written feedback was gathered from
Planning CAG members and other stakeholders after the workshops, which was
taken into consideration by Officers and the Leader of the Council ahead of a
Planning CAG meeting on the 9th December 2020 where a draft SEMK SPD was
presented to and discussed by Planning CAG members.

2.7In November 2020, Officers also met with the SEMK L®Gaaother local
a0l 1SK2ft RSNJ INRdzL)E GKS WayY {2dziK DNZER dzLJ
group had the opportunity to raise concerns and ask questions in relation to
matters previously discussed with the Planning CAG. These meetings were
facilitatedby independent facilitator.

2.8 Following the iterative process @ihgagementa draft version of the SEMK SPD
was consulted on between 8 February and 19 April 2021 (which was extended to
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alongside the draft SEMK SPD. We publicised the draft SEMK SPD document,
including details of the consultation, a consultation response form, consultation
statement, guidance notes for respondents and a Strategic Environment
Assessment (SEA) screen statement, on our website. The SPD was also
publicised via our consultation finder page.

2.91n addition to the statutory provisions made for the consultation, officers held two
online workshops during the course of the consultation. The officerspatgmared
Frequently Asked Questions Document. Officers attended MK Forum event to
respond to questions around the draft SEMK SPD.

2.10 The updated SEMK SPD was presented at the Planning Cabinet Advisory Group
(CAG) meeting on 13 October 2021 where it was retpeeshat the phasing
chapter for the site contain a requirement for early delivery of the infrastructure
and Gypsies and Traveller site
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3.1We received over 1,500 responses from 1411 respondents. Theegteaimber
of response (over came from members of the public. In addition, we received:
1 Representations from Parish and Town Councils and Councillors,
1 Representations from other local authorities: Central Bedfordshire
Council, Gloucestershire Council,

1 Repesentations from Developers or Agents who have interests in the
site or land adjacent to the site,
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Representations from Statutory consultees such as Environment Agency,
Natural England, Forestry Commission,

Representations from utilities/infrastructure pvalers,

Representations from organisations and partnerships including: CPRE,
Marston Vale Community Rail partnership, The Greensand Trust, MK
Cycling Forum,

Representations from local liaison groups,

Representations from local businesses,

Comments from of€ers of MKC and external partners,

Representation from East West Rail company.

3.2Please sedable 1 for the list of respondents arfichble2 for the Summaryof
Responses received and2 dzy @spdreQ a

Table 1.
ID Respondent
1 Adams, Michael
2 Addyman, Peter & Jenny
3 Alderson, Jim
4 Andrew, David P
5 Andrews, Annemarie
6 Anglian Water
7 Appleton, Joanna
8 Ardern, Robert
9 Arnold, Amanda
10 Arnold, Jolyon
11 Arshad, Aadi
12 Arshad, Fareen
13 Aspley Guise Parish Council
14 AtackLee, Jayne and Lee, Reynold
15 Atkins, Julia
16 Atkins, Stella
17 Ayres Davies, Lorraine
18 Barker, Judith
19 Barker, Richard
20 Bartram, David
21 Bartram, Sally
22 Beard, Adrian




23 Beaumont, Richard

24 Bell, Lesley P

25 Bell, Sarah

26 Bingham, David

27 Bircham, Anne

28 Bircham, Sarah

29 Biti, Paola

30 Blanchard, Marilyn and Bill
31 Boote, Karen

32 Boville, Angela

33 Braddish, Arthur

34 Braddish, M

35 Bridgman, Sarah

36 Burchell, Kim

37 Cakebread, Mike and Liz
38 Campbell Park Parish Council via Jones, Tracey
39 Carrivick, Adam

40 Cavanagh, Craig and Sicily
41 Chaney, Andrew

42 Churchley, Neil

43 Clark, Jean

44 Cohen, Peniel

45 Coles, Stephen

46 Collins, Barry

47 Connelly, Rob

48 Connelly, Sally

49 Cope, Steve

50 Cooperwheat, Peter and Kathlyn
51 Corbett, Jand M

52 Cousins, Richard

53 CPRE via Salibury

54 Crosswell, Linda

55 Cullinan, Gerry

56 Central Bedfordshire Council
57 Smith, Alison

58 Smith, Andrew

59

Dalvi, Munaf




60

Darcy, Jon

61 Davis, Barbara and Tom

62 De Fraine, Susanne

63 Dray, Jon

64 Eady, Tripta

65 Elinor, Ashby

66 Evans, Keith and Claire

67 Ewing, Alistair

68 Exon, Rex

69 Fahy, Fin

70 Felton, Pippa

71 ClIr Ferrans, Jenni

72 Fisher, Ed

73 Floyd, Jill

74 Forestry Commission

75 Forrester, Robert and Helen
76 Fotouhi, Abbas

77 Fred Roche Foundation

78 Frosts Garden Centre

79 Galloway, Neil and Aoife
80 Goh, Josephine

81 Goldney, Alison

82 Goldney, Ed

83 Goodger, Eric and CO

84 Goodwin,Angela

85 Goodwin, Ellen

86 Goodwin, Henry

87 Green, Paul

88 Green, Paul 2

89 Greenwall, Ralph and Janet
90 Grounds, Trevor and Jenny
91 Grove, Barbara

92 Hamer, Janet

93 Hamlyn, John

94 Hancorn, PD

95 Harbottle, Paul

96 Harper,Patricia and Johnson, Matthew




97

Harris, Gillian

98 Hasson, Steve

99 Hayden, Jan

100 Headford, Alan

101 Holbrook, Graham

102 Hume, Alex

103 Husborne Crawley Parish Council
104 Hyland, Nick

105 Isbister, Peter

106 Jacobsen, Rosario Lopegtergaarrd
107 Jamieson, Penny

108 Jeffreys, Jacky

109 Jenkins, AliceDanesborough and Walton Ward Councillor
110 Jenner, Adrian and Jean

111 Jenner, Chris

112 Jevgrafova, Anastasija

113 Johnson, Carol

114 Jones, Steve

115 Joslyn, Lynda

116 Kemp, Rosemary

117 Khiani, Raj

118 King, Samantha

119 Kingston, Amanda

120 Kuanda, Renu

121 Kuhle, Karl

122 Lawrence, Rhonda

123 Layton, Laura

124 Leigh, Edward

125 Leighton Linslade Planning and Transport Committee
126 Lewis, Gillian

127 Lynch, Gerard

128 Lynn, Anthony

129 Macdonald, Emma

130 Maple, David

131 Martin, T E

132 Mayman, Alistair

133

MK Forum




134 MK South Group

135 Moore, Belinda

136 Morris, Elizabeth and Richard
137 Morrision, Dee

138 Mott, Graham

139 Mould, David

140 Mullarkey, Marianna

141 Mullarkey, Stephen

142 Murley, Ruth

143 Murphy, Philip & Elizabeth
144 Myers, Moira

145 Nattrass, Petronella

146 Neale, Rosie

147 Norman, Brian and Janet
148 Norwood, Brian

149 Norwood, Christine

150 O&H Land via Pippa Cheetham
151 O'Keefe, Helen

152 Old Stables, Woodleys Farm via Smith Jenkins LTD
153 Owen, Jayne

154 Page, Rachel

155 Panesar, Himat

156 Patel, Jeeten

157 Paton, lan

158 Payne, Noel

159 Percival, Jennifer

160 Pettman- Tideswell, Helen
161 PLP

162 Plummer, Philip

163 Pollard, Anne

164 Porter, Garry

165 Prentice, Nigel

166 Price, Julian

167 Proctor, Lynne

168 Prosser, Steve

169 Rawlinson, Alistair

170

Rawson, Gilmour an@ene




171 Read, Shirley

172 Redrow Homes Ltd
173 Reeves, Peter and Rita
174 Richard, Andrew

175 Rix, Jonathan

176 Robinson, Les

177 Rosewell, Jon

178 Rushton, Mark

179 Russell, Val

180 Schimmel, Anthony
181 Scott, Keith

182 Scudamore, Jon

183 Sear, Lindsay

184 Singer, Alyson

185 Skelton, Peter

186 Sleight, StephenMarston Vale Community Rail Partnership
187 Smith, Daniel

188 Smith, Lindsay

189 Smith, Matthew

190 Smith, Mike

191 Smith, Sally and Bill
192 Spencer, Jennifer

193 Spencer, Richard

194 Sport England

195 St Michaels Church
196 Stewart, lain

197 Stockgrove Homes Ltd
198 Street, Emma

199 Summers, Chris

200 Templeton, Trevor
201 Thomas, Geraldine
202 Thomas, Amanda and Bromfield, Margaet
203 Thornton, Alan

204 Thurgood, Julia

205 Tone, Patricia

206 Trehy, Rosemary

207

Trendall, Matt




208 Trendall, Paul

209 True, Amanda
210 Wagstaff, Nick
211 Wall, Amy

212 Wall, Samm

213 Wallis, David

214 Walls, Karen

215 Walton, Anthony
216 Wandsworth, Jane
217 Ward, Elizabeth
218 Warner, Phil 2
219 Warner, Phil

220 Wathen, Mark

221 Wavendon Fields Residents via S A Nichols
222 Weber, Maggie
223 Welch, Richard
224 White, Andy

225 Wickens, John
226 Wickens, Jon 2
227 Williams, Dominie Strategic Lead Education
228 Williams, lan 2
229 Willis, Peter

230 Willis, Sue

231 Wilson, Christopher
232 Youlton, Fiona
233 Ziya, Adam

234 Burn, Nadia

235 Burn, Stephen
236 Williams, lan 3
237 Williams, Sue

238 Wood, Martin

239 Abraham, Neil
240 Abrams, Peter
241 Adler, Maria

242 Adler, Richard

243 Afonja, Korede
244 Afonja, Olugbenga




245 Agathokli, Michele
246 Aiyetan, Omoniyi
247 Akhtour, Karen
248 Akintoye, Ola

249 Alairn, Syed Reham
250 Gallafent, Valerie
251 Aldridge, Geoff
252 Aldridge, Libby
253 Aldridge, Robert
254 Allbutt, Jason

255 Allonby, Lewis
256 Allonby, Pauline
257 Alsatari, Moufeida
258 Alton, Yvonne
259 Anderson, Stewart
260 Anguera, Andrea
261 Ansell, B

262 Anstiss, Darren
263 Aris, Darren

264 Arnold, H

265 Ashe, Anne

266 Asif, Asad

267 Aspinall, Vivienne
268 Astell, Roger

269 Atkins, James
270 Atkins, Ryan

271 Atkinson, Harry
272 Atkinson, Lynn
273 Axten, Fiona

274 Bailey, Simon
275 Baker, Carole
276 Baker,Roger

277 Balaint, Tamas
278 Baldwin, Diane
279 Bannister, Lesley
280 Barber, Peter

281 Barden, Jonathan
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282 Barnard, Michael

283 Barnes, Elizabeth
284 Barnes, Gary

285 Barrett, John

286 Barrett, Wendy

287 Batchelor, Mr and Mrs
288 Bateman, Rosalind
289 Batemen, John

290 Baulk, Geoff

291 Bayliss, Anu

292 Bayliss, Stephen

293 Bean, Zoe

294 Beech, Helen

295 Beechey, Carole

296 Begum, News

297 Bhatt, Ajay

298 Bhatt, Hitesh

299 Bilics, Istavan

300 Binks, Alex

301 Blackeby, Mr and Mrs
302 Blake, Marjorie

303 Bligh, Michael

304 Bloye, Amanda

305 Boakes, Gary and Cris
306 Bolton, Joanna

307 Bonney, Paul

308 Boomer, James

309 Boreham, Susan

310 Botterill, Fred

311 Bouchier, Keshmira
312 Boulden, lan

313 Bowen Cassie, Mrs
314 Brairy, Anita

315 Brandes, Helen

316 Bridgeman, M

317 Brocklehurst, Paul and Green, Carol
318 Brooking, C
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319 Brooking, Peter
320 Brookman, Matthew
321 Brooks, Joanne

322 Brown, Kevin

323 Brown, Ray

324 Brown, Sandra

325 Bruce, Peter

326 Bruen, Paul

327 Bryant, Jane

328 Bucknau, A D

329 BugarszkFalcsik L
330 Bundock, Paul

331 Burgess, Margaret
332 Burgess, Nigel

333 Butterworth, Michael
334 Byrne, Barry

335 Cadle, Alison

336 Caldwell, Karen
337 Cameron, Lisa

338 Carbert, Stephen
339 Cardenas, Tryna
340 Caron, Charlotte
341 Carron, John

342 Cartwright, Francis
343 Casewell, Jane

344 Chalk, Jonathan
345 Chammings, Paula
346 Chana, Parminder
347 Chana, Sarinder
348 Chana, Shveta

349 Chance, Philip

350 Chapman, Rachel
351 ChapmarBallard, Adam
352 ChapmarBallard, Tate Andrew
353 Cheadle, Matthew
354 Cheema, Ravinder
355 Chesterton, Patricia




356 Cheval, Suzanne
357 Chidley, Roy

358 Christmas, Jamieson
359 Cinquemani, Giuseppe
360 Clark, Ashley

361 Clark, Dawn

362 Clarke Hager, Katrina
363 Clarke, Delisa

364 Clarke, Linda

365 Clayton, Elizabeth
366 Clement, Isabelle
367 Coldwell, Deborah
368 Cole, Adrian

369 Coleman, Mark

370 Brookman Colin

371 Coll, Joseph

372 Collarbone, Barry
373 Colley, EJ

374 Colley, Kathleen

375 Collings, James

376 Collins, Gillian

377 Conroy, Marie

378 Cooper, Jemma

379 Cooper, Roger and Coombs, Ann
380 Copeland, Fiona
381 Corbridge, Sharon
382 Costin, Nicholas

383 Coulter, Anita

384 Cox, Sheila

385 Craig, Louise

386 Crane, Sandra

387 Croft, Robert

388 Crook, Clare

389 Crook, Joel

390 Crook, Lily

391 Crook, Stuart

392 Cross, A
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393

Cross, D

394 Croucher, Laura
395 Crron,Charlotte
396 Csorba, Dorina
397 Cudjoe, Linda
398 Cudjoe, Michelle
399 Cudjoe, Robert
400 Cupples, Andrew
401 Curley, Linda
402 Currall, Verity
403 Curran, Raymond
404 Cutler, Pamela
405 Daly, Michael
406 Daly, Rachel

407 Daniels, Jeff

408 Danks, Dawn
409 Davies, lan

410 Davies, Leslie
411 Davis, Kate

412 Davison, Tony
413 Dazley, Peter
414 Deacon, Harry
415 Degrosso, Anthony
416 Delyth, Bill

417 Deria, Amina

418 Dewhirst, Amanda
419 Dewhirst, Peter
420 Dewhirst, Stephen
421 Deycon, Charles
422 Diaz, Sofia

423 Dickens, Caroline
424 Dickson, Andrew
425 Diltan, Sue

426 Dimmock, Colin
427 Downie, Ashlea
428 Drage, Ruth

429 Drake, Mark
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430 Drake, Stephen

431 Dring, Matthew

432 Drummond, lan

433 Drummond, Marguerite
434 Drury, Ann

435 Dry, Mervin

436 Dubicki, Louise

437 Duckworll, John B

438 Durkin, W

439 Dwyer, Amitabh

440 Dyke, Suzanne

441 Dynes, Robin

442 Eames, Stephen

443 Eastaff, David

444 Easter, Christine

445 Eastlake, Andy

446 Edmands, Chivone
447 EdoyardBetsy, Mario and Laurie
448 Edwards, Emma

449 Edwards, Hilary

450 Edwards, Kevin

451 Ellerby, Sandra

452 Ellis, Brian

453 Ellis, Gillian

454 Embleton, William

455 Emens, Jackie

456 EmensSean

457 EmmsDavies, Mayya
458 Engledow, Nichola and Peter
459 Entsie, Maxwell

460 Evans, Christopher
461 Evans, Claire and Jim
462 Evans, James and Beverley
463 Evans, James

464 Evans, Katie

465 Evans, Katrariina

466 Everard, Ross
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467

Evermore, Ben

468 Every, lan

469 Fabrizio, Anthony

470 Facunti, Hannah and Anthony
471 Fairfull, Lynese

472 Faris, Frances

473 Farman, Gillian

474 Farmer, Robin

475 Farringta, Carol

476 Farrow, David and Paula
477 Featherstone, Mark

478 Fellows, Cheryl

479 Ferguson, lan

480 Fernandes, Carolyn
481 Fernandes, John

482 Fiddy, Dale

483 Fisher, Mark

484 Fletcher, Gavin

485 Fletcher, Sarah

486 Footman, Cassie

487 Foster, Gavin

488 Francis, Neil

489 Franyo, Hajnalka

490 Frederick Tripp, Malcom
491 Frederickson, Jim

492 Friaia, Kim

493 Gadsby, Megan

494 Gallivan, Jane

495 Gammudi, Clare

496 Gardner, Peter J

497 Garrity, Patricia

498 Geoghegan, Debbie
499 Geoghegan, John

500 Ghamsory, Deborah
501 Gibbs,Andrew

502 Gibbs, Geoff and Sherralyn
503 Girard, Lydie
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504

Girvin, Stella

505 Gomersall, Wayne
506 Gonclaves Heneghan, Claudette
507 Goodwin, Emma
508 Gordania, Deswin
509 Gordon, Helen

510 Gorman, J

511 Gowen, Jill

512 Gowen, Matthew
513 Grant, Anita

514 Grant, Henry

515 Gray, Andrew

516 Gray, Denise

517 Gray, Emma

518 Greenway, L

519 Grier, Elizabeth

520 Grier, Robert

521 Griffin, Janet and Michael
522 Grinstead, Lesley
523 Grist, Farley

524 Grove, Rachel

525 Grove, Tom

526 Guerin, Kirsty and Rob
527 Gurnung, Trinidad
528 Hager, Lee

529 Haigh, Paul

530 Haigh, Sara

531 Hamid, Adnam

532 Hammond, Graham
533 Hammond, Lorraine
534 Hammond, Lynsey
535 Hammond, Neville
536 Hanney, Debs

537 Hanney, Stew

538 Harmes, Mr and Mrs
539 Harper, TE

540 Harris, Emma
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541 Harrison, Catherine
542 Harriss, Laura

543 Harvey, Chris

544 Harvey

545 HarveySmith, Bryan
546 Hatton, Debbie

547 Hatton, George

548 Haughey, Eva

549 Haughey, Peter
550 Hawes Jonathan
551 Hayter, Paul

552 Hayward, Helen
553 Helmmy, Andrew
554 Hembrow, Edward
555 Hembrow, Gemma
556 Hender, Sarah

557 Heneghan, Thomas
558 Henley, Hunter, Chris
559 Herrington, Kathleen
560 Hibbard, Stephen
561 Hidalgo, Rafael

562 Higgs, Madelyn

563 Higgs, Tom

564 Hill, Chris

565 Hill, Clare

566 Hill, Mrs P

567 Hills, Angela

568 Hillyer, Victoria

569 Hilton, Robert

570 Hindry, Patrick

571 Ho, John

572 Hobday, Joanne
573 Hobday, Timothy
574 Hogan, Gaynor

575 Holliday, Caroline
576 Holliday, Dudly

577 Holly, Brian and Sam
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578 Holly, Samantha

579 Hopkins, Gillian D

580 Horne, Lauren

581 Horne, Martin

582 Horsego, Ann

583 Hough, Carole

584 Housden, Jade

585 Housen, Jamie

586 Howkins, Sue and Colin
587 Hpa, Darryl

588 Hundt, Tanja

589 Hunt, Heather

590 Husband, Valarie

501 Hutchison, J

592 Huxtable Sue

593 Hyde, Angelina

594 Hyde, Peter

595 Ifould, Barry

596 Ita, Isabelle

597 Ive, Robert

598 Jackson, Andrew

599 Jackson, Lesley

600 JacksorKrkoska, Gracie
601 JacksorKrkoska, Luis
602 Jagne, Alhagie

603 Jamieson, Andrew

604 Jarvis, Paul

605 Jasper, Richard and Janet
606 Jaward, Jane

607 Jaworski, Michal

608 Jawson, Mr and Mrs
609 Jazdzejewska, Magdalena
610 Jenkins, Paul

611 Jocelyn, Michelle

612 John, David

613 Jones, Mr and Mrs

614 Kaloyirou, Adam
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615 Keene, Andy

616 Kellard, John

617 Kelly, Christine
618 Kelly, lan

619 Kelly, Irene

620 Kelly, John

621 Kelly,Mervyn

622 Kemp, Carolyn
623 Kemp, Sean V
624 Kemsley, M

625 King, Graham

626 Kings, Richard
627 Kingston, Michael
628 Kirk, George

629 Kirk, Susan

630 Knight, Diana

631 Knight, Michael
632 Konrad, Lars

633 Kovac, M

634 Krehan, James
635 Krkoska, Vladimir
636 Kruse, Meg

637 Kuhle, Biema

638 Kupateick, Gary
639 Kybelksties, Dieter
640 Lacina, Nicole

641 Lafford, Ivor and Christina
642 Lambert, Eleanor
643 Lambie, Tracey
644 Lambourne, Kevin
645 Lambourne, Miranda
646 Lau, ManSing

647 Lawford, Rodney
648 Leach, Mark

649 Leadbetter, Louise
650 Leadbetter, Richard
651 Leadbitter, Kim
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652 Ledlie, Sarah

653 Lee, Janice

654 Lee, Valerie

655 Leiu, Vincent

656 Lemee, Lawrence
657 LemeeWinfield, Hector
658 Leon, Amy

659 Lester, Callum
660 Letts, Janet

661 Letts, Melvyn

662 Levai, Jessica
663 Levai, Matthew
664 Lever, AJ

665 Leveridge, Angela
666 Lim, Alyssa

667 Lipska, Katarzyna
668 Liszkowski, Marzena and Szymon
669 Littler, David

670 Littler, Paula

671 Lloyd, K&S

672 Lock, Andrew

673 Lock, Jason

674 Lock, Rachel

675 Lomax, Matthew
676 Lopez, Gillian

677 Lopez, Peter

678 Lucassen, Mathijs
679 Luke, Anthony
680 Lundburg, Freda
681 MacCarter, David
682 Mace, Doug

683 Madden, Isobelle
684 Maher, Edward
685 Maher, Sandra
686 Mahoney, D

687 Makwana, Ajay
688 Mansfield, Paul and Rudge, Phillippa and George and Maliharet,
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689 Marchant, Rachel
690 Marfleet, Wendy
691 Marriot, Robin and Margaret
692 Marsh, Linda

693 Marsh,Nigel

694 Marshall, Lesley
695 Martin, Christopher
696 Martin, Danny

697 Martin, Marie

698 Martin, Maureen
699 Martin, Paul Keith
700 Martinkova, Leslia
701 Masad, Annalise
702 Masad, Azmi

703 Masad, Farris

704 Masad, Jane

705 Masad,Reane

706 Master, Shaveen
707 Masterson, lan
708 Mawby, Emma
709 Mayer, Andrew
710 Mayes, Irene

711 Mayes, Kevin

712 McCallum, Gaile
713 McCarthy, Gerard
714 McCaoll, lan

715 McDonald, James
716 McDonnell, Linda
717 McMahon, May
718 McNulty, Cat

719 McSweeney, Timothy
720 McVicar, Gillian
721 Meijer, Helen

722 Melbourne, Jeanette
723 Merton, Harry

724 Miller, Diedre

725 Miller, Robert
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726 Milligan, David

727 Millington-Wallace, Joanna
728 Mills, Rebecca and Robert
729 Milsome, Natalie
730 Milson, Michael

731 Mistry, Pravin

732 Mistry, Tarun

733 Mitchel, Gary

734 Mitchell, David

735 Montrose, C

736 Montrose, Donna
737 Moran, Alex

738 Morgan, Rachel
739 Morris, Steve

740 Morris, Daniel

741 Morris, Gary

742 Morrison, M

743 Murden, Barry

744 Musgrave, Susan and Simon
745 Myers, Karl

746 Mynard, Tony

747 Nash, Beverly

748 Nash, Derek

749 Nathwani, Dilip

750 Nathwani, Hiteshree
751 Nathwani, Nishay
752 Nathwani, Shonak
753 Naylor, Brian

754 Naylor, Carolyn

755 Neil, Francis

756 Neil, Younger

757 Nel, Ryno

758 Ness, Sarah

759 New, Carol

760 New, Geoff

761 Newland, J

762 Newman, Clare
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763

Newport, Roger

764 Newton, Ronald

765 NG, YC

766 Nicewicz, Katarzyna and Jaroslaw
767 Nicholls, Gordon

768 Nicola, Brookman
769 NicolasFamourakis, D
770 Nix, Katie

771 Nolan, Mr

772 Norton, Carole

773 Novrse, Phil

774 O'Brien, Grace

775 O'Connell, Claire

776 O'Fathaigh, Samantha
777 Oldbury, Michael

778 Oliver, Babette

779 Oliver, Gary

780 Ollier, Susan and David
781 Osuna, Edgar Rizo
782 Packman, Gill

783 Packman, Mick

784 Paine, Paul

785 Paine, Roger Payne
786 Pallett, Annette

787 Palmiero, Nina

788 Panesar, Himat 2

789 Pardy, Sue

790 Parker, Anna

791 Parker, Sandra

792 Parks, Alexandra

793 Parmer, Mira

794 Parsons Mr and Mrs
795 Parsons, Carl

796 Patel, Jayaprakash
797 Payne, Roger

798 Pearson, P

799 Penfound, Janet
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800 Penley, Mike

801 Penley, Tim

802 Percival, Jennifer
803 Perry, Ben

804 Perry, Martin

805 Perry, Mike

806 Perry, Rob

807 Peters, Elizabeth
808 Phillips, Samantha
809 Pickering, Duncan
810 Piggot, Catherine
811 Piggot, Clive

812 Pilkington, William
813 Pinaitiene, Svetlana
814 Pledger, T

815 Pollard,Caroline
816 Poon, Charlotte
817 Poon, Jason

818 Pope, lan

819 Porte, Alan

820 Potter, Joe

821 Potter, Spencer
822 Pow, Chris

823 Poyner, Philip
824 Poyner, Sheelagh
825 Pratley, Louise
826 Pratley, Simon
827 Preece, Angela
828 Preece, Richard
829 Price, Simon

830 Pritchard, Gillian
831 Pudney, Patricia
832 Purdon, Ruth

833 Raciborski, Elizabeth
834 Raftery, L

835 Ravenscroft, Alan
836 Reed, John
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837 Reed, Lucy

838 Reeves, Katarina
839 Reilly, Alan

840 Renacre, Kathryn
841 Reynolds, Andrew
842 Reynolds, Heather
843 Reynolds, Janet and Tony
844 Reynolds, Terence
845 Richards, Basil

846 Richardson, Emma
847 Richardson, Matthew
848 Richardson, Steven
849 Richardson, Tazeen
850 Richer, Gall

851 Richmond, Charles
852 Richmonds, Susan
853 Rickard, Hannah
854 Riddington, Mr and Mrs
855 Ridgeway, Davidd
856 Rigby, Alice

857 Ripley, Joanne

858 Ripley, Matthew

859 Roberts, Patricia
860 Roberts, Sheena
861 Robertson, Sandie
862 Robey, T

863 Robinson, JA and DJ
864 Robinson, Jacqueline
865 Robinson, Kellyssia
866 Rofe, Tony

867 Rogers, Lorna

868 Rosewell, Patricia
869 Roy, Bishwadip

870 Roy, Mohua

871 Russell, Jane

872 Rutter, Lesley

873 Ruziwa, Cecilia
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874

Ryan, Damien

875 Ryan, Daniel

876 Ryon, Aaron

877 Sadler, Clinton
878 Sahota, Baldip
879 Sahota, Hilary
880 Sahota, Mavinder
881 Sahota, Satvinder S S
882 Salgarkar, Anagha
883 Salgarkar, Santosh
884 Salker, Mangesh
885 Samme, George
886 Sauvarin, David
887 Schotter, Lionel
888 Scott, Elizabeth
889 Scott, JTC

890 Scott, KA and Fox, AE
891 Scott, Thomas
892 Sealey, Alison

893 Self, Sam

894 Seryte, Egle

895 Shackel, Michelle
896 Shacklady, Chris
897 Sharland, Penny
898 Sharma, Amrita
899 Sharp, Paul

900 Shateri, Neda

901 Sheldon, Elizabeth
902 Shell, David

903 Sherratt, Daniel
904 Sherratt, Lisa

905 Sherratt, Martin
906 Shipway, Donna
907 Shoel, Andrea
908 Shopov, Pavlin
909 Showler, Emma
910 Siddall, Jane
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911

Simper, Gary

912 Simper, Russel

913 Simpson, Elizabeth
914 Singh, Dhanraji and Kevin
915 Sinton, Lisa

916 Sippitt, Lynne

917 Sippitt, Paul

918 Skeldon, Elizabeth H
919 Skinton, Lisa

920 Skottfelt, Jesper

921 Sleafer, Brenda

922 Small, Melissa

923 Smeaton, Lucy

924 Smith, Alan

925 Smith, Alison 2

926 Smith, Gwenyth

927 Smith, lan

928 Smith, Julie

929 Smith, Keiran

930 Smith, Natalie

931 Smith, Richard

932 Snowden, Heather
933 SoberaPatrycja

934 Southwell, Colin

935 Speed, Melissa and Vanessa and Lovell, Tony
936 Spencer, Helen

937 Spencer, Tim

938 Squire, Jonathan
939 Stainton, Hayley
940 Stallard, Susan

941 Stanford, Katia

942 Stanley, Michelle
943 Stanton, Nigel

944 Starkey, Nicola

945 Starr, Alison

946 Steel, Robert

947 Stephenson, Norman
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948 Stevens, John
949 Stevens, Katarina
950 Stewart, Lauren
951 Stewart, Richard
952 Stock, Theresa
953 Stone, Alan

954 Sturman, Caroline
955 Sturman, William
956 Sung, Simon

957 Sutherland, Ruth
958 Sutton, Susan
959 Symons, Billido
960 Szymkowiak, Marta
961 Tailor, Nalin

962 Tait, Ginny

963 Tapley, Leigh

964 Tapley, Simon
965 Tappenden, Gregory
966 Tarbox, Glenda
967 Tarrant, Nikki

968 Tattersall, David
969 Taylor, George
970 Taylor, lan

971 Taylor, Kemi

972 TaylorLaw, Josephine
973 Tehrani, Tatiana
974 Thibouville, Erica
975 Thomas, Trevor
976 Tilby Jeffrey

977 Tilley, Emanuela
978 Tosh, Alistair

979 Townsend, Mark
980 Townsley, John
981 Trio, Reinette

982 Tripp, Beverly
983 Tse, Yiu Wo Tse
984 Turner, Andrew
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985

Turner, Angela

986 Tye, Julie

987 Tyler, Margaret
988 Ubhi, Govinder
989 Umole, Franklin
990 Underwood, Carys
991 Unwin, James

992 Unwin, Lorna

993 Valentine, Brian
994 van Biljion, Joanne
995 Vernon, Karen
996 Vooght, AC

997 Waldock, Nicole
998 Walker, Mr and Mrs
999 Walker, Neil

1000 Wallace, Denise
1001 Wallace, P

1002 Wallis, Susan
1003 Walsh, Robert
1004 Walton, Craig
1005 Wang, Reginald
1006 Ward, Joan

1007 Ward, Peter John
1008 Ward, Sabine
1009 Watkins, Cathy
1010 Watkins, Gerhard
1011 Watson, Roy

1012 Watson, Tracey
1013 Weir, Gordon
1014 Weir, Jean

1015 Welsham, AnneMarie
1016 West, Sally

1017 Westwood, Samantha
1018 Westwood, Will
1019 Wez, Detang

1020 Wheeler, Paul
1021 Whelan, Kimberley
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1022 White, Less

1023 White, Lynda

1024 Whitehead, Dean
1025 Whitehead, Shaun
1026 Whittle, Owen
1027 Whitwell, Josephine
1028 Wiatrowska, Anna
1029 Wildi, Karen

1030 Wilkins, Kevin
1031 Wilkinson, Michael
1032 William, Nigel
1033 Williams, Christina
1034 Williams, Marcus
1035 Williams, Maureen
1036 Williams, Michael
1037 Williamson, Valerie
1038 Willis, Lesley

1039 Willis, Tony

1040 Wilmer, Mirian
1041 Wilmot, Jane

1042 Wilson, lan

1043 Wilson, Julia

1044 Wilson, Sarah
1045 Wilson, Tony and Sue
1046 Winfield, Mason
1047 Wirison, T K

1048 Witlers-Brown, Craig
1049 Wong, Samuel
1050 Wood, Caroline
1051 Wood, Charlie
1052 Wood, Clive

1053 Woodhouse, David
1054 Woods, Kathy
1055 Woods, Simon S
1056 Worth, Glen

1057 Worth, Johnathon
1058 Worthington, Mark
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1059 Worthington, Martha
1060 Wotherspoon, Ann
1061 Wright, David

1062 Wright, Leslie

1063 Wright, Stuart

1064 Wright, Veronica
1065 Wyatt, John

1066 Wylde, Sarah

1067 Wylie, Paul

1068 Yan, Jing

1069 Yip, Helen

1070 Yip, Tony

1071 Young, A

1072 Young, Patricia
1073 Young, Steve

1074 Young, Susan

1075 Zachar, Eva

1076 Ziya, Christine

1077 Ziya, Phil

1078 Abdulla, Anthea
1079 Agler, OJ

1080 Ainsworth, Sylvia and Forrest, Ken
1081 Allan, Robert

1082 Andrew, David P
1083 Armstrong, Rolanda
1084 Aspinall, Cecily
1085 Aspinall, J/J

1086 Austin, Joanne
1087 Bascai, Brigitta
1088 Beaton, Ann

1089 Beer, Gaynor

1090 Bloom, Peter

1091 Brawn, Lawrence
1092 BryanGray, Deborah
1093 Byrns, Kyren

1094 Canavan, C

1095 Caswell, Peter
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1096 Chadwick, Paul

1097 Channa, MS

1098 Chesney, John

1099 Child, Anthony

1100 Childs, Julie

1101 Clark, Ashley

1102 Cokayne, Nina

1103 Coley, Adrienne
1104 Crawfomd, Andrew, Sylvia and Tom
1105 Cross, Howard

1106 Cutler, Pamela

1107 Dean, Graham

1108 Demuren, lyabode
1109 Demuren, Oludare
1110 Dolermashkin, Marina
1111 Donoghue, Paul
1112 Dove, Nicholas

1113 Dowarp, Jessica and Gareth
1114 Drage, Malcolm
1115 Drewett, Simone
1116 Dynes, Susan

1117 Evans, Terry

1118 Farringta, Carol

1119 Fenton, Philip

1120 Fisher, Jennifer

1121 Gale, Robert

1122 Goonetilleke, Richard
1123 Gott, Caryn

1124 Gray, David

1125 Greenhalgh, Diana
1126 Halsey, Andy

1127 Hanrahan, William
1128 Harris, John anbiane
1129 Harris, Mr and Mrs
1130 Hayes, S

1131 Healy, Maura

1132 Hearne, M
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1133 Hibbert, Donna

1134 Hill, Andrew

1135 Hon Chu, Liang

1136 Hulcote and Salford Parish Council
1137 Izzard, D

1138 Johnson, Mark

1139 Keenan, Martin

1140 King, Dorothy

1141 King, Ray

1142 Knights, Kim

1143 Kovac, Miranda

1144 Kruse, Meg 2

1145 Lawford, David

1146 Lordon, Michael

1147 Malik, Rukhsana

1148 McFarland, Robert
1149 McGimpsey, Mandy and John
1150 McSloy, Carl

1151 Middlemiss, Lois

1152 Middlemiss, Michael
1153 Mitchel, Gary

1154 Monk, Peter and Carole
1155 Morrison, Samantha
1156 Nicholls, Cynthia

1157 Nutt, Robert

1158 ParisiBoyd, Gabby
1159 Parr, Russell

1160 Parsons, Ron

1161 Peacn, Sean

1162 Percival, Thomas

1163 Reynolds, Lore

1164 Ritschel, Paula

1165 Roberts, Stephen

1166 Roberts, Terry

1167 Rockall, Reginald and Pauline
1168 Rodrigues, Carlos

1169 Rymarz, Ryan
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1170

Savage, Allan

1171 Savage, Penelope
1172 Sayer, AL

1173 Sayers, Mary

1174 Seaman, Robert
1175 Shaw, Sheila

1176 Singleton, Gary
1177 Smith, Alan

1178 Smith, David

1179 Sorrell, D and Diekmann, J
1180 Sterne, Paul

1181 Summers, Chris
1182 Syvestsen, Clare
1183 Talbot, G

1184 Tarbox, Marcia
1185 Taylor, Vicky

1186 Thomas, Imelda
1187 Toto, Mario

1188 Towler, Gillian

1189 Tyers, Leanne
1190 Underwood, Darren
1191 Waldock, Steven
1192 Walker, Christopher
1193 Walker, Mr and Mrs
1194 Walker, Patricia
1195 Watt, Richard

1196 Wells,Neil

1197 Wesley, John

1198 Whitfield-Green, Hazel
1199 Williams, Clive
1200 Williams, John
1201 Wright, David

1202 Badham, Geoff
1203 Badham, Patricia
1204 Beech, Helen

1206 Carrington, Veronika
1207 Down, Natalie
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1209 Goodricke, Gary
1210 Harding, Andrew
1211 Hutton, Trevor

1212 Isaac, Glen

1213 Isaac, Linda

1214 Lee, Gary A

1215 Middlemiss, Colin
1216 Middlemiss, Suzanne
1217 Mooney, Peter

1218 Penfound, Roger
1219 Price, Diana

1220 Price, Norman

1221 Price, Thomakeith
1222 Rose, Alex

1223 Smith, Lisa

1224 Thakker, Yogini

1225 Vigrass, Bob

1226 Vigrass, Brigrid

1227 Webb, Matthew
1228 Whear, Chris

1229 Whear, Susan

1230 Millington, Andrew
1231 Millington, Renate
1232 Aspinall, William
1233 Cakebread, Mike
1234 Dray, Jon

1235 Flowers, Michael
1236 Leroy, Mike

1237 MK Cycling Forum/Cycling UK
1238 Preen, Mary

1239 Davies, Mary

1240 Brown, Mark

1241 Environment Agency
1242 Inchbald, Lindsay
1243 Davies, Katie MKC Spdmfrastrcuture
1244 Local Flood Lead Authority MKC
1245 Cleave, Laura
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1246

Gillam, Julie

1247 Kuldo, Katarzyna

1248 Woodward, Keith

1249 Mott, Kate

1250 Harding, Andrew 2

1251 Woburn Sands Town Council via Jordan, Alison
1252 ThompsonBeverly

1253 Marshall, Christopher

1254 Arnold, Joylon 2

1255 Bird, John

1256 Baker, John ClIr

1257 Robertson, J

1258 Bell, Keith

1259 Petty, James FA Bedfordshire

1260 Wavendon Parish Council by JB Planning
1261 Beales, Elizabeth

1262 Sear, Eleanor

1263 Stobart, Eleanor

1264 Young, Diana

1265 Highways MKC via Caves Phil 1

1266 Kellaire Ltd via Smith Jenkins

1267 Flawn, Jan

1268 Aikman, Irene

1269 Smedley, Hilary and Brian

1270 Hamp, Mark

1271 Weber, Gunter

1272 Graham, Paul

1273 Barcham, Glenn

1274 Hayfield Consortium via Savills

1275 The Greensand Trust via Jon Balaam
1276 Aspley Heath Parish Council via Gill Clough
1277 Ludford, John and Heather

1278 Gloucestershire County Council

1279 Cannell, Gilhnd Dishman, Andy

1280 Bellownhill Veterinary Centre and Bellownhill Stud
1281 BRAID

1282 Berks and Bucks FA
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1283

Douglas, Brett CBC

1284 Temp, Caroline

1285 Morris, Frank

1286 Bevan, Edis

1287 Stubory, Doreen

1288 Bishop, Fiona

1289 Farrant, Elizabeth

1290 Natural England via Satchwell, Ellen

1291 East West Rail

1292 L&Q and Fox Strategic Land

1293 Morris, Debbie and Nicholas

1294 Evans, Clare, Bow Brickhill Parish Council
1295 McCormack, Darren

1296 Lippat, Colin

1297 Johnson, Debra

1298 Horne, Colette

1299 Trendall, Alise

1300 Storey Homes via Le Lohe, Annabel

1301 Asplands Medical Centre

1302 TARMAC via Gregson, Kieran (Carter Jonas)
1303 French, Christine

1304 Tett, Chris

1305 Gurney, Chris

1306 BLMK CC@a Nikki Barnes

1307 Berks, Bucks and Oxford Wildlife Trust via Annie Ottaway
1308 Broughton and Milton Keynes Parish Council
1309 Stemson, Jean

1310 Green, Jackie

1311 Doyle, Jackie

1312 Hughes, Claire

1313 Mohammed, Idrees Ahmed

1314 Roberts, Eileen

1315 Fielding, Sandra

1316 Kardasinska, Urszula

1317 Aspinall, William 2

1318 Sayers, PJ

1319 Middlemiss, Yvonne
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1320 Askoolum, Usha

1321 Dyke, Susanne

1322 Copeland, Stuart

1323 Alexander, Luke

1324 Allen, Richard

1325 Jones, Shirley

1326 McKay, Anthony

1328 Woughton Community Council
1329 Pettigrew, Eleanor

1330 Brookes, Emma

1331 Taylor, David

1332 Gamble, David

1333 Barker, Peter

1334 Casey, John

1335 Costin, Helen

1336 Mulligan, Pauline and Vincent
1337 Dormon, Shaun

1338 Allan, Robert

1340 Armstrong, DJ

1341 Remy, Gerald

1342 Wavendon Parish Council 2
1343 Ostler, David

1344 Frost Garden Centre

1345 Blakeburn, Nicola

1346 Fennemore, Roger and Sally
1347 Newsam, Malcolm

1348 BeddoeNewsam, Caroline
1349 Goodricke, Carole

1350 Davidson, Rachel

1351 MK Green Party

1352 Deacon, Pamela

1353 Griffiths, David

1354 Jamieson, Ron

1355 Rose, David 2

1356 Neale, Ingrid and Jennifer
1357 Wesolowski, Henryk

1358 Thakker, Indira
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1359

Strangways, Susan

1360 Davidson, Rachel

1361 Goodricke, Gary 2

1362 Taylor, Alison

1363 Hutton, Myra

1364 Eyre, Sheila

1365 Hulance, Sarah

1366 Thomas, Steve

1367 Winnington, David

1368 Bowdler, Paul and Debroah
1369 Groves, Georgie

1370 Dollimore, Helen

1371 Arnold, Jolyon 4

1372 Lands BPA

1373 Historic England

1374 Chamberlain, Mark and Zylene
1375 Hughes, Martin

1376 Reddy, Mercedes

1377 Ramsbotham, Michael
1378 Hughes, Nicola

1379 Martin, P A

1380 Evans, David

1381 Woburn & Wavendon Football Club via Robert Hill
1382 Hill, Robert 2

1383 RSPB

1384 Hartley, Sally

1385 Pillar, Sarah

1386 Scott, Sarah

1387 Spicer, Sarah

1388 T Marlborough/Poppinn
1389 O'Rouke, Tony

1390 Russell, Val 2

1391 Lindsay, Valarie and Robert
1392 Symons, Valerie

1393 Symons, Valerie 2

1394 Skelton, Vanessa

1395 Meacher, Vanessa Frost
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1396 Webb, Vicky

1397 Wellington, Vicky
1398 Astley, Victoria

1399 Ardern, Wendy

1400 Mogaji, Yasmin
1402 SwanHills Homes
1404 Remy, AvaDown
1405 Bert, Juliette

1406 Bert, Modestra

1407 Smith, Allan

1408 Sheldon, Andrew
1409 Hundy, B B

1410 Bacsai, Brigitta

1411 Dewhurst, Jackie
1412 Alger, O J

1413 Walker, Claire

1414 Hobday, Timothy
1415 Hilmy, Andrew

1416 Ford, Claire

1417 Hensey, Claire

1418 Hickman, Claire
1419 Conway, David

1420 Reynolds, Keith
1421 Beech, Andy

1422 Dean, Brian

1423 Mooney, Jennifer
1424 Bradshaw, Catherine
1425 Bradshaw, David
1426 Carrington, Keith
1427 Booker, Kevin

1428 Sixsmith, Andrew and Sheema
1430 Highways MKC via Caves Phil 2
1431 Jamieson, Angela
1432 Menday, Angela
1433 Brett, Anthont

1434 Jephcott, Cecilia
1435 Batten, Chris and Sue
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1436

Bridgman, Chris
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Table 2

Response

ID

2

3

{dzYYIF NE 2F NBaLRyaSa

Respondent IDs

1,216, 1341

1, 16, 45, 54, 60, 64, 90, 94, 107, 11:

116, 117, 131, 181, 192, 193, 212, 12¢

1250, 1305, 1315, 1259, 1370, 1396,
1385

1, 26, 42, 47, 48, 131, 176, 212, 1252
1251, 1304

NEOSAOSR YR /2dzyyOAf Q&

Section of SPL Summary of the responses

General comment

4.5.2 Density and
Character

4.5.2 Density

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Respondent agrees with housing need but considers some areas of the
require improvement. Respondent suggests that the existing town footpr
area should be utilised first since it benefits from existing employment ar
infrastructure. ®me mentioned the loss of open/green space as a concel

The development should respect rural character of the surrounding villag
Respondents mentioned villages of Bow Brickhill, Woburn Sands, and
Wavendon. Some mentioned that the infrastructure such as roads shoul
not overshadowthe proposed areasDwellings should be no more than 2.t
storeys and should guarantee and appearance to be commensurative to
villages. This should be made a requirement of developers.

Respondents suggests that the number of homes should be reduced (e.
by a third). Some suggested that the niben of homes should be reduced t
2,500 dwellings (density 12.62) and preferably 2,000 (density10.10). A
reduction of this order is reasonably consistent with the original idea of
GFLILNBEAYIGSt& oXnnné FyR g2d# R
Milton Keynes as a whole (particularly in view of the approval of Milton
Keynes East). It would however enable a much more acceptable scale c
development in the wider South East of Milton Keynes.

Respondent suggests that proposed provision of open spaces is inadeq
and more land should be utilised for community needs in the form of
natural spaces attractive to local residents to ensure that that new reside
do not rely on existing spaces l¢ed outside of the site. Examples of wha
type of open spaces should be provided was given: Shenley Wood, Blue
Lagoon Park, Caldecotte Lake, Linford Wood, Willen Lake.

NBalLlRyasSo
Council response and proposed changes to S
The SEMK site is an allocated site in the Plan:MK (Policy SD11
The SPD has been revised and buffer areas have been increas

with additional green access links added to provide even better
connectivity.

The SEMK site is an allocated site in the Plan:MK (Policy Sfai11
it is required to deliver approximately 3000 homes.

The SPD had been revised and buffer areas increased with
additional green access linkgded to provide even better
connectivity.
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6

1, 10, 16, 19, 21, 30, 36, 37, 47, 48,5
77,90, 102, 123, 131, 137, 148018
1239, 1249, 23438, 1343, 1357, 1370.
1261, 1258, 1275, 1260, 1356, 1393,
1386, 1374, 1366, 1366

1,137,187, 188, 190

1, 29, 32, 107, 201, 23288, 1261,
1260, 1379, 1360, 1399

1,210

4.4 Land Use

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

The site should help to achieve the government's objective to protect 30
of land by 2030. The Bucks and MK Natural Environment Partnership (N
have set an aim for there to be 20% more habitat for nature in
Buckinghamshire than there was in 2010.

Respondents suggests that the 'green buffers' outlined throughout the pl
are needed and some stated that they should be widg®me noted that
the green space adjacent to e.g., Wavendon (& Wavendon Field
Apartments), Bow Brickhill and Woburn Sands should be widened. Sorr
noted that the proposed road running parallel to Woburn Sands and
Wavendon should be shifted further West accommodate thisas far as
Woodleys Farm. No residential development should be allocated East of
this. This extension to the green space will allow the necessary space fo
both people and nature to thrive. Natural space could come in the form
new woodland, meadows, and ponds. The Wildlife Trusts should be
consulted for advice in this aspect. It was noted that an additional linear
green buffer is needed to protect the hedgerow on the north side of the
Bow Brickhill Road.

The existing lake should be made accessible to the public and enhancec
extending the natural area around it. Some suggest a link connecting th
Fishing Lake to Caldecotte should be established.

Existing trees and hedgerows throughout the development should be
protected (some suggested that they could be incorporated as the borde
between properties, in place of some fencing). Some note historical valt
of hedgerows e.g. those in Wavendon, BBrckhill. And any loss should
be compensated for. Some questioned how many trees would be provid

Natural corridors should be provided wherever possible, allowing wildlife
move around freely and safely.

In acordance with Plan:MK and mitigation hierarchy, biodiversit
losses resulting from a development should be avoided,
adequately mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated for (on
and off site as an alternative where aite is Council's preferred
option. There are a number of policies within the Plan:MK that ¢
principles for a new development and consider nature
conservation are Policies NE1, NE2, NE3, NE4, NE5 and NE6.

The SPD had been reviseddduffer areas increased with
additional green access links added to provide even better
connectivity.

The SPD provides links to the fishing lake and provitesption
of the lake being made accessible to the public. It will form part
the wider green buffer.

The SPD notes that some trees and hedges are part of the hist
environment in Para 2.6. Protection of hedges and woodlands
underlined in Para 2.12 'Habitat and vegetation'. Plan:MK polic
NE3 requires protection and enhancement of biodiversity in nev
development. Fig 4.1 shows existing hedge (to be retained whe
possible) and principal hedge with ecological value (Oshould be
retained where posble).

Para 3.3.10 underlines that the development should benefit fror
a network of accessible green routedere green infrastructure
should encourage biodiversity gains, protect existing habitats, ¢
enhance existing assets as part of the overall network. Plan:MI
policy NE3 requires protection and enhancement of biodiversity
new development.
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10

11

12

2,3,5, 16, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 88,

103, 110, 119, 123, 168, 170, 192, 19:

222, 1234, 1245, 1250, 1309, 1343,
1357, 1433, 1358, 1359, 1378

General comment

2,10, 15, 45, 148, 149, 168, 216, 201 4.2 Landscape and

1250, 234238

2,31,32

Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

The proposed development will have an impact on the environment.
Respondents mentioned traffic and/aoise, pollution. Concerns raised
over the need of appropriate mitigation measures. Suggested measures
included a continuous woodland walkway from West to East with meado
pathways for pollinators.

The SPD does not propose adequate buffer zones for the residents of
Wavendon. It is mentioned by some respondents that the southern buffe
as low as 5m on the southern side. By contrast, Woburn Sands has beel
allocated a new park in the buffer which ertds up to 100m. Some
respondents want I @Sy Ryfegh®uffér to be extended to match thost
of other settlements. Some mentioned that this goes against planning
principlesto protect other Mk villages.

Respondents noted that the proposed ROW network is not sufficient. So
noted that e ‘walk out' options for existing residents to access open
countryside. Some noted need for more redways.

In accordance with Plan:MK and mitigation hierarchydbiersity
losses resulting from a development should be avoided,
adequately mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated for (on
and off site as an alternative where aite is Council's preferred
option. There are a number of policies within the PMK:that set
principles for a new development and consider nature
conservation are Policies NE1, NE2, NE3, NE4, NE5 and NE6.
EH6 of the Plan:MK requires applicants to mitigate against
potentially significant health impacts. Policy EH6 requiressall
class C2 developments and udassC3 residential development ir
excess of 50 dwellings (...) to prepare Health Impact Assessme
Milton Keynes Council has recently adopted Health Impact
Assesment SPD which provides technical guidance and suppor
the implementation of Policy EH6.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had beemcreased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. The Wavendon buffer had been widened to arour
100m. The planned width would allow in principle to provide
additionalplaying pitch if needed. Any proposed woodlansklo
must be supported with a full ecological and tree survey along
with a description regarding impact on the landscape character
The SPD highlights that developsiouldundertakeaboricultural
and ecological surveys to inform a landscapesterplanwhich
should be submitted with their outline planning application.

The SPD had been revised and includes additional routes.
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13 2,3,7,9, 10, 15, 16, 33, 34, 90, 102 4.4.6 Gypsy and Respondents stated that the Wavendon location should not be proceede The SPD was updated withiadl location for the G&T site in the

117, 120, 131, 149, 151, 168, 180, 19: Travellers site with and other areas are more suitable to building. Some noted that the : south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.
193, 211, 1245, 201, 1250, 221, 234 should be located in the development fringes away friie existing
238, 1343, 1357, 1299, 1261260, properties and recreational grounds. It was noted that the site is not flat :
1356, 1366, 169 hence not suitable as a G&T site. Wavendon lacks many of the services

required by the residents: health, education, schools, shops. The docum
recommends that tk site should be close to sites allocated for business
purposes. The other proposed sites would be much more suitable for thi
The proposed site will be contained within a large residential area and ni
rural or semirural location on the edge of a delopment area. The
proposed size of the pony paddock is far too small, only 0.1 hectares. T
goes against recommendations made by the British Horse Society. This
could result in ponies being allowed to roam outside of the allocated are:
including the ecreation ground. The site at Wavendon is on relatively hig
ground and will be highly visible, particularly from The Greensand Ridge
contradicting section 2.5.4 of the SUE Frameworks Document. Locating
G&T site in such a position would not respéet tharacter of the village,
contrary to section 2.12.1. Other noted that the site is waterlogged, there
a gas pipelinerossing andhere is a valuable hedgerow, ROWs and the si
could impact on views from the ROWSs. It vetstedby some that the site
has poor access. Gas pipeline was mentioned. The need to deliver to si
early on would require extensivefrastructureupfront whichis unlikely
favourable by developers. Some suggest a site near Bow Brickhill would
more appropriate due to better fgography, business links, connectivity,
proximity to housing, opportunities for effective screening. Some refer to
principles from Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites Good Practice Guid
Planning policy for Traveller sites.
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2,54,1261 4.3 Movement Respondents noted that H10 extension should be developed in a more  Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
Network/H10 southerly direction as it crosses Phoebe Lanefatlidwing a curve, bridging primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
the railway line and on to the Brickhill / Woburn Sands ro@te road access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEMK will be
projection to cross the Newport Road should be abandoned and the cun provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)
footpaths and walks developed for people and animal access. A421 sho via relief road & bypassBow Brickhill village (access at both end:s
be fully delled between Junction 13 of the M1 and the outskirts of Far  of the relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEMK will be
Bletchley. SEMK Plan could use a revised H10 extension to service the delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodley
development and provide a buffer zone for Wavendon that is in keeping Road which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
with other villages in the MK area. roundabout tothe H10 extensionsAdditionalaccess will enter
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just nortthef
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited nun
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cylists,pedestriansand potentially public transport.

3 4.4 Land Use w S & L2 yduésbisaviat consideration will be given to parking in The SPD provides primary and reset movement network with
Greensand View Parklands for people wanting to access the new green details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
spaces. requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl

of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the plannirgplication stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the depaient
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

3 4.2 Landscape and The plans suggests that the whole lake would be incorporated into the n The lake will form part of the widenulti-functionalgreenbuffer.
Open Space green space. How the public use and fishing use will be managed to ens
they do not interfere each other.

3, 29, 40, 97, 1298 5.2 Infrastructure The pandemic has seen an increase in the use of opentryside Noted. The Open Space network was amended, green buffers
delivery (examples given such as the Wavendon Woods and Bow Brickhill area). increased
Some noted that increase visit to the Woods had a negative impact on Ic
residents. Some questionechat consideratiorwill be given to parking
requirements. Issues highlighted withe existing parking provision and
littering and need for securing s1.06 money to support future facilities ne
and parking matterg¢consultationshould happen with Bedford Estates,
Greensand Trust, Central Beds Council who own/manage woodiands
BrownsWood andWavendon
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18 3 4.2 Landscape and

Open Space

19 4,5, 24,41,51, 62, 76, 91, 98, 101, 1C General comment
106, 116118, 121, 126, 13941, 143,
160, 161, 170, 199, 204, 206, 223, 23.
1267, 1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312,
1313, 1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323,
1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1332,1337,
1338, 1340, 1320, 1335, 1084, 1085,
1399, 1377, 1413420

20 4,5, 14, 24,41, 51, 62, 76, 81, 82, 91
97, 98, 104, 106, 116, 118, 121, 126,
1397141, 143, 160, 170, 171, 182, 19:
193, 199, 204, 1246, 223, 233, 1267,
1270, 1256, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312,
1313, 13141319, 1321, 1323, 1322,
1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1332,1337,
1338, 1320, 1296, 1084, 1085, 1276,

1377, 14131420

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

21 4,5,24,41,51, 62, 76, 91, 98, 104, 10

116, 118, 121, 126, 13P41, 143, 160,
170, 182, 199, 204, 1246, 223, 233,
1267, 1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312,
1313, 1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323,
1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1332,1337,
1338, 1320, 1335, 10840&5, 1377,

14131420, 14131420

4.3 Movement
Network/V11

Respondent suggests that area off Newport Road near to Frosts Garder
Centre and along railway line should be a grepace for accesato
Woburn Sands by foot or bicycle only.

The pinciples applied elsewhere in MK should be applied to the SEMK
development.This shouldtonsider densityf housing, green open space,
freedom of movement and life in safe, pleasant environment.

Respondents suggest that H10 should be extended eastwards to Newpc
Road (and then beyond to the A421/M1 J13) to previovides free
movement of traffic from the South East corner of MK and give relief alol
the A421. Most noted it should be a full grid road. Some respondents no
that this should not use existing access from Church Farm as this splits |
Crescentini 62 | yR Kl & WI i @iknBefale 0 QRS
long term plans for 3000 homes north of Aspley Guise and possibility of
development being serviced through A421 but with new roundabouts it v
increase delays for MK residents wishing to join M1 J13 therefore the lar
north of AspleyGuise should be protected. A respondent noted extensiol
of H10 eastwards will provide access from the south of SEMK into CMK.
it will not facilitate residents from south of thaiil linetravelling to M1 J13.

V11 must be extended South, through the reserved corridor. Crossings ¢
Holst Crescent and Morley Crescent must be grade separated. Without
traffic is forced across to the A5 or V10, which fattee threat of closure at
Bow Brickhill level crossing, instead of a recognition that it must remain
open.

The SPD haunulti-functionalgreen buffer planned runninglong
the railway line and extending into the edge of development clo
to WoburnSands.

The SPD was prepared with tbensiderationof policies wihin
Plan:MK anatonsiderghose matters.

The SPD cannot provide details of the laise for areas outside
the red line of the allocation. The SPD provides primary and
reserved movement network with details on highway access an
Public Transport. Desigaquirementscan be found in Table 4.2
Street Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can bedund in Table 4.2 Street Hierarchy
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measugerequired in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.
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22 45,24,41,51, 676, 91, 106, 116, 118
121, 139141, 143, 160, 170, 199, 204
223, 233, 1267, 1270, 1309, 1310, 131
1312, 1313, 1314, 1319, 1321, 1322,
1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, 1331,
1332,1337, 1338, 1320, 1084, 1085,
14131420, 14131420

4.3 Movement
Network/V10

Despit the V10 not being in SEMK, the impact from SEMK will be contre
LINEZ LJ2
to Woburn Sands, as there is no justification for building a compromised

tftryYay t2tA0& /¢Hn . @ ¢tKS

road connection.

The transport strategyeflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site Plan: MK.The detailed
design of highways interveiains will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require

in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the deited design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

23 4,5,24,41,51, 62, 76, 91, 104, 106, 1. 4.3 Movement
116, 118, 121, 13941, 143, 160, 170, Network
199, 204, 223, 233, 1252, 1267, 127C
1309, 13D, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314,
1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325
1330, 1331, 1332,1337, 1338, 1320,
1335, 1084, 1085, 141B420

Grid roads provide more routing options, faster emergency service acce: Noted. Noamendmentsrequired.
and give future proofing. (Plan:M®olicies CT1, A3 & A4 apply here and

define the specification for a grid road, including grade separation, width

noise mitigation, etc.).

Respondents raised concerns over current status of health services and An overarcing Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
general need for healtinfrastructure(comments on inadequate provision Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning

and oversubscription of GP practicesy,Asplands Medical) dental obligations regime for Milton Keynes will continue as it currently
surgeries and need for hospital).dst of those noted that appropriate stands. In the case of this development, this will be a number o
provision of healthcare should be provided based on the projected individual S106 Agreeents entered into in compliance with an
population growth and needs underlined by NHS. Some commented on overarching MK Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a
increased demand on existing services generally following prior contribution is made to infrastructure costs through Tariff
development. payments for each unit of development.

24 4,5,7,14, 17, 23, 24, 24, 25, 27, 28, 3( 5.2 Infrastructure
31, 32, 36, 37, 40, 41, 43, 8D, 62, 64, delivery/health
65, 72, 73, 75, 76, 79, 83, 89, 90, 91, ¢

98, 100, 103, 104, 106, 107, 110, 112

115, 117, 121, 127, 13941, 143, 144,

146, 148, 155, 160, 170, 171, 181, 18:
164, 199, 204, 207, 211, 1233, 1239,

1246, 223, 225, 233, 1263, 1267, 126!
1270,1289, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312,
1313, 1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323,

1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1288,
1332,1337, 1338, 1320, 1335, 1370,
1376, 1384, 1084, 1085, 1434, 1399,
1258, 1397, 1260, 1385, 1392, 1393,
1365, 1386, 1413420
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25 4,57,14, 24, 24, 25, 31, 32, 40, 41, 4:

5.2 Infrastructure

51, 62, 7679, 89, 90, 91, 98, 103, 104 delivery/schools

106, 107, 108, 110, 112, 121, 141, 14
144, 160, 170, 182, 164, 199, 204, 201
1246, 223, 233, 1263, 1267, 1270, 13C
1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319,
1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1330,
1331, 1332,1337, 1338, 1341, 1320,
1084, 1085, 1434, 1399,1365, 1413
1420

26 4,5,14,17, 23, 24, 25, 31,41, 43,51, ¢
76, 91, 104, 106, 108, 121, 141, 143

157, 160, 170, 198, 199, 204, 206, 124

223, 233, 1263, 1267, 1270, 1309, 131
1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319, 1321

1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, 1331

1332, 1337, 1338, 1295, 1320, 1335

1084, 1085, 1413420

27 4,5,17,19, 21, 24, 25, 41, 50, 51, 62
75,76, 77, 83, 91, 100, 104, 106, 107

108, 109, 111, 112, 115, 121, 141, 14

160, 170, 177, 178, 199, 204, 1246, 22
233, 12671270, 1281, 1309, 1310,
1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1321, 1322
1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1332
1337, 1338, 1320, 1084, 1085, 1258
1394, 1365, 1366, 141B420, 1404

1406

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery/community
facilities

4.5.2 Density

Respondents noted the need for appropriate school provision. Most note SPDaddresseshe needs in accordance with Policy SD11
that Primary and secondary schools should be built well ahead of housir

completions and their occupationh8rtage of school places within the site

would cause additional traffic and oversubscription of the existing school

Some respondents also added the need for nursey and toddler facilities.

was noted that local schools are often filled with childremdracross the

borders. Early years provision should be met on site.

Retail and community facilities shidube provided within SEMK as houses Phasing chapter was amended. An overarching Section 106
get build. Some respondents noted additionally ttre existingprovision ageement, known as the Tariff Framework Agreement, will be
within Woburn Town Centre is inadequate to address the needs of the  established.

SEMK residents.

The higher densities planned are out of keeping and uncharacteristibdo Indicative average residential densities are provided in the

neighbouring areas. Some stated that planned densities particularly on - Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of

boundaries, should be comparable with the densities of the existing residential densities to provide for

adjacent settlements. Some noted that buildings of more than 2 storeys diversity and varying character across the site Wither densities

should be avoidedSome stated tht there should be clear density limitin  towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi

the SPD. Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
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28 45,124,125, 29, 41,51, 62, 76, 91, 10-

106, 121, 126, 140, 141, 141346, 160,
170, 182, 204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270,
1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314,
1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325,
1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1340,

1320, 1084, 1085, 1377, 141320

29 45,24,41,51,62,76, 77,91, 104, 10
121, 126, 140, 141, 143, 146, 160, 17
182,204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270, 1309
1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319,
1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1330,
1331, 1332, 1337, BB, 1340, 1320,

1084, 1085, 1377, 141B420

30 5,41, 54,120, 122, 160, 183, 220, 134
1357, 1433

31 5,24,31,41,51,62,72, 76,77, 80,9
98, 101, 102, 104, 106, 112, 116, 11&
121, 126, 133, 139,41, 143, 144, 146,
160, 170, 171, 199, 204, 1246, 223, 2&
1267, 1270, 1281, 1309, 1310, 1311,
1312, 1313, 1314, 1319, 1321, 1322,
1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1332,
1337, 1338, 1320, 1396, 1084, 1085,
1260, 14131420

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

General comment

4.5.2 Density

The development site Wiaffect the tributaries to Caldecotte Brook and the
adjacent flood risk areas comprising Old Farm Park, Browns Wood, Tilbi
and Caldecotte. Some noted existing drainage issn&¥ebber Heath.

Concerns raised over Caldecotte Brook drainage capacity (reference me
to previous overflow issues and flood damages caused due to drainage
overload where terminus at WHesmill Lane and appropriate interventions
by The Parks Trust resolved the issue.) Designed of culverted section of
Caldecote Lake deemed to be inadequatieere is a need to learn lessons
from this. Other mentioned capacity issues at caldecotte lakeresedi for
studies ofcapacityto be undertaken prior further development.

Respondentaised concerns over developments around Woburn sands a
or Wavendon that are causing construction traffic. It was notedde

that Woburn Sands is a destination for people to enjoy/ live in an open
countryside. The ROW network and associated openespwill be lost for
future generations.

Higher densities could result in decraasithe level of green
amenities/open spaces amenities. Some gave Ref to overall density of :
dph should be reinstated in the SPD (as it was mentioned during Cabine
Advisory Group (CAG) meeting). Higher density areas with surrounding
spaces are nafesirable. Some mentioned that SEMK should accommoc
a mix of residential densities to provide for diversity and varying characte
across the site, with lower densities towards the edges of existing
developments. In Plan:MK Policy HN1 section Citsetsi &b S R
proposals for 11 or more new dwellings should balance making efficient
2F fIyR ¢AGK NBaLSOGAYy3d GKS &dzNN
proposal to allow a density of up to 50 dph on the southern side of the
railway adjacento the 30 dph of the existing settlements on the northern
side of the railway in Old Farm Park is totally at odds with this policy. So
noted the physical, mental and environmental benefits of access to gree
space.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) drnapalicable
local guidance documents.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FHRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevaimformation such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) and all applice
local guidance documents.

The Open Space network was amended to additionalleisure
routes and buffers.

Indicative average residential deris are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, tacomplement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
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32 5, 24, 41, 51, 62, 76, 80, 91, 98, 101. 4.3 Movement There is no evidence base to support any of the movement frameworks The transport strategy reflected in the development framework

104, 106, 112, 116, 118, 121, 126, 141 Network the SEMK SPD. Withauew evidence Milton Keynes policies must apply ¢ for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the

141, 143, 144, 146, 160, 170, 171, 18: follows: O2dzy OAt Qa &GNF GSIAO (NI & L2 N
199, 204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270, 130¢ w tNRLISNI ftAy1F-3S 2F {9aY (2 ayY | appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319, w ¢KS NBIljdZANBYSyYy(d T2 Nisubtliing 8l @8t 2 Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in
1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, devastate the adjacent areas. accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1340, 1320, w ! RKSNEBy O 6r grid 2oads)2etiviayd Agfade s@paration, sound  on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
1335, 1084, 1085, 1399, 141320 and pollution buffering etc. informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined

GKS adFrNIz gAftf 0S8 adzdx SySy
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East WeRail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.
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33 5,24, 36,4143, 47, 48, 51, 62, 76, 80,
91, 99, 100, 106, 109, 112, 116, 118,
121, 126, 127, 131, 134, 139,141, 14!
155, 160, 170, 192,193, 199, 204,222
233, 1224. 1250, 1267, 1270, 1293,
1304, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313,
1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324,
1325,1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338,
1340, 1320, 1084, 1085, 1260,
1342,1365, 1366, 1418420

34 5,14, 24,4151, 62, 76, 80, 91, 106, 1:
121, 126, 131, 139141, 143, 160, 170,

199, 204, 192, 193,223, 233, 1267,

1270, 221, 1309, 1311, 1310, 1312,

1313, 1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323,

1324, 1325, 1330, 1331, 1332, 1337,

1338, 1320, 1084, 1085, 1261, 1386,

14131420

35 5,24,36, 41,51, 62, 75, 76, 80, 91, 10
106, 112, 121, 126, 13941, 143, 160,
170, 199, 204,223, 233, 1267, 1270,
1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314,
1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325,
1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1320,
1084, 1085, 1413420

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network/
Expressway

4.3 Movement
Network

Concerns raised over unknows in regards to EWR project (reference ma
long term delivery of the project and the main consideration beingttain
services not needs of MK residents) and the need to undertake strategic
transport study. Some stated that there is no strategic transport study fo
the site. MK South group suggested that the study includes: should inclu
w {9aY RS@ZSmddf &g dn founadacentarishes plus
Aspley Guise, Ashland & Simpson, Bletchley, Eaton Leys and so on.

w [/ KdZNODK CFNY o6{[!noo

w !'num 58@St2LSyid o6{[!'mMZ H YR
w 91ad 28ai 9ELINBaasgl e

w 9Fad 28aid whAto

w {2dziK /}ftRSO2GGS®

w {2dzikK . fSimkt Se RS@St 2LI¥S

w aAR SRa LXIya F2NJ GKS I NBI yS$§
w .26 . NAOIKAfEX 226dNYy {lFyRa |y
w .26 . NAROJIKAff YR 220dNy {|} yR&

In the absence of a study, provision must be made in the SPD to
accommocte multiple solutions. Some stated that the SEMK is to be
delayed since no finalisation of agreed alignment of routes and impact o
new development (SLA's) took place and infrastructure needs have not |
assesseget.

concerns raised over Oxford Cambridge Expressway proposal and it ir
on SEMK. One resident suggested MKC should, with local MPs, argue t
the Expressway is 'unpaused,’ traffic should be diverted along a fully due
A421, rather than permit an expressway.

The SPD should consider change of patterns cause by the pandemic.

The transport strategy reflected ithe development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Document has beerppred in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
the start, will be supplemented by the develdp@® & 2 6y
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting fom EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

The expressway was cancelled on 18.03.2021.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigatioeasures
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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36 5,24, 41, 51,3, 76, 80, 91, 97, 101,
106, 112, 116, 121, 13M41, 143, 144,

160, 170, 182, 199, 204,223, 233, 126
1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313,
1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324,
1325, 1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338,

1340, 1320, 1084, 1085, 141320

37 5,24,41,51,62,72,73,76, 77, 91, 1(

112, 116, 118, 121, 13941, 143, 146,

160, 170, 199204, 206,223, 233, 1267
1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313,
1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324,
1325, 1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338,

1320, 1084, 1085, 1418420

38 5,24, 25, 41, 51, 62, 76, 77, 91, 106.
112, 116, 118, 121, 140,141, 1480,
170, 199, 204, 1246,223, 233, 1267,
1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313,
1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324,
1325, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1320,

1084, 1085, 1413420

39 5,24,41,51, 62,76, 91, 104, 106, 11
116, 118, 121, 13941, 143, 144, 146,
160, 170, 199, 204, 223, 233, 1267,
1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313,
1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323,
1324,1325, 1330, 1331, 1332, 1337,
1338, 1320, 1084, 1085, 141320

4.3 Movemen
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Financial viability should not be the matter for consideration in choosing
movement network. Lack of appropriate links in the form of bridges wou
have an impact on communities, healthcare access and education acce:

Respondents expeet continuation of the grid roads asistacknowledgeth
Plan:MK Policies CT2, A1, A2 & A3 and CT8 A, C & D as well as the Mil
Keynes Transport Vision and Strategy LTP3 2011 to 2031. The SPD shc
explicitly require grid road extensions. Some notedttthey would connect
SEMK to Bow Brickhill

All road crossings must be grade separated. That is, use ursf&pand

not zebra or traffic light crossings. Example of areas near Central MK ne
¢KS 1dzo YR /2dzyiSaa 21F& Ay . NEd
risk of serious or fatal accidents. Ref made to Plan:MK Policies CT1 A5
A4 & A6, CT3 Al & A3

The greeninfr & G NHzOG dzNB L) | ya &aKz2dzZ R 6$
{ LI OSQ aSO0A 2 y4209of ihedSPD. FS¢cRon 4. 20382 Q.
concerning open space areas for play including minimum size, serving 6
metre catchment areas, separation buffercachecks for conflict with other
green infrastructure functions should be adhered to and be detailed on
future masterplans, so that these are visible and resonate to future infill.

The transport strateg reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and has bec
used to inform the developnre framework. Various scenarios
have been modelled with different bridge crossings. As part of
future Planning Applications, the developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the trafficegerated by the site. This will
0S AYT2N¥SR o0& (G(KS O2dzyO0Af Q&
necessary, include additional local traffic data collection

The detailed design of highways interventions, including any
landscaping proposals, will lpeepared,and reviewed at the
planning application stage. The developer will produce a Trans|
Assessment which ideifies any mitigation measures required in
response to the traffic generated by the site. The SPD provides
details in regards twhichroadswill be of grid road standard.

The detailed design of highways interventions, including any
landscaping proposals, crossings will be prepared and reviewet
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which identifies any mitigation measures
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. The SF
provides details in regards to whicbadswill be of grid road
standard. Please refer to SPD for location off grid road corridor:
and extensions.

Multi-functionalgreeninfrastructurereserves are planned in the
SPD alogeach side of grid roadarriageway(Para 4.2.3). Linear
parks network is planned to be extended as per Landscape anc
Open Space Strategy in the SPD.
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40 5,24,41,51,62,76,91,104, 106, 11 4.2 Landscapeand { SOG A2y nodHdHp HKAOK NBTSNEBYRZEREA ( Para4.2.2%ddresseshe need to provide a choice ekperience

116, 118, 121, 13941, 143, 144, 146, Open Space should be properly considered and serve the need for rudé games and need for wider stakeholder engagement when drawing
160, 170, 182, 19204, 223, 233, 1267 facilities. Appropriate stakeholder engagement should be considered. proposals for Neighbourhood Play Areas.

1270, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, Allotments and Sports provisions (sections 4.2.26 and 4.2.28) are vital tc

1314, 1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324 build a community and should be ddt&d on masterplans along with the

1325, 1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, area of the allocated space to ensure accuracy and provision.

1320, 1084, 1085, 141B420

41 5, 24,41,51, 62, 76, 91, 104, 106, 11. 5.2 Infrastructure The Focal Point Civic spasteould beallocated and detailed on the 2 local centers are providedhe local centre to the south of the
118, 121, 139141, 143, 146, 160,170, delivery/community masterplan and should be accessible to shops, schools, health, other loc site will include 0.6ha community reserve ditat could be used
182, 199, 204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270, facilities services and community facilities. The Community Hhdukl include retail ~ for a satellite health facility.
1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, and other facilities to meet local basic needs and should provide sufficiel
1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, space and parking for a mix of uses.

1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1320,
1084, 108514131420

42 5,24,41,51, 62, 76,91, 106, 112, 11 4.4 Land Use Section 4.4.18 suggests a potential relocation of the Woburn Sands stati The SPD was amended and includes primary and reserve
118, 121, 13914, 143, 160, 170, 199, For the avoidance of further uncertainty in the master plan, this should b movement network.
204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270, 1309, 131! either confirmed, and if not, other measure be putplace

1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319, 1321,

1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, 1331,

1332, 137, 1338, 1320, 1084, 1085,
14131420

43 5,24,41,47,51, 62, 76, 83, 91, 92, 1C 5.2 Infrastructure A specific strategy should be created and implemented to obtain develo} An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff

104, 106, 116, 118, 121, 126, 134, 413! Delivery contributions towards the necessaiyfrastructure and facilities mentioned. Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning

141, 143, 144, 146, 160, 170,199, 20« obligations regime for

1238, 223, 233, 1267, 226, 1270, 130! Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
1310,1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319, this devebpment, this will be a number of individual S106

1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1330, Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1320, 1084, Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
1085, 14131420 infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.
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44 5,25,41,51, 62, 76, 91, 104, 106, 11t
118, 121, 139141, 143, 144, 160, 170,
199,204,223, 233, 1267, 1270, 1281,
1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314,
1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325,
1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1320,

1084, 1085, 1413420

45 5,24,41,51, 62,76, 91, 104, 106, 11.
118, 121, 13941, 143, 144, 160, 170,
199,204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270, 1309
1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 1319,
1321, 1322, 323, 1324, 1325, 1330,

1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1340, 1320,

1084, 1085, 1413420

46  5,24,41,51, 62,76, 91, 104, 106, 11
116,118, 121, 13941, 143, 160,
170,199, 204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270,
1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314,
1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325,
1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1340,

1320, 1084, 1085, 141B420

4.5.2 Chareter and
Density

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

t2ftA0& 1 bm aSOiGAz2y |/ TFdz2NIKSNJ

adl

encouraged in locations with good accessibility to facilities, that are well
served by public transport, and where it can be accommodated by existil

orimproved inft & G NHzOG dzNBé & {9ayY @At f

y 2

facilities initially. With DRT replacing the noommercially viable bus
services, MRT not yet being available, public transport is inadequate.

Having a railway station is not the answer in isolatignS O G A 2 y

YR bSAIKo2dRBERRYéT ®dwoa il (54

an
dz

housing would support the establishment of improved public transport
services, for example mass transit corridors, this will be encouraged,
provided the quality of deslopment is in line with the requirements of
other policies within this plan and infrastructure can support greater

02y OSYyilNriliAzya 2F Kz2dzAaSK2f Ra
not yet been established, this cannot be used to justify higleersity
housing.

Ay

Reference made to issuesth CaldecotteBrook during development of
Walnut Tree and Walton Park settlements. Diversion of broak fnatural
course to an underground course running under houses and into Caldec
Balancing Lake. Inlet pipage believedo be not wide enough to deal with
the fastmovingdetritus that accompanies high water flow during heavy
rain. The inlet is proteed with a steel grid that can block under the certait

conditions. Such mistakes should be avoided.

Independenthydrological study of Caldecotte Brook should be undertake
(details of what should it intel where provided and options for funding it v

$106).

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contributiomiade to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FHRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into onsideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) and all applice
local guidance documents.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore,llanew
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) and all applice
local guidance documents.
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47 5,24,41,51, 62,76, 91, 104, 106, 11: 4.68 Surface Water, Consideration should be given to appropriate SUDS features (examples

116, 118, 121, 13941, 143, 144, 160, Drainage and
170, 199, 204, 223, 233, 1267, 1270, Flooding
1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314,

1319, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325,
1330, 1331, 1332, 1337, 1338, 1340,
1320, 1084, 1085, 1418420

provided and ref made to Bedfordshire Internal Drainage Board and Ang
Water as specialist in the field). Concerns over erosion due tdifigovas
raised (issues reported already on that matter by residents in Ireland Clc
behind Berwald Close in Browns Wood and Bourton Low in Walnut Tree
Need for appropriate hydrological and drainage plans was noted. Some
noted climate change should ensidered.

Para 3.3.10 notes that SuDS should be integreféettivelyinto
the open space and greénfrastructurenetwork to assist in on
site water management and to protect against surface water
flooding. Wider concept plan (Fig 3idgntified indicative
strategic SuDS locations and Fig 4.8. All proposals will be reqt
to consider Policy FR2 Bfan:MK Need for SuDS isderlinedin
Para 4.6.8
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48

2.11 Utilities

Reference is made to a water pumping station on Bow Brickhill Road as Noted. Texreviewedto add clarity.

AK2gy 2y GKS dziAtAdGASE LI LYy LNRO
ownership includes both a water booster (WB) and a water reservoir (WI
andit site should be referenced as duin the Development Framework.
Woburn Sands receives water from Ampthill reservoir through a 242 mail
Water is taken from the two reservoirs and pumped to the Milton Keynes
area and Brickhill Copse reservoir. Three pumps numbered 1, 3 jpunthas
to Milton Keynes via an 800mm main whist the five others pump to Brick
Copse through a 242 distribution main. The Brickhill Copse pumps also f
into Woburn Sands directly. "The site at Woburn Sands has two
compartment reservoirs as follows: compartment vimg a capacity of
4546 cubic metres and compartment 2, 5683 cubic metres. As such the
Woburn Sands WB/WR site is critical to enabling Anglian Water to carry
its duties as a water undertaker. As such we would ask that the
Development Framework cleardgts out significance of this water supply
infrastructure and the infrastructure located on site should be considerec
part of the development of the South East Milton Keynes to ensure its
continuous use is not prejudiced by the neighbouring developmdatters
of noisefrom existing diesel generator and pumps should be considered
the layout of the proposed development and need to consider any furthe
water supply infrastructure which is provided on site by Anglian Water as
part of future investmenta enable the supply of water to our existing and
future customers. Reference is made to provide an easement width of 61
for existing water main located within the boundary of the site. However,
there is also a Lihch water main which crosses the site whis not shown
on the plan provided and this is to be amended (plan provided). In line v
n Policy FR1 of the MK Planaccess is to be safeguarded to these water
supply assets for maintenance purposes. Developers can apply to Anglii
Water to divert eisting water mains at their expense where needed to
enable the development. For clarityitould behelpful to be clear whether
the 6m distance is meant to be either side of the water main and refer to
the process for applying to Anglian Water for divensi where needed.
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50

51

52

General comment
on terminology

4.6 Sustainability

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

Fig 4.10

There are a number of references to Sustainable Drainage Systemg,(Su
but the terminology varies throughout the document. Anglian Water fully
supports the incgporation of SuDs to addresses the risk of surface water
and sewer flooding and which have wider benefits including water qualit
tF N} mMco 2F G(G(KS bttC dzasSa G(KS @S
has replaced the term Sustainable Urban DrainageeBystlt is suggested
that the Development Framework should be amended for consistency w
the NPPF and refer to this term.

Reference is made to development proposals complying with the
requirements irrespect of water use as set out in Policy SC1 of the adop
MK Plan. However, there is no further explanation of what information
should be provided as part of any planning application or how this shoul
feature as part of the design of the South EastdilKeynes.

We would expect development proposals to demonstrate they have met
improved upon the water efficiency standard for residential development
(110 litres/per person/per day). As well as demonstrating how waterse
measures namely water reusad recycling and rainwater harvesting have
been maximised as part of the development.

Respondent supports the incorporation of SuDS to addresses the risk of
surface water and sewer flooding and which have wider benefits includir
water quality.

However, we would suggest that consideration be given to how to
incorporateboth SUDs and water t@se measures as part of an integrated
approach to water management and this should be referenced in the
Development Framework.

The easement for the water main ad@-inchwater main is not shown on
this plan. Similarly, there is no reference made to watense measures
and the extent to which these could be integrated with SuDSiten
[Anglian Water proded a map of water supply assets]

Text amended.

This is not a matter for the SPD. Local List of validation
requirements provides details on what an application should
consider.

Policy SC1 of Plan:Middresseshe needto incorporate reuse
and recycle of water and also rainwatearvesting into
developmentsvhere possible to reduce demand on mains watel
supply, subject to viability. Proposals in SEMK will be expected
comply with this policy and maximise the use of the above
measures subject to the outcome of the viability assesnt.

Plans were updated.
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53 7,17, 36, 43, 54, 61, 73, 84, 86, 90, 9 4.3 Movement
102, 105, 167, 165, 192, 193, 1237, Network/EWR
1238, 1240, 201, 1297, 1288, 1260

54 7,43, 61, 83, 84, 85, 86,96, 97, 100, 1( 4.3 Movement
115, 143, 187, 188, 190, 195 Network/EWR

55 7,61, 84, 86, 90, 96, 165, 1297 4.3 Movement

Network/EWR

56 7,15, 17, 36, 43, 61, 64, 84, 86, 96, 11 4.3 Movement
180, 165, 195, 1245, 224, 1299, 1261 Network/H10
1260, 1379

Respondents raised concerns over impact of the housing development
together with the proposals from Network Rail. General concerns over
access and unity of the site. Main concerns raised were around need no
move the railway station from its current pition and its Victorian origins,
closingof the level crossing resulting in no access to the High Street from
Newport Road and dividing the community, cause a detrimental effect or
the town, itsresidents and woodland area. Many notldkspedestrian
acess across the rail line. Some said that we must ensure fair access fo
residentgbusiness and a short journey in either direction along Newport
Station Roads shouldn't be made extensive and prolonged.

Concerns raised over lack of strategic road transport study and clarity o\
who will fund the infrastructure needed to cross the rail line (bridges,
crossings).

Respondenprefers forthe level crossings to be closed for longer period ¢
timesrather than not having them at all since his will have negative
economic impact on Woburn Sands High street, increasdfic, and
pollution. Some respondents note that Woburn Sands High Street shouli
protected

Respondent stated that proposed H10 extension to the Newport Road a:
part of the grid road network will potentially increase the traffic on the
Newport Road. Some noted that this road should be a B grade road onl
is the Newport Road itself. It willso add further pollution to nearby
residents and potentially require demolition of some properties. Some w
concerned the H10 extension would increase traffic noise in the area ani
increase traffic in Woburn Sands/Wavendon generally, affecting thegeill
way of life'. A respondent requested that it has a speed limit of 30/40mpl
with thick buffers, natural hedgerows giving wildlife corridors and cycle
ways which will dampen the inevitable traffic noise.

Noted.Commentgelate to EWR matters. IT is R/Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings.

An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Framework Agreement, will be estédiled. The planning
obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreememthereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.

Noted.Commentgelate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movemetwork with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
interventions will be reviewed at the planning applicatioags.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

60



56

57

58

7, 61, 84, 85, 86, 96, 179, 195, 224, 4.3 Movement
1268, 1277, 1288, 1335, 1400, 1397, Network
1394, 1399

7,17, 36, 43, 61, 64, 75, 84, 86, 92, 9t 4.3 Movement
115, 187, 188, 190, 224, 1315, 1288, Network/V10
1397, 1399, 1365

7, 1264, 1338, 1395, 1396 4.2 Landscape and

Open Space

Part of the road planto create a bypass from Newport Road just north of
the new development adjacent to Frosts, past the fishing lakes to Bow
Brickhill Road is totally unacceptable. Traffic would enter Woburn Sands
via Bow Brickhill Road. The altetive plan that the bypass would bridge
over Bow Brickhill Road through the allotments and Edgewick Farm at tr
corner of The Leys and Hardwick Road is totally unacceptable. Hardwicl
Road and The Leys form part of the heritagéown and already suffer &m
excess traffi® ¢tKSeR2y ! @SydzS y2iSR (2
suffers from inadequate traffic calming measures implemented when the
Parklands estate was developed. Edgewick farm health anebeialy
benefits werehighlighted,and it was oted that this area should remain
undeveloped to prevent increase in pollution (as it's against climate theo
and Woburn Sands is already limited on green space per capita). Some
mention the increase in traffic poses risksp@destrians, cyclistgndschool
children. Some added that Woburn Sands would ceasisi,and the high
street will be cutoff from the other side of Newport Road.

Proposals to extend the grid road system through the new estate linking
to the Bow Brickhill Road will effecéily make this country road into an H1:
which is extremely unacceptable. Some noted that the proposed grid ro
extension, Woodleys Road along the eastern side adjacent to the buffer
zone will destroy the natural green buffer and/or potentially substaltial
increase traffic entering Woburn Sands into the Leys, Hardwick Road or
Theydon Avenue.

The green buffers should tegger,and number of homes reducetlarge
CountryPark should be created.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms o
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appexdi of the
SPD.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4 2e8t Hierarchy
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in rese to the

traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The site is required to deliver approximately 3000 homes as pe
policy SD11 in Plan:MK. The SPD had been revisduLiffed
areas had been increased widtdditionalgreen access links addec
to provide everbetter connectivity.
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59 8, 4.3 Movement

Network

60 8 4.3 Movement
Network/V11
61 8 4.3Movement

Network/H10

Respondent supports extending the grid roads to the northern boundarir The detailed design of highways interventioimgluding any
of the proposed development, each with a new endndabout, but not
within the boundaries of the proposed development. All roads within the

62dzy RI NASa 27
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Definitely NO grid roads within the boundaries of the proposed
development. Both the Bow Brickhilb& and Newport Road leading to

2206dNY {FyR& |

section 3.1.6, the impact of SEMK on these two roads and Woburn Sanc

should be (must be) minimised

NBE WDNI'RS . Q NEBI Ra

To extend V11 south to the north boundary with a bridge oherrailway
and with a new end roundabout immediately south of the bridge that will
the end point of the V11 grid road.

To extend the H10 East to the Notffast corner of the proposed

development with a new end roundabout that will be the end point of the

H10 grid road.

landscaping proposals, crossings will be prepared and reviewet
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which identifies any mitigation measures
required in response to the traffic generated by tite. The SPD
provides details in regards to whicbadswill be of grid road
standard. Please refer to SPD for location off grid road corridor:
and extensions.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarct
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigion measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway accesand Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce adnsport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the sulssion of a
planning application.
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62 8, 1303 4.3 Movement

Network/V10

63 9 4.5.2 Density

64 9, 10, 1254, 1293, 1297, 1331, 1333, 4.3 Movement
1336, 1371, 1384, 1261, 1378 Network

65 9, 10, 14, 103, 112, 147, 1250 4.3 Movement
Network/

Expressway

The existing V10 to extend to the Sotest corner of the proposed
development with a new roundabout that will be the end point of the V1C
grid road. Some respondents would litkee e V10 to be extended all the
way to the A5 at Kelly's Kitchen roundabout.

All development should be south of the proposed H10 extension and av
from Wavendon.

Concerns raised over future traffic on Walton Road which is currently us
as a rat run. Some also had concerns that the village of Woburn Sands
including Theydon Awsould also become a rat run for M1 tfaf.

Some noted that Kingston Roundabout and beyond have been creating
traffic chaos on the eastern side of the city. The delays have been frustri
on all roads heading eastward and drivers looking for ways to "get rounc
the problem have been usingahValton Road. At peak times there is a
constant stream of traffic along an unsuitable village street.

Whilst | appreciate this will reduce once the roadwadnksbeen completed
there are always some, who wilbntinueto use it as a short cut. The
wholesde development of SEMK will create huge traffic problems, and w
we see today as a result of roadworks, will quickly become "the norm" ai
further "nail in the coffin" of Wavendon Village as a sustainable and
attractive village settlement. Some suggestreating a traffic plan.

Respondent raised concerns over the impact of expressway on the SEV
site. Some stated that it has not been fully decided and it willumdit
2025/30

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and veying character across the site with lower densitie
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of th:
SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application s&grhe developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposalghich would come through
the submission of a planning application.

The expressway was cancelled on 18.03.2021.
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66

67

68

69

70

71

11, 12 4.3 Movement
Network/V10
13 6. Next Steps
13 4.3 Movement
Network/H10
14 4.3 Movement
Network

14,79, 164, 200, 1235, 201, 1268, 127 4.3 Movement

1378 Network
14 4.3 Movement
Network

Respondents stated that the SPD should not be approved since it has n The SPD prové primary and reserved movement network with
grid road extensions and over bridge, there could be long queue, noise ¢ details on highway access and Public Transport. The detailed

Bow Brickhill level crossing. Increase of Traffic and noise will impact

Caldecotte residents.

Respondent noted that based on p.27 Mass Rapid Transit (MRT) route
appears to be heading out towards J13 which would, potentially cross th
Parish of Aspley Guise and requested more details of those plans.
Respondent noted that Aspléjuise PC are considering the Milton Keyne:
to Bedford canal and details on MRT was requested. Respondent querie

what would the highways interventions cited on page 41 entail.

H10- Bow Brickhill Roasdincrease of likelihood of traffic approaching
Aspley Guise. Respondent notes proposed connection of the Bow Brick}
Road to the new H10 extension which will be expected to increased traft
routing way erroute to J13, which wuld lead the traffic through the
village of Aspley Guise, the proposed "Highway Intervention" for limiting

wider through movement notwithstanding.

All presented scenarios allow for ingress/egress in North/west direction

wSaLRyRSyid yz2a8a (KK
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Respondent supports movement network with 3 bridges.

GKSNB
between the railway and the M1. The movement network concept for SE
NI FF
through residential areas and country lané hese include, but sure not

limited to, TheydonAvenue, The Leys, Hardwick Road and Walton Road.

design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will éhtify any mitigation measures required
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

The detail highway interventions will be reviewed at planning
application stag. Matters of MRT have to be considered outside
of thisconsultationsince they are not matters for the SPD to
consider.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transjiesign
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessmetitvill
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning aplication.

Noted. No changes required.

The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. Bise measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
SPD.
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72

73

73

74

14 4.3 Movement
Network

14 4.3 Movement
Network/H10

14 4.3 Movement
Network/H10

14, 26, 43, 47 , 56, 72, 91,110, 113, 4.5.2 Density
1330, 1299, 1360

¢KS LINRPLIZASR GKATKgl & AyGaSNBSyGaA
and Woodleys Road would block access to Woburn Sands from the We:

The existing H10 grid road is incorrectly shown on figures 4.2, 4.3 and 4
The current grid road stops at the roundabout joining Britten Grove and
Gregories Drive. Many primary school children from Old Farm Park atter
Wavendon Gate School and will have to cross the proposed extension tc
H10 grid road at Byrd Crescent. Thiex@o consideration about how these
children are supposed to cross a higiieed road. A pedestrian/cycling
redway underpass is essential.

It is unclear if BritterGrove and Gregories Drive will still connect to the H:
or if Wavendon Gate and Old Farm Park will remain connected for vehic
Impact on traffic flows within these residential areas could be significant.

Respondent suggests that there should not be an area of maximum den
and overall low density should be maintained as per surrounding area.
Many noted lower density should be required for all housing adjacent to
existing settlements of Woburn Sandavendon, and Bow Brickhill. Since
the eastern half of SEMK is in the parish of Woburn Sands it is particulal
important that the density and balance of housing in this area are
compatible with the existing provision in the parish. Respondents also nc
that lower density would give more provision of green space.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be prepared
and reviewed at the planning application stagee Tieveloper will

produce a Transport Assessment which identifies any mitigatior
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s

The SPD drawings were amended following consultation.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movemetwork with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning applicatioags.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character acrosg tite with lower densities
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
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76

77

78

14, 214, 215, 1242, 1269, 1271, 1272 5.2 Infrastructure
1279, 1284, 1294, 1326, 1298335, delivery

1380, 1387
14 6. Next Steps
15 General comment
15, 16, 179, 1261 4.3 Movement

Network/H10

Transport links and bridges are completed before housing development
starts. Some respondents said grid roads to should be built before
development, this should include proper road connections to M1 and oth
main routes to prevent journeysutting through existingestablished
villages. Someespondentsote that the Bletchley/Bedford railway running
through the villages makes planning (infrastructure before expansion)
anything but straightforward. Other respdants state that the MRT should
also be on place before expansion starts. Some respondents believe the
building the wrong movement network and ttefrastructureto support it
will destroy thequality of life for residents old and new. No infrastructure
no houses!

Existing ROWSs to be passable during construction phase.

Respondent is against the development happening on greenfield site an
notes various species that can be observed in the areas. General wellbe
and health benefits are listed.

H10 should not become a backdoor to Expressway or a rat run for lorrie
heading to and from the M1. Some noted it would become a southern
bypass and separate the communities intoQthersnoted that a bypass
will not solve the traffic problem

The updated SPD contains update on phasing and need for eal
delivery of the infrastructure.

ROW and possiblgiversionswill be considered at planning
application stage.

Matters ofbiodiversityof the site will be reviewed in detail at
planning ajplication stage.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wii
details on highway access and Public Transport. The detailed
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application sage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposalavhich would come through the
submission of a planning application. The expressway was
cancelled on 18/03/2021 by the government.
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79 15,17, 21, 30, 36, 37, 47, 48, 64, 90, ¢ 4.2 Landscape and The area around to the west of Woburn Sands should be turned intoa The SPD highlights that the lake will form part of the wider

107, 108, 111, 131, 149,192,193, 195 Open Space country park. Some stated it should include the fishing lake. Comments multifunctionalbuffer. Para 4.2.10 states that the fishing lake
1230, 1231, 1239, 1249, 1291316, were made around protecting the orchards. the buffer zimenediately to  should be mad@ubliclyavailable. Future management of the sit
1379, 1393, 1374, 1366 the west of Woburn Sands, which includes the fishing lakes, should becc will be condilered in the future with the proposal that the Parks

GKS 2206d2Ny {lyRa [/ 2dzyiNE t I NJ I O Trusttakes offer of future management of the linear parks addit
aySgeé 2206dNY {yRad ¢KAA& &I & 2NR tothe existing network.

Millennium Funding Bid but dinot proceed due to lack of funds. Some

suggest the buffer should be a continuous leisure corridor and extend frc

Caldecott Brook and link to the Wavendon Park on the old golf course.

Comments suggested that Parks Trust should manage the country park.

Details on what the park could offer were provided.

80 15, 16, 138, 192, 193, 1245, 1250, 23 4.2 Landscape and Respondents made recommendations around extending Wavendon bul The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
238, 1299, 1261, 1352, 1260 Open Space which included widening it bstretchingit from the west boundary with with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetier
Walton across Church Farm (currently no buffer there) up to Phoebe lan connectivity.
along the northern edge of SEMK and includhmyarea east of the fields.
Phoebe lane should be preserved as much as possible with measiotes
as protection of hedgerows. Some noted thighvendonfieldsapartments
require buffering along western and southern boundaries. Comments w
made onwhat the Wavendon buffer which was welcomed but is lacking
widening south of the existing recreation ground (should be at least 1001
its narrowest point, needs buffering from the H10; green buffers need to
adequate for the eventuality of H10 becomiagnore major road. No
protection for the west side of the village, including Church Farm (this is
missing from the outline Church Farm plans). No provision for loss of
country walks and wildlife habitat. Wavendon fields buffer should have
views to the sath, linkcountry laneand bridleway headingpwards
caldecotte brook. The buffer would flow into green leisure route through
adjacent fields to the 'Wavendon Park' Mpmvidedhow it should look.
Changes would create buffessnilarto other settlementsbuffers.
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81

82

83

84

85

16, 122, 168, 192, 193, 1230, 1231, 4.3 Movement

1250, 1260

17, 115,

Network

General comment

17, 36, 43, 108, 111, 115, 188, 187, 1¢ General comment

217, 1315, 1316, 1391, 1367

17,138

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

17, 36, 43, 6492, 107, 108, 115, 1269, 4.3 Movement

1305

Network/V11

Respondents suggests that the transport study of the impacts of the SEl w ¢ KSNB K| &

proposals orni.e., Newport Road, Walton Road, Lower End Road and
Cranfield Road isompleted,and appropriate measures are put in place to
mitigate against increased traffic flows.

The development should be green and emphasise pedestrian and cycle
routes, linked into the grid road system to the north, and respects the
integrity and identify ofVoburn Sands, Bow Brickhill, and Wavendon.

Respondents commented on the provision of the housing in the Swan H
area north of Woburn Sands railway station. Some opposed to this
development since it would result in the loss of the only green space
separating this existing settlement to the northitivthe expansion of Milton
Keynes.

Respondent suggested that additional linear green buffer is needed alon
the southern edge of the development to protect the fgesalow on the
northern side of Bow Brickhill Road. Some suggest it should be expande
100m.

Grid Roads should form access to, not through this development . Some
stated that the extension of the V11 through the state and linking to Bow
Brickhill Road, is equally unacceptable.

0SSy GN}XFFAO Y2R
Strategic Traffic Model: MKMMM) for the SE MK allocation as |
of the evidence base to Plan MK, and subsequent to this to infi
the development framework. Various scenarios have been
modelled with different bridge crossings and the H10 being
extended through to Newport Road or not.

w ¢KAAa Y2RStftAy3as +Fa ¢Sttt I|a
modal connectivity, has informed the draft development
framework for the site comprising two bridgeossings, with the
preferred option now being a V10 crossing broadly in line with
existing level crossing, and a crossing to the eastern edge of th
site (referred to as Woodleys Road in the framework).

w & LINI 2F GKS { %hedevelogerfwilly y
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. This wi
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellir
and analysis. Where deemed necessarywhisinclude additional
local traffic data collection.

Noted. Additional open spaces and leisure routes were added.

Noted. Additionalbuffers provided in that area.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity.

Desigrrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street
Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network.
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86

87

88

89

90

17, 108, 224, 201, 1295 4.3 Movement

Network

17,168, 1283, 1315, 1338, 1295, 139
1360

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

17, 47, 64, 115, 1251 5.2 Infrastructure

delivery/schools

17, 43, 64, 217, 1289, 1385, 1399, 13t 4.5.2 Density

18, 77,94, 96, 102, 152, 1371, 1386 General comment

Speeds of traffic should be limited throughout to 30 mph for new
developments. The proposals for roads supporting speeds between 40 t
mph are incompatible with the aims of sustainability. Some respondents
specifically said Newport Rd should be 30 mpt mentionedconfusion on
the left-handside as you approach Wavendon fréffoburnSands as

i K S hd&e@déiric speed sign suggesting to keep to 30 mph when the sp
limit is 40 mph for that area.

The G&T site should be Eted in the extreme west of the site as close as
possible to the proposed industrial site e.g. being developed south of
Caldecotte. Some noted it should be in close proximity to Baakhillrail
station as it conforms more to principles set out in 4.4l 4.4.7

Respondent supports school provision within the site.

SEMK is the southernmost estate in MK bordering on an area of outstan
natural beauty, the Greensand Ridge to the south and shatld reflect

the rural nature of this southern edge of Milton Keynes by much lower
densities of housing than those proposed. The size of this developmen
not sustainable or environmentally friendly to the surrounding areas, in
particular Woburn Sargland the AONB. One respondent suggested that
overall housing allocation (3000) is too high, as in order to provide bettel
green spaces the density needs to be increased to a point that is out of
keeping with local character.

Respondent is against the development since it will negatively impact
existing communities of Woburra8ds, Bow Brickhill and Wavendon.
Respondent questions the need for new homes in light of recent
completions in other parts of MK.

The SPD contains a table with desigquirementswhich ircludes
design speeds. The SPD caradilressspeedsoutside of the
allocation boundary. See Table 4.2 Street Hierarchy of Strategi
Movement Network

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.

Noted.

Indicative average residéal densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

Site is required to deliver approximately 3000 homes in line witt
Policy SD11 d*lan:MKand forms part of overall housing delivery
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91

91

91

92

93

94

4.3 Movement
Network

18, 161, 201, 1262, 1256, 113

18, 217, 1288, 1397, 1260, 1395 4.2 Landscape and

Open Space

18, 1239 General comment
18, 217, 1328 General comment
18 General comment

19, 54, 61, 67, 84, 86, 96, 113, 143, 1¢ General comment
217, 1263, 1276

Respondents noted issues with current road infrastructure and capacity
roads noting issues in relation to M1 and A5.

Respondentsiote possible negative impact on Greensand Ridge area o
AONB such as additional traffic, associgtetution, and habitat loss. Some
note that views from edge of Wavendon village would be affected.

Respondent made reference to MKC's Sustainability Strategy and the n
to consider sustainable construction options.

Respondents noted the need for affordable housing including social rent
properties tofulfil the local needs. One considered the proportion of
affordable homes in SEMK should be higher.

WCC added this could be via developers providing space for council hot
(or MKC developing this space itself), by looking at supportedaitf
schemesby working with partners to deliver truly affordable housing (not
2dzald Uly201 mmr: 2FF YEN)Q SG @Ot dS
ensure that levels of housing accessible to the many are maintained.

Comments made in relation to sustainable development overall as part ¢
national policy and role of certain organisations in the planning process.
Statistics were provided on urban sprawl.

Respondent stated that the work on SEMK SPD should be undertaken it
coordination with EWR, to ensure the two projects are aligned. Some st¢
work should be paused on the SPD until the crossings are known and th
funding.

Noted. There has bednaffic modelling undertaken (using the
MKC Strategic Traffic Model: MKMMM) for the SE MK allocatic
as part of the evidence base to Plan MK, and subsequent to th
inform the development framework. This modelling, as well as
other considerations sucas multi modal connectivity, has
informed the draft development framework for the site
comprising two bridge crossings, with the preferred option now
being a V10 crossing broadly in line with the existing level
crossing, and a crossing to the easterned§the site (referred to
as Woodleys Road in the framework). As part of the SE MK
Planning Application, the developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation required in respor
to the traffic generated by the site. ThislMbe informed by the
MKMMM, as well as more localised modelling and analysis. W¥
deemed necessary this will include additional local traffic data
collection.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had beemcreased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Future applications will assess patentialimpact
on the AONB.

Those will beeonsideredhrough planning application and at
building stage.

The Housing Mix will be reviewed at pfang application stage.

Those will beonsideredhrough planning application and at
building stage.

The SPD waamended,and it piovides primary and reserve
movement options. MKC will continue to engage with EWR.
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95

96

97

97

97

97

98

19, 47, 48, 137, 1239, 1263, 1304, 131 General comment
1316, 1370, 1384, 1399, 1391, 1367,
1365

19, 20, 21, 81, 82, 160, 183, 1284, 131 4.3 Movement
1323, 1329, 1435, 1386 Network

19, 66, 171, 1395 5.2 Infrastructure

Delivery

19,1263 6. Next Steps

19, 20, 21, 94, 110, 113, 116, 134, 16
171, 174, 1246, 1332, 1274, 1260

5.2Infrastructure
delivery

19, 89, 107, 165, 187, 188, 190, 205,
1239, 1251, 1263, 1384, 1396, 1399,
1394

6. Next Steps

22 General comment

Respondents stated that the consultation should be undertaken following
liting of Covidrestrictions,or second consultation undertaken following the
comments received. Some respondents found the consultation process
inadequate or too soon given the amausf housing already being built.

Any additional traffic from the site would cause more congestion and adc
the existing issues around Aspley Guise, Aspley Hill and/or Woburn Sar
getting to M1. Some also stated that traffic on Station Road in Bsigkhill
will also increae and cause considerable congestion. Some ask that a
northern route to the M1 be established. Some said this should not be
considered an appropriate route to the M1.

Respondent notes the need for varionfrastructuresuch as: a high street
shops , schools a village hall, a library, a swimming pool (preferably a lic
GP surgery, some parks, preferentigtle road junctions, etc. All these will
be essential for a suitable quality of life for the residents.

Respondent questions what traffic management will be used within the <

The necessary infrastructure should be delivered first. Some responden
identified that this infrastructure should include schools, surgies and
reservoirs.

respondents noted the need for sustainable construction methemis a
need for highest building standards. Some noted lack of details on the
sustainability provisions in the future construction such as solar panels,
water collection, lack of details on solutions to protect wildlife, energy
efficiencyof buildings Some respondents noted that good quality materia
that will last should be used too and the need to create low carbon
neighbourhoods.

Respondent noted that the forms were easy to fill in comparison to previ
consultation.

Emergency regulations were imposed by the government allow
us to consult during pandemic. Online workshop events were
hosted.

As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessntevhich will identify any mitigation
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. This wi
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellit
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data cthection

An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning
obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreements entered into in compliag@aevith an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.

The updated SPD contains update on phasing and need for eal
delivery of the infrastructure.

Those matters will be considered at planning application stage

Noted. No action required.
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99

100

101

102

22,225

22,103, 211217, 215, 225

22

22, 238, 1379, 1391, 1367

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3Movement
Network/H10

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Respondents supports making the lake accessible subject to appropriate
safety measures incorporated to ensure that lake does not become safe
Example of safety issues with Astral Lake Park in Leighton Buzzard wer:
provided. Some respondents said the lakeléep with strong currents
making it dangerous and noted haubstantialfencing has been needed to
put by the Angling Club.

Concerns raised over traffic being routed through Woburn Sands, Asple!
Guise and Husborne Crawley as an alternative to M1. Some mentioned
(KS WLRGSYGAlIt KAIKsle& AYyGaSNBSyi
the motorway: we all want traffic using the A421. Some would like a bett
explanation of what the Potential Highway Intervention means as how th
understand it does not seem effective.

If the grid road H10 is extended into Wavendon, there should probably b
similar highway intervention to prevent traffic using Newport Road to rea
the A421.

Respondent notes the importance to protect the hedgerows especially ¢
on the eastern part of development proposed which runs all the way to
Wavendon.

The lake will form part of the widenulti-functionalgreenbuffer.
The SPD was amended under Para 4.2.10 that while publissac
to the lake will likely be restricted for security and safety purpos
a public footpath via a leisure route should pass around its
northern and eastern edge with surrounding vegetation manage
to allow glimpsed views of the lake.

The detailed design of highways interventions, including any
landscajing proposals, will be prepared and reviewed at the
planning application stage. The developer will produce a Trans|
Assessment which identifies any mitigation measures required
response to the traffic generated by the site

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on lighway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer wilbroduce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come thugh the submission of a
planning application.

SPD under 2.12.1 was amended to add that existing hedgerow
(particularlythose of higher quality) shuld be retained and
strengthenedo reinforce their importance agart of the local
landscape for visual and biological diversity reasons. All
hedgerows thus lost should be replaced by

equivalent lengths of new hedgerows within

the overall development a&a.
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103

104

105

106

106

107

23 4.3 Movement
Network/V10

23, 40, 168, 179, 165, 209, 217, 1281 4.5.2 Density
1289, 1343, 1357433, 1400, 1394,
1391, 1367, 1386

23,117, 155, 1386 4.3 Movement
Network
23 General comment

24,26, 31, 54, 64, 73, 14207, 1263,  4.5.2 Density
1293, 113, 1387, 1393

24,140, 141, 163,341 4.3 Movement
Network

Respondent notes existing traffic issues with the existing rail crossing
causing traffic in the Caldecotte and Bow Brickhill housing areas at Bow
Brickhill with large volume of traffic that enters south east Milton ey
from the A5 and A4146. Other notes general traffic issues on V10.

Respondents stated that the development will cause joining MK to
surrounding villages of Bow Brickhill and Woburn Sands and will impact
their character. Some noted that sufficient buffers should be dtelo
protect the identity of these villages. Some said current locals will be
outnumbered.

Respondent notes existing parking shortages CaldecotteWoburn Sands
High street, Aspley Heath car park and states that the SEMK site will me
the situation worst.

Existing road network in Caldecotte and Wavendon is narrow with cars
parked making it hard for the buses to operate.

The density of the proposed development is too large.

The proposals arackingtransport and parking facilities and no extension
of the grid system which could divert traffic away from residential areas.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densiti
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

The SEMK site is required to provid&astructure needed in
relationto the site. The

Noted. No action required.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wii
details on highws access and Public Transport. Design
requirementscan be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarchy of
Strategic Movement Network.
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107

108

109

110

111

112

113

24,26, 32, 148
24
25
25, 104, 139

25,112,113, 154, 171, 184

25

25

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

General comment

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

The proposed open spaces are insufficient.

MK is noted to be least polluted city with wide roads where pollutants ris
and disperse on them. The proposed expansion will make MK less desi

to live.

Concerns raised over developers not beingaaned around the
infrastructure needs.

Movement network to be carefully planned in a sustainable way and not

profit the developers.

Respondent supports the extension to H10. Some stated it will ra#z4.
One respondent thought it would provide a good link between the A421 .
the A5, but that signage should direct through traffic to the A421 rather
than through Woburn Sands and neighbouring villages due to adverse tr

impact.

Local roads Byrd Crescent, Ha@sescentand the Bow Brickhill crossing
mustnot be compromised inrder to generate profit for developers.

Potential traffic congestion, pollution, emergency vehicle access may no

compromised irorder to increase profit for developers .

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity.

Noted. No action required.

The Policy SD11 and other policies consider what strategic
infrastructurewill be required.

As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. This wi
be informed by the MKMMM, as well asore localised modelling
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data collection

Noted. The detailedesign of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures ctilivary depending on the detailed design anc
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning application.

As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. Thik w
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellit
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data collection

As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any atitg
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. This wi
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellir
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data collection
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114 26 4.2 Landscaperal Respondent raised concerns over potential impact on heathlands and Policy EH6 of the Plan:MK requires applicants to mitigate again
Open Space woodlands and questioned whether Health Impact Assessment was potentially significant health imgrects. Policy EH6 requires ‘all use
undertaken. class C2 developments and udassC3 residential development ir
excess of 50 dwellings (...) to prepare Health Impact Assessme
Milton Keynes Council has recently adopted Health Impact
Assesment SPD which provideechnical guidance and support tc
the implementation of Policy EH6.

115 26, 110, 122, 148, 158, 209, 211, 221 General comment  Concerns raised increased use of countryside by larger population and t Noted. No action required. Impaoh proposed development will

1385 having a negative environmental effect. Issues with littering, noise , be reviewed at planning appéition stage.
pollution etc.
116 27,28, 75,97, 110, 113, 124, 137, 19" 4.3 Movement Respondent raises concerns over existing and some around future traffic There has been traffic modelling undertaken (using the MKC
209, 1233, 1242, 225, 226, 1284  Network levels generally and on the following areas: The Leys, some also mentio Strategic Traffic Model: MKMMM) for the SE MK allocation as |
Hardwick Road and th&point roundabout by the Swan /Nonnas/the Fir  of the evidence basto Plan MK, and subsequent to this to infor
Tree public house and the High Stre&pme respondents suggest a the development framework. This modelling, as well as other
strategic plan for traffic should be undertaken prior to the development. / considerations such as multi modal connectivity, has informed t
need for more coordination between council'srilation to informing draft development framework for the site comprising two bridge

residents and understanding their concerdardwickRoad considered cut crossings, with thereferred option now being a V10 crossing
through o M1 and A5. Some respondents accept traffic calming measur: broadly in line with the existing level crossing, and a crossing t
will reduce speed but state it will not alter volume. Planners should look the eastern edge of the site (referred to as Woodleys Road in tt

current situation with less traffiepoor parking worsened with loss of framework). As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the
Nonn'arestaurantcar park Future3000 hones will create grid lock at peak developer will prodae a Transport Assessment which will identii
hour on these roads so workable solutions are neededéfetyand any mitigation required in response to the traffic generated by tl
wellbeing. site. This will be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more

localised modelling and analysis. Where deemed necessary thi
will include additionalocal traffic data collection

117 29, 148, 160, 1239, 210, 222, 1284, 4.2 Landscape and Respondents raised concerns over the potential impact the proposed In accordance with Plan:Kland mitigation hierarchy, biodiversity

1436, 1356, 1378 Open Space development may have. They mentioned: loss of habitats (incl. iedgg, losses resulting from a development should be avoided,
wildlife, ROWs, amenity open spaces and light pollution. Some said adequately mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated for (on
reduction in green space should be kept to a minimum and focus to and off site as an alternative where gite is Council's preferred
increase biodiversity and green spaces. Somesal@dia loss of a 'natura option. There are a nunds of policies within the Plan:MK that se
buffer'. principlesfor a new development and consider nature

conservation are Policies NE1, NE2, NE3, NE4, NE5 amhiNE6
will be used to review futurapplications
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118

119

120

121

122

29, 57, 58, 219, 210, 1315, 1259, 124

29, 1250, 1296, 1259, 1433, 1356

29, 32, 91, 116, 140, 141, 218, 1294,
1303, 1309, 1286, 1433, 1381, 1396,
1395

30, 40, 119, 152, 154, 167, 181, 128¢
1391, 1367

30, 50, 175, 168, 1258, 1366

4.3Movement
Network/V11

General comment

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

Respondents does not support V11 extension. Some states that the rail
crossing and access at Woburn Sands and Brickhill should be maintaine
do not extend the V11 from the H10 roundabout and across the railway.
Somerespondentg 2 i SR GKI G (KSe 2L11rasS R
Environmental impact (noise and pollution), Wildlife habitat, Health and
wellbeing of local residents, Road/pedestrian safehangeto the whole
character of Old Farm Park and Browns Wood, lossa#ss to facilities in
adjacent areas severing communities that span the grid road reserve.
There willalsobe insufficientgreen space to the east of Old Farm Park if
access road is placed there. Negative impact on residential amenity
includingnoise ad visual impact were mentioned.

Concerns raised over building on greenfield land and loss of agricultural
land. Some said they strongly object to the loss of open country and
expected adverse impact on surrounding parishes and aeasonments
Where are the horses to be accommodatetdiahe crops for our food
grown?

Concerns raised ev potential flooding due to this development. Some
mentioned existindnigh-water table in the area and waterlogging. Concer
raised over the placing of pitches on recreation ground near Bow Brickhi
drainage is poor. Need for floatefinesmeasuresioted by some; retention
of flows within SEMK should be considered. New drainage needs to be
robust, resistant to erosion and account for climate change and could
involve discharge into Caldecotte Brook. A study should ensure subside
in Browns Wood isot worsened by SEMK.

Respondent raises concerns over existing traffic issues. The areas of co
were: area near Parklands, Hardwick Road, Theydon Avenue, Station R
V10, in Aspley Guise are near A421, Woburn Sands generally. Some nc
there has been a lack of traffiuiveysto suggest appropriate transport
infrastructure to mitage these issues

Some respondents do not question the need of the G&T site (some mak
referenceto the GTAA assessment) however some noted that the site
should be located away or on edge of from housing (some mentioned
proposedWavendonlocation).Respondents questioned threquirement to
provide the site early.

The SPD was amended and provides primary and reserved
movement network with details on highway access and Public
Transport. Desigrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table
4.2 Street Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Wetk. The detailed
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the sifdhese measures
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

The site isllocatedsite in Plan:MK. Appropriate assessments wi
take place at planning application stage and form part of EIA.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Loekdod Risk Management Strategy
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) and all applice
local guidance documents.

As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
required in response to the traffic generated by tige. This will
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellit
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data collection

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. To ensure a
delivery of the site as peequirementsof Plan:MK a phasing
chapter was updated tensure the site is delivered prior the
occupation of residential properties.
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124

125

126

127

31, 32, 47, 48 ,54, 89, 98, 117, 1250. General comment

1296, 1376, 1385, 1399

31, 165

35, 39, 1436

36, 115, 1396

36, 64, 99, 108, 1277, 1297, 1260

6. Next Steps

4.3 Movement
Network/V11

4.3 Movement
Network

5.2 Infrastructure
delivery/schools

Concerns raised over impact of the SEMK site on existing residents in tF
areas and natural emdnment. Impact on environmental and wildlife asse
to be considered. Examplgévestatic traffic impacte.g.,standstill traffic
meeting at the High Street and Weathercock Lane onward bound towarc
the A5 and M1. Respondents noted the need for environtakimpact
study and to examine the impacts on all surrounding areas as well as th
to be developed. Some say MKC should undertake a comprehensive El,
y2id tSIr@S Al G2 20KSNJI RSPSt 2LISNA
a 02y aSNDS dhanElA o0l Geéd tape Qarified.

Respondent stated the need for sustainable design options and solution
protect the environment need for wildlife surveys was underlined. Agree:
with housing need subject to no adverse impact on the environment and
people.

Respondent raised concerns over the V11 extension. It was noted that tl
would have negative impact on Morley Crescent and Holst Crescent anc
Browns Wood playing field. Concerns over how the links between Browr
Wood and Old Farm being lost and need feerh to be replaced. Issues fo
children going to school. Some suggested to do this safely, major
infrastructure would be requireé.g.,tunnels, but this would risk further
flooding in areas that are already prone to do so. Bridges would not be
appropriak in a builtup residential area and the use of zebra crossings a
not suitable for a higtspeed road .Other concerns noted where potential
flooding, traffic implications and the fact that the grid road would cross tl
caldecotte brook linear park impang local wildlife living along the river.

Respondent supports proposed pedestriand cycle routes linking through
to existing settlements. Some said this should be the only type of routes
Bow Brickhill/Woburn Sands Rd.

The two proposed primary schools and the secondary school should tak
into account existing local schools in Central Beds but service Woburn £
as well as the new schools in Glebe/Eagle Farm areas. Early Years pro
must be provided. Some said teehools sit within Central Beds Council, s
needs ceordination between MKC and CBC to understand the impact thi
will have schoolalreadyat capacity. Phasing, traffic generation and
highways safety needs to be considered when delivering those sites.

The site isllocatedsite in Plan:MK. Appropriate assessments wi
take place at planning application stage and form part of EIA.

Those matters will be consided at planning application stage

The SPD was amended and provides primary and reserved
movement network with details on highway access and Public
Transport. Desigrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table
4.2 Street Hierarchy of Strategic Mement Network. The detailed
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated liye site. These measures
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Noted. The SPD had been revised baotfer areas had been
increased withadditionalgreen access links addedpoovide even
better connectivty

The schools are proposed in line with the requirements of the
policy SD11.
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128 36,43, 47,51, 54, 64, 89, 99, 112, 14 4.5.2 Density The densities proposed are very high, with 3 and 4 storey and blocks of Indicative average residential densities are provided in the

148, 178, 192, 193, 1250, 1251, 126¢ and 6 story flats in central hubs. This is noted to be out of character for Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodati &f
1333, 1343, 1357, 1397, 1385, 1399, area and will impact amenity. Some noted the fact that this proposed  residential densities to provide for
1365, 1386, 1404406 development is very neahe Greensand Ridge rural area means that diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit

housing density should be more in keeping with a rural area. Some sugc towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
there should be height restrictions on flats. Some noted views towards a Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.

from Greensands Ridge and towards Watling Street from the ancient Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.
Danesborough fort should be retained. Layout should be considered an

low density hosing neaBreensandRidge Treesand hedges to be

protected.

129 37 General comment  Respondent questioned why extension to Asplands Medical centre was We cannot comment on refusal of planning applications. Not a
refused but the SEMK will be allowed. matter for the SPD.

130 37, 217 General comment ~ Why are other areas such @&gldington are not developed instead of SEM/ SEMK is an allocation in Plan:MK policy SD11.

Also, why is MKC, with many houses permitted but not built, thinking abc
further expansion and SEMK?

131 37 4.4 Land use More land should be allocated to the village facilities such as shops, The land use budget was amended following consultation.
convenience stores, pharmacy etc. to enhance everyday living.

132 37 4.5.2 Density Properties facing Bow Brickhill road shobkllarge and detached. Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for
diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhil
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

133 37,43, 75, 89, 15, 205, 1259, 1397, 4.2 Landscape and Support the idea that there should be no merging of between Woburn The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
1365 OpenSpace Sands and the new estat€herefore the whole Swan Hills area should be with additionalgreen access links added to prawievenbetter
green buffer. Some stated that There should also be a green buffer on connectivity.
SOUTHERN EDGE of the developrizeetsure the survival of the
hedgerow along Bow Brickhill road (C). Some stated that the option of
including playing fields is a good idea at D in the Country Park since this
be a valuable facility to the residents of Woburn Sands as well as SEMK
Some respondents would like further consultation on green buffers and fi
them to be amandatoryrequirement of planning application acceptance.
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134 38 General comment

135 40, 42, 43, 47, 60557 83, 100, 107, 108, General comment
115, 123, 163, 181, 165, 1239, 1250,
1277, 1293, 1315, 1332, 1396, 1260,
1395, 1359, 1365, 1366, 1431

136 40, 43, 89 5.2Infrastructure
delivery/schools

137 40 4.3Movement
Network/EWR

138 41 4.6.8 Surface Water,

Drainage and
Flooding

The Planning, Infrastructure & Transport Committee of Campbell Park P
Council considered this consultation at its meeting on the 1st March 202
The Committee resolved to support the proposals.

Concerns raised over the need for development. Respondents noted the
the area has seen a lot of development in necgears (examples given
Parklands, Sandy out, Frosts site, Glebe Farm). Some stated that the ni
not there for housing since MK East will provide 5000 homes. Some
mentioned 3000 homes being build north of Wavendon. It was noted by
some that SEMK Thievelopment would merge Woburn Sands and Bow
Brickhill into MK. Some considered the increase in housing in a rural loci
to be alien.

The schools also sit within Central Beds Council, of which there is no
reference to, or cenrdination between, the MK or CBC councils to
understand the impact this will have.

Concerns raised over congestion caused by additional rail services and
to potential mechanical failures of the barriers.

1 Will take proactive responsibility to actively monitor the brook ?

2 Review if the planned flood controls were delivered in full ?

3 If delivered flood management measures fail to perform as expected t:
ownership and provide the funding and corrective action to improve ?

Noted. No action required.

SEMK is an allocation in Plan:MK policy SD11. It forms integra
part of housing delivery.

Noted. No action required.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings.

Policies FR& FR3 of Plan:MK include locally specific strategic
flood risk management policies to maintain and continue the
exemplar sustainable drainage model of Milton Keynes which
prohibits development within the floodplain and seeks flood
management and drainage infrastructure to be provided as
strategically as possible and as part of a maintained, multi
functional bluegreen infrastructure. Future proposals will include
details of any masures where appropriate. As the local Planning
Authority for its area, Milton Keynes Council will take account o
flooding risks in all matters relating to development control
including development plans and individual planning applicatior
in accordane with Planning Policy Guidance Notes PPG20 and
PPG 25
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139

140

141

142

143

144

42,43, 54, 64, 75, 107, 108, 109, 115 4.4.6 Gypsy and Respondent questioned the need for G&T site. Some suggested that
129, 159, 167, 187, 188, 190, 202, 22! Travellers site extending existing sites should be considered before new ones are provi
1250, 1283, 1293, 1295, 1259, 1258, Some stated it should be in more industrial location generally away from
1360, 1366 housing. also stated was the need tangalete existingcommitments on
previous sites before this one. Some would like written proof of the
0 2 dzyréasdnaad accompanying list of all other sitessideredand the
reasons they were not selected.

44,92, 1396 4.5.2 Density Density should be lower. Some mentioned no more than 25dph which is
more in line with principles of MK.

45 4.3 Movement If there is to be an extension of the H10 to the east, then it should be us
Network/H10 to carry the Construction Traffic for the areas around it. H10 should be tt
access point for works and no access for building works sheutdidved
via Walton Road

46, 124, 189 4.3 Movement Respondent is againgie development due to potential increase of traffic
Network converging at the junction of Aspley Heath/ Woburn Sands & Hardwick
Road, the road from Woburn Sands all the way through Aspley Guise.

47, 48, 54, 95, 137, 159, 167, 1269, General comment  Supports Woburn Sands Town Council response
1277, 1287, 1397, 1398, 1435

47,48 General comment  Supports Aspley Heath Pari€ouncil's conclusions around traffic issues

Plan:MK identifies the need for us to accomatate 19 households
in culturally suitable housing for Gypsies and Travellers up to 2
Within Milton Keynes there remains a total of 12 further pitches
allocated, but not yet provided. This consists of 8 pitcheson ar
site at Newton Leys and 4 additial pitches to be provided as par
of an extension to the Calverton Lane site. With the retention of
these existing allocations, Plan:MK includes the need to provide
for an additional 7 pitches over the plan period. The Council
intends to allocate the adtional 7 pitches in the South East
Milton Keynes strategic site, in accordance with the policy in
Plan:MK.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

Noted. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to theffia generated by the site.
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning application.

As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. This wi
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellit
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data collection

Noted. No action required.

Noted. No action required.
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145

146

147

148

149

47,48, 132, 138, 203, 1249, 1257, 12¢
1295, 1400, 1356, 1395, 1379, 1399,
1392, 1393

47, 185, 186, 187, 188, 190, 205, 21¢
1315, 1338, 1386

47,48, 50

a7

47,1270, 1281, 1285

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network

4.5.2 Density

Respondent is against closure of Woburn Sands level crossing aimd traff
diverted to bottlenecked Hardwick Road. Some respondents said it woul
sever communities spanning and access to facilities in Woburn Sands al
Wavendon. Some believe no consideration has been given to residents
mobility scooters wheelchairs, or mmswalkingto facilities.

Respondents are against relocation of the Woburn Sands train station.
Some respondents made comments around uncertaintieslationto
movement network and MRT and option of a new redway being providec
and/or bus route to the existing sian to provide for the new

communities Suggestions are also made that the existing station could t
extended,and anadjoiningsite (PristineVheels) could be used for parking
and amenity. Some respondents said there is no evidence to suggest its
relocaion is a more appropriate area laccessibilitterms and if this is the
rational then an additional station would be a preferred option.

wSaALR YRSyl A& AdzLILR2 NI AGS 2F GKS
linked into the grid system but distinct from the existing settlements of
Woburn Sands, Wavendon and Bow Brickhill

Respondent questions what is through traffic which is believed is the one¢
going through Woburn Sands. Minimising impact on Bow Brickhill and
Newport Road is critical and should be a high priority.

The density of the proposed development in the area of Bow Brickhill sh
consider the character of the area and not be guide®Rty @St 2 LIS N.
pressure. Some stated that developers said that if the area for housing v
to decreased to provide a larger ther then the housing density would have
to increase which suggests they are building down to a price and not up
standard.

MKC does not have control over the future of the level crossing
EWR Co is considering the future of the crossings as part of the
DCO proposal.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings.

Noted. No changes required.

The detailed design of highwalygerventions will be reviewed at
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending the detailed design and layout
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential @nsities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and adlitional buffers added.

81



150

151

152

153

47, 48, 83, 100, 111, 131, 1230, 1231 4.2 Landscape and

1251

47, 48, 1251

Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

47, 48, 148, 1251, 1315, 1394, 1360 4.2 Landscape and

47, 48, 1251, 1378

Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

The area identified as part of the Swan Hill development between
G222RfSe2Qad w2lFIRé YR bSgLRNI w2l
(as shown on Figure 3.1) since this will result in coalescence between S
and the existing settlement which is directlgntrary to the policies set out
in Plan:MK and the Vision. This area should become part of the buffer z(
protecting the existing settlement of Woburn Sands (and part of the
proposed linear park along the railway line). Some added that Current p
show housing stretching right up to Newport Road and road access throt
the new estate towards the proposed north/ south connection between tl
planned H10 extension near Wavendon Fields and Bow Brickhill Road w
would lead to congestion of Newport Roadd create safety risks for traffic
turning in. The buffer would compensate for lack of passing to Woburn
Sands playing fields from the north without need to cross the railway lin:
level crossing which Ielievedto be unsafe.

The WSTC carried out a survey in 2020 to establish priorities for the
renovation of the WS Recreation Ground (funded by s106 funds). That
survey (completed by over 100 residents) identified the following prioritie
which could not be accommodated in thedReation Ground, but which
would be very suitable for the Country Park:

w ! Fz2idolff LAGOK

w tAOyAO YR ..v LAGOKSA

w ! 2233Ay3 (NI AT

w ! AfREATS | NBI

w 222R &0dzZ LIidNBa & ¢KS RSGEHAE f

Respondent supports linear parks alongside the railway line as valuable
recreational areas and wildlife corridors. There is a natural link between
existing linear park in Parklands, the Country Park, and the linear railwa
parks; this needs to be sugphented by other pedestrian links from
Parklands (incl. nearby lake) and the Grove estates in Woburn Sands. /
linear parks and the WS Country Park are within the parish of Woburn
Sands. Itis suggested that the Parks Trust manages these areas (para
4.219).

Respondents note the need for the provision of a narrow green buffer al
the north edge of the Bow Brickhill Road to supplement the enhancemer
the existing hedgerow.

The SPD had been revisandbuffer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity.

Open space should h@ovidedin accordancavith guidance set
outin

Plan:MK (Policy L4 and Appendix C). The SPD contains Fig 4.
landscape and Open Space Strategy which shows amongst ott
areas of multifunctional buffers and proposed linear open space
details of thosewill be provided through forthcoming planning
applications.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetier
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreenaccess links added to provide evegtter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.
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4.3 Movement
Network

154 47, 48,129, 1251, 1283

155 47, 48, 59, 90, 129, 147, 201, 1249, 4.3 Movement
1251, 1283, 1305, 1315, 1370, 1084, Network/H10
1085, 1261, 1400, 1391, 1367, 1365

Main road access should be via the V10, V11, and H10 with appropriate Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid

subsidiary access to Woburn SandswHrickhill and Wavendon.
Respondents support the proposal for a Bow Brickhi#PBys.

Respondents do not support H10 extension as a grid road joining Nepw«
Road. Concerns raised in potential traffic increase and some mentioned
potential blight to existing properties and community severance, others

opposethe extension omounds of air pdution andmentalhealth of

residents.Some noted that the proposal to continue the H10 over the
Newport Road and across the golf course on the grounds would prejudic
the future creation of a linear park and contradict the MK 50 plan to
designate the lan@s potential green infrastructure. Some said 70mph int

a village is ridiculous.

primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEMK will be
provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)
via relief road tdby-passBow Brickhill village (access at both end
of the relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEMK will be
delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodley
Road which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
roundabout to the H10 ernsions.Additionalaccess will enter
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just nortthef
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited nun
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cyclistspedestrians,and potentially public transport.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas increased with
additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Following theonsultation,the SPD had beewrvised
and provides primary and reserved movement network with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Primary acces
into SEMK will be provided by means of an extension to the H1
(Bletcham way) and via relief road lg-passBow Brickhill villge
(access at both ends dfe relief road. Additional vehicular acces:
into SEMK will be delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill »
a new Woodleys Road which will pass over the railway and
connect via a new roundabout to the H10 extensighdditional
access will enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road j
north of the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to &
limited number of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to
the rest of SEMK will be for cycligi@destriansand poentially
public transport. The detailed design of highways interventions
will be reviewed at the planning application stage. The develop:
will produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any
mitigation measures required in response to the trafmgrated
by the site. These measures could vary depending on the detai
design and layout of the development proposals, which would
come through the submission of a planning application.
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156 47, 48, 1251, 1326, 1276, 1375 4.3 Movement A link between the eastern end of H10 and Newport Road is essential to Primary access into SEMK will be provided by means of an
Network/H10 enable traffic to access Woburn Sands and, the M1 via the Kingston extension to the H10 (Bletcham way) and via reliefd toby-pass
roundabout. (Although such traffic would be better routed from the H10 v Bow Brickhill village (access at both endthefrelief road.
V11 and H9.) Maybe thisshodS 2 ¥ Iy | LILINE LINX | (i Additional vehicular access into SEMK will be delivered at the
survey is essential to decide on the best solution. Speed limits should al: eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodleys Road which w
be restricted to 40mph. pass over the railway and connect via a new rouraidlio the
H10 extensionsAdditionalaccess will enter SEMK off the southe
end of Newport Road just north ttie Woburn Sands level
crossing (vehicular access to a limited number of dwellings).
Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEMK wiidirbe
cyclists pedestriansand potentially public transport

157 47, 48,1251 4.3 Movement { dzLILI2 NI GKS LINRBLRalt (2 NB&aGNROG The SPD acknowledges that ditionalaccess will enter SEMK
Network and Bow Brickhill Road (para 4.3.9) off the southern end of Newport Road just north of the Woburn
Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited number of
dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEMK
be for cyclistspedestriansand potentially public transport.

158 47, 48,107, 110, 203, 209, 1239, 125 4.3 Movement Essential that only local traffic be allowed to access Woburn Sands throt Primary access into SEMK will be provided by means of an
1315, 1316 Network The Leys, Hardwick Road and Theydon Averthe town already suffers extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)dwia relief road tdoy-pass
from an excessive volume of through traffic at times. Some support Bow Brickhill village (access at both endthefrelief road
provided for the concept that WSTC shobéinvolved in discussions Additional vehicular access into SEMK will be delivered at the
concerning how this can best be achieved. eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodleys Road which w

pass over the railway and connect via a new roundabout to the
H10 extensionsAdditionalaccess will enter SEMK off the southe
end of Newport Road just north tfie Woburn Sands level
crossing (vehicular access to a limited number of dwellings).
Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEMK will be for
cyclistspedestriansand potentially public transport.

159 47,48, 1239, 1251, 1351 Table 4.2 Respondents have concerns over the proposal to change the standard v Table 4.2 contains detail of tretrategichierarchy and design of
Bow Brickhill Road becomes the proposed Bow Brickhkldg. Bow strategic routes.
Brickhill Road, as the southern boundary of Milton Keynes, borders the
greensand ridgend must be retained as a rural road and not become a (
Road. WSTC would welcome further discussion on how Bow Brickhill Rc
becomes the Bow Brickhill Bass.
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160

161

162

163

164

47, 48, 209, 1251

47, 48, 61, 84, 86, 107, 108, 164, 125
1283

47, 48, 54, 75, 115, 155, 1251, 1269,

1316, 1360, 1391, 1367

47,54, 83, 100, 185, 1251, 1351

47,1251, 1316

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

Respondents noted the need for pedestrian crossing points on the Bow
Brickhill Road to enable access to Wavendon and Browns Woods as pe
draft Vision (para 3.2). Somespondentssuggested safer pedestrian
crossa be put on Bow Brickhill road and The Leys. Sew@mmendations
over closures of crossings to preserve integrity of Bow Brickhill Road.

Public transport links between Woburn Sands and other parts of Milton

Keynes are to be maintained; the concept of a Transport Hub is therefor
supported in principle. The Woburn Sandati®n is a key component of the
i2syQa KSNRGFAS 6GKS {GFaGA2yQa o
R20dzySy G ailisSa a2 KSNB ySOSaal Ne
dK2dzZ R 02yasSNWBS GKS aA3yATAaAOlyOoS

Woburn Sands rail station should not be relocated. Some stated that
adequate room exists to extend the platforms if required and space on t
North side of the railway to construct appropriate office/ticketing facilities
Given the proposed increase iilrtraffic, there is a case for the platforms
to be staggered, either side of the Newport Road, to minimise level cros:
closures. Furthermore, the Pristine Wheels site is currently for sale and
could accommodate both parking and a Transport Hub.

Figure 3 does suggest that, in the interest of maximising sustainable trax
and reducing car travel, more bus stops than are shown would be neede
ensure that all proposed dwellings lie within 400m walking distance of a
stop.

Speed of traffic through SEMK should be controlled both for the safety o
residents and for enkdnmental and health reasons (30 mph).

Table 4.2 provides details on Street Hierarchy of strategic
movement network including junctions/crossings.

Noted. Comments relat®o EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

SEMK will be designéd accommodate accessibligequent,and
high-quality public transport routing within the site, including
beingfuture proofedto accommodate and integrate with
potential mass rapid transit as part of a wider system for Milton
Keynes. Theubmission of &ransport Assessment will be
required as part of any planning application that generates
significant amounts of traffic movements, to determine whether
the impact of the development on the transport network is
acceptable. It identifies what measures will taken to deal with
the anticipated transport impacts of the scheme and to improve
accessibility and safety for all modes of travel, particularly for
alternatives to the car such as walking, cycling and public
transport. As per Policy CT5, A3 where appaip and necessary,
all houses and most other developments willdgectedto be no
more than 400m from a bus stop.

Table 4.2 Street Hierarchy of strategic network contains details
design speeds.
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165

166

167

168

169

47,73, 178, 1251, 1315, 1260

47,12511399

47, 48, 1251

47, 48, 109, 1251

47, 48, 129, 1251, 23238, 1299

4.3 Movement
Network

4.5.2 Density

Fig 4.5

4.4.3 Affordable
housing

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

There should also be a network of pedestrian and redway links throught
the development. Some mentioned the need for strong links through to
Woburn Sands, Bow Brickhill and Wavendon to reduce transport pollutic
protect the natural environment and pront@improved public health and
wellbeing. Need for connectivity between Wavendon village (Church Enc
wider parish and Woburn Sands is needed bu foot and cycle to enable
access to local services. Redway between Woburn Sand#/awendon
needs improvement.

b2 OFtOdAZ Il GA2ya KIF@S 6SSy LINBOAR
onnné ¢l & OFLtOdAIiSRd ¢KS {9ayY
dwellings is equal to 15.15 dwellings per hectare. This is very significant
higher than Wolirn Sands (even allowing for the increased density of
Parklands). Furthermore, it is significantly higher than the density appro
for Milton Keynes Eastthere are 461 hectares in that development for
which 5,000 dwellings have been approved (i.e.84@wellings per
hectare).

It is noted that higher densities are suggested for houses overlooking
recreational areas (para 3.3.7). Figure 4.5 appears to suggest that there
could be four storey flats overlooking the lakes; these would be directly
opposite tte existing properties in Parklands and would be intrusive. Figt
nop ftaz AYRAOFGSA + YIFEAYdzy 27
and Bow Brickhill Road. This is not consistent with the Vision.

Affordable housing (para 4.4.3) should be distributed throughout the site
and not concentrated in a few are#s support community integration.

Respondents support location adjacent to Bow Brickhill Station since thit
would seem to be the site with the nearest conformity to the principles se
outin4.4.6 and 4.4.7

A key aim of the pedestrian, cycle and bridleway network within
the site is to

integrate and connect it with all existing rights of way, redways,
footpaths and bridleways that connect with the edges of the
allocation. Fig 4.2 Movement Strategy shows theposed
strategic redway network within SEMK which primary follows th
strategic movemenhetwork. Newleisure routes and bridleways
will be primarily located within the proposed open space networ
connectingto the surrounding area.

The site is required to deliver approximately 3000 homes as pe
policy SD11 in Plan:MK. The SPD had been revisduLiffed
areas had been increased wildditionalgreen access links addec
to provide everbetter connectivity.

Indicative average residential densities are providethe
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the enacter of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

LocalPlan:MKpolicies (HN1, HN1 especially) will apply and
matters of hosing mix will be assessed through planning
application stage.

Noted. The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T
in the south wat corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.
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170

171

172

173

47, 48, 187, 188, 190, 1251 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery/schools

47, 48, 1251, 1315 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery/schools

47, 48, 187, 188, 190, 1251 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery/schools

47, 48, 177, 187, 188, 190, 205, 228, 5.2 Infrastructure
1224, 262, 1251, 1309, 1311, 1323, delivery/health
1337, 1360

Most of the primary level children in Woburn Sands, and many of the
secondary level children, attend schools in Central Beds. It is important 1
when developing the schools in SEMK, proper account is taken of the C
Future Schools Programme. The effect of the increased size of the primi
provision in Wavendon due to the new school in the SLA needs to be
considered when planning the SEMK psai.

The location of the proposed schools requires careful thought. The prim:
schools could have about 600 pupils and the secondary school about 1C
some of whom will come from outside SEMK. These numbers will gener
significant amount of traffiand street planning and parking needs to take
account of this.

LINELI2ZASR t20LGA2yY 2F | LINARYI NE &
inappropriate since it would require pupils to cross a busy road.

There does not appear to be any mention made for early years provisior
this should be included in the final Development Framework

Very little is mentioned in the draft Development Framework apart from
referring to the health centres in Woburn Sands and Walnut Tree (para <
There is currently insufficient pacity in these centres to cope with the
existing population. There is therefore a need to provide additional facilit
in SEMK which should be developed in conjunction with the existing Mer
Centres. It is essential that there is a coordinated medindlwelfare
service across the whole of SE Milton Keynes including the existing
settlements. Some noted transport links to be considered alongside hee
infrastructure needs.

The SPRddresseshe needs of Policy SD11 to deliver primary a
secondary places.

The SPD and location of schools was amended.

Early years provision t®nsideredas part of SEMK SPD.

Noted. The local centre to the south of the site will include 0.6he
community reserve site that could be used for a satellite health
facility.
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175

176

177

47,48, 108, 187, 188, 190, 228, 125! 5.2 Infrastructure

47, 48

47, 48

47, 48, 215, 1269, 1295, 1322

Delivery/community
facilities

4.5.2 Character and
Density

4.6 Sustainability

General comment

Developers must be required to include a detailed review of what is alre:
available inWoburn Sands, Wavendon and Bow Brickhill before bringing
forward proposals for SEMK. Duplication of facilities should be avoided ¢
that will reduce the economic viability of individual facilitiesg(,existing
Sports Hall and large community halMfoburn Sands, and sports fields
with adjacent pavilions in both Bow Brickhill and Wavendon). No mentiol
appears to be made in the draft Development Framework for restaurants
and public houses; these (along with recreational facilities such as the
Woburn &nds Country Park) are essential to support community cohesic
and should be planned to complement similar facilities in the existing
communities. All facilities, such as the proposed Community Hub and
shopping centres, should be located so that they séineewider

population. Several existing facilities would benefit from a modest injecti
of resources and this should be covered through appropriate s106
contributions from the SEMK development. 1

Discussions should take place with WSTC in relation to density, balance
housing , community cohesion before more detailed plans are drawn

Respondents assume all properties would be required to include solar
panels and other energy saving features and be built to the highest
insulation standards; they should also be required to have electric charg
points for cars.

More emphasis should be made on how consultation with local
communities is going to take place. Covid 19 has restricted the opportun
for people to see and comment on these plans and this democratic defic
must be rectified. Developers must be made agvaf how local
communities feel and how they can react and incorporate this in their
plans.Some want to delay consultation to later in the year with residents
from surrounding villages so they can better understand the effects of th
proposal. Some want ate sufficientweight given to residents of adjacent
parishes as they are the experts on the area. What measures will be put
place to better engage residents, particularly wieemringlockdown?

Noted. Please see updated SPD for location of local ceatetrs
other community facilities.

The site is required to deliver approximately 3000 homes as pe
policy SD11 in Plan:MK. The SPD had been revisduLiffed
areas had been increased wildditionalgreen access links addec
to provide everbetter connectivity. Detailed proposals will eb
reviewed at planning application stage.

Detail design of homesill be reviewedat planning application
stage in accordance with policies in Plan:MK

There has been extensigtakeholderengagement throughouthe
years since 2018. Online events were hosted.
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178 49, 217, 1239 General comment  Respondents agree with need for development but notes it should be Noted. No changes required.
undertaken in a sustainable way with the consideration of protection for
areas of natural beautyjiodiversity and contribute to the recovery of
nature not further decline. Consideration to be given to climate emerger
health, quality of air and potential flooding.

178 49 4.2 Landscape and The west of WavendoRields does not effectively achieve any of the The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
Open Space requirements for sustainable development and protection of the area to | with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
developed (area immediately to the west of Wavendon Fields is an area connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.
natural beauty extending across fields to Brickhill and wdmond).

179 49,90, 158, 176, 192, 193, 1250, 221 4.2 Landscapand Need for larger greener buffer west of Wavendon fields. Some responde The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
1261 Open Space suggest a green buffer of tall, dense trees screening the road should be with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
installed between the H10 and Wavendon Figlprotect from light,noise, connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.
and air pollution

180 49, 221, 1261 4.3 Movement Modification to theproposed route for the H10 extension and provision of The SPD had been revised dndfer areas increased with
Network/H10 larger green buffer zone to the west of Wavendon Fields ensuring wildlif additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
protection and residents enjoyment. One respondent said route should k connectivity. Following theonsultation,the SPD had been revise
modified to protect existing rights of way. H10 codidert further south to  and provides primary and reserved movement network with
cross Newport Road nearer the railway, thus avoiding impacts on details on highway access and Public Transport. Primary acces
Wavendon, or potentially act as a buffer zone for Wavendon. into SEMK will be provided by means of an extension to the H1
(Bletcham way) and via relief road lby-passBow Brickhill village
(access at both ends dfe relief road. Additional vehicular acces:
into SEMK will be delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill »
a new Woodleys Road which will pass over the majland
connect via a new roundabout to the H10 extensichdditional
access will enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road j
north of the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to &
limited number of dwellings). Access across the greefebtd
the rest of SEMK will be for cycligi&destriansand potentially
public transport. The detailed design of highways interventions
will be reviewed at the planning application stage. The develop:
will produce a Transport Assessment which will tifgrany
mitigation measures required in response to the traffic generate
by the site. These measures could vary depending on the detai
design and layout of the development proposals, which would
come through the submission of a planning application.
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182

183

184

49, 85, 132, 159, 1287, 1297, 1296, 4.3 Movement
1260, 1394, 1360 network/EWR

49, 60, 66, 94, 189, 1296,1376, 1356 General comment

1395, 1386

4.3 Movement
Network

52,124

52, 129, 186, 1283 4.3 Movement

network/EWR

Moving of the Woburn Sands station would divide the community. The
removal of the pedestrian crossing from the railway with no footbridge
replacement has already had a detrimengffiecton our community. some
mentioned residents of Aspley Heath/Weatherkarea already have
significant distance to walk to the station. One mentioned concern
regarding loss of direct access to Asplands Medical Centre/other
facilities/services, and reduction in passing trade for existing businesses
crossing is closed witlub replacement.

Respondent is against development since it will have negatipact on
residents. Respondents especially noted those of Wavendon and Wobi
Sands. Others mentioned Aspley Guise and Aspley Heaths. Some speci
that traffic flow could become chaotic in these areas (some specify New)
Road). One respondent referestt likely increases in air, noise & light
pollution.

Noconsideration has been given to where the traffic heading out of this
area towards the M1 will go. The main road through Bow Brickhill becorr
a side road as a bypass is built. Through Woburn Sands and Aspley GL
traffic heading to the M1 will pagerough already busy roads (Hardwick
Road & Aspley Guise Square).

The potential moving of Woburn Sands Railway Station will push the sta
SHSY TFANIKSNI 2dzi 2F (26y 6A0GQa y
interchange but that could be at the Bletchley end of the platforms acces
by a new link road which was$i.J2 & SR @ ¢KS adldGaz
move. Public transport interchange is being proposed after all local buse
have just been withdrawn. Will this be rail interchange only? Argues tha
there appears to be adequate room to extend the platformedfuired and
space on the North side of the railway to construct appropriate
office/ticketing facilities. The railwagrossingmay be closed more regularly
with EWR, which is in keeping with the nature of the village. A transport
could beaccommodatedn the current location, with appropriate links
(including pedestrian).

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required inresponse to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

The junction onto Bow The junction onto Bow Brickhill Road
should include some form of highway intervention that will help
reduce the amount of through traffic along Bow Brickhill Road 1
J13 on the M1 (and vice

versa).

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings. SPD noted that Existinc
services should be retained and extended, where appaber
within the new development. Services should serve key
destinations and thoroughfares. SPD was amended with
additional paragraph which clarifies that Transit Interchange Hu
will serve potentially relocated train station, bus stop as well as
future proofed toaccommodatethe end/start point of MRT route.
Fig 4.2 identifies a zone within which timerchangecan take
place but ideally it will be as close as possible to the Woodleys
Bridge to aid interchange.
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186

53

53, 151, 1258

4.2 Landscape and  Mitigating and adapting to climate change is elaborated on in chapter 14 of highway intervention measures which

Open Space

Para 2.6

the NPPF. reference made to conserving and enhancing the natural
environment by chapter 15 of the NPPF. The Milton Keynes Landscape
Character Assessment emphasises that, inter alia, dewlopment should
GLINEY2(GS AYRAZISy2dza LI Iyl aLSOAS
and improvements throughout the area to provide visual and ecological
fAyla 0SiG6SSy SEA&GAY3I | yR LINELR
mentioned on page 25 of the BIK SUE Framework, but in para 2.5.5 sim|
adrdisSa dKId aGKS Ylrez2zNrRGe 2F (KS
paragraph then goes on to specifically highlight how some objectives wil
met (e.g.,incorporating views and encouraging informal recrealibnt fails
to explain how the objectives relating to the ecology of the area will be
achieved. Page 41 (Figure 3.1) suggests that large parts of the proposec
development will provide no buffer at all between residential building anc
existing woodland, naly to the south east of the development which
abuts Wavendon Wood, a Priority Habitat. Respondent states that this n
be an omission.

t I NF3INFLK wodc 2F GKS {9ayY {!9 ¥N
AY F3INROdzZ GdzNF t dzaS 6AGK fAYAGSR
SUE document makes clear, the land to the south of the railway line in
LJ- NI A Odzt | NJ & A y Otsdoatdral anyl bizidifids®rdesnot ¥ S
GAGKAY GKS Ftt20FGA2y0 GKFG 3IAGS
part of the allocation to the north of the railway line. The document claim
that pictures on page 18 confirm that, respondent states that éihea is
largely open fields. It is misleading to suggest that the land can be
I3SYySNIftA&aSR Fa KI@Ay3 atAYAGSR §
underlined e.g. valuable habitat for many wildlife species. Importance of
protecting hedges wasndlerlined. Some respondents highlight that there
are numerous active travel routes and suggest that paragraph 2.2.6 is
expanded to paint a more accurate picture of the existing uses. Some st
that destruction of farmland changes charactéithe villages

will allow residents of SEMK to access the
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187

188

189

190

53

53

53

53

Fig 4.10

General comment

4.5.2 Density

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Number of the sections of hedge identified on page 26 do not appear in
Figure 4.1 setting out the open space strategy. The implication is that sc
hedgerows will be removed. It should be noted that as per page 44,
GOEAAGAY T 622Rf I y Reétainedamr inkofpBraddias a
part of the public open space network unless the reasons for the remove
woodland can be fully justified. Any proposed woodland loss must be
supported with a full ecological & tree survey, along with a description
regardingh YLJ- Ol 2y GKS fFyRaodl LIS OKI N

Ref is made to the Environment Bill and min 10% increase in biodiversity
is not clear how the site will achieve this knowing the loss of aguiailt
land. The gain in biodiversity is highlighted (see in particular page 39, pe
43 and page 44) but the only measures relating to biodiversity are those
which are intended to limit lossrather than provide a net gain. Indeed,
these measures are inémselves very limited, consisting of the very narrc
wildlife corridors and planting street trees (page 43). Given that biodivers
IFAY A& RSEONAOGSR a Ly aAydSant
it is concerning how little attention is patd how this will be achieved in the
framework.

Higher densities should be considered to make effective use of land (chs
11 of the NPPF). respondent notes para 123 whighlights that low
density housing must be avoided where there is an existing or anticipate
shortage of land. The site is surrounded by existing settlements to the
north, east and south edge of the site and the importance of respecting t
character ofthese settlements (see e.g.: page 34) and preventing
coalescence (see e.g.: page 44), it can be said that there is clearly only
finite amount of land available and a failure to meet housing needs with 1
development would be a problem that could notsélg be resolved in
future. While the SEMK SUE demonstrates an intention to increase hou
density, we believe it does not go far enough and the average density ne
to be increased further. To achieve this, higher buildings are going to be
inevitable but also buildings need to be closer to the roads.

Para 170 of the NPPF is noted. While of obvious benefit to the residents
the proposed development, open space consisting of linear parks, play
areas, allotments, playing fields and civic spaces is nadnéalent of
natural countryside; yet these are the only types of open space highlightt
in the relevant sections of the framework (pages44).

facilities within Woburn Sands Town Centre

(and vice versa) but will also help reduce

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

Brickhill Road to J13 on the M1 (and vice
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191

192

193

194

54

54

54,132, 149

54, 61, 84, 86

General comment

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network

Respondent states that there has been eklaf public information,
meetings around development of the SPD.

The field alongside Frosts Garden Centre and bordering Newport Road |
footpath which has been a complete marshy bog for the last six months.
Parklands development has impacted on the holding Lakes between the
railway and this field adding additiohaun off water drainage affecting this
area. The proposal to build on this field will only be detrimental to draina
and increase the size of the Lakes killing off the orchids which should be
blooming in May. The proposed green buffer alongside the Jakde
impassable.

Respondents noted that railway crossing closure will turn Newport Road
into a Cul deSac. Examplegiven around issued for future access to for
local community in Woburn Sands, our Doctor, Pharmacist, Dentist, Chu
and Bank as well as the other businessurrently used regularly by
residents of Chantry Close . The bus service has recently been abolishe
with a green alternativehe train service has been virtually inoperative,
future impact due to rail changes. Summerlin

Centre and new adjoining Spo&entre in Parkside will require a much
greater distance to walk and even further to drive. Children travelling to
school from the Tavistock Close area will have a

much longer journey to Swallowfield and Fulbrook schools. These schoc
are planning expansn for more pupils.

Access to allotments on Edgewick Farm may be lost to some residents.
Road developmerthreatens the allotments, dong-standingamenity for
some 300 local residents, which predates development in the village. Si
respondents are not aware that there is any other site for allotments
locally. All previous developments have been withauy additional
facilities. (Parklands Sports Hall is not yet completed and seems to have
limited parking.)Pre-existingfacilities are at capacity, how will they serve
such a large increase in population.

versa).

The lake will form part of the widenulti-functionalgreenbuffer.
The SPD was amended under Para 4.2.10 that while public ac
to the lake will likely be restricted for security and safety purpos
a public footpath via a leisarroute should pass around its
northern and eastern edge with surrounding vegetation manage
to allow glimpsed views of the lake.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

The SPD's indicative budget shows allotments in the green bufi
with indicativearea of 1.0ha (table 3.5). The detailed design of
highways interventions will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessmentvhich will identify any mitigation measures required
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a plannirgpplication. Fig 4.3 Identifies primary
Movement Network with V10 bridge. If EWR proposes a bridge
V11then a reserve strategic highway network has been prepare
and is included a&ppendixC to the SPD.
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196

197

56

56

56

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network

General comment

CBC support thevork of Milton Keynes Council (MKC) in producing a
Development Framework to guide the development of this site. It is
recognised that for a site of this scale, early engagement with partners i<
more likely to lead to positive outcomes. We have providedsgeneral
overarching comments, below, alongside some more specific comments
Ecology, Landscape, the relationship with Woburn Sands, Highways, an
Strategic Transport.

CBC support the recognition in th@reword to the influences and
uncertainties around East/est Rail (EWR), the completion of the MK -grid
system, and the potential for a Mass Rapid Transit through Milton Keyne
We recognise the potential for these infrastructure proposals to impact
upon the strategic movement strategy at SEMK. Respondent considers
there could be other options available to protect existing settlements (wt
is supported), maintain character and reduce the likelihood

2F | yNHzyWMIYIE Q i K N2 dz3 KeasS Bhelithe Yehefits
of extending the MK grid system would be the protection of existing
communities by removing traffic from residential areas. However,
considering the proximity of the site to the CBC border, respondent has
some concerns around theroposed mitigation measures for SEMK.

Respondent supports the delepment of a Rapid Mass Transit System, a
GKS SylrotSNI2F aYQa FYoAGAazda Yz
for the extension of the Redway cycle routes, installation of

electric charging points for each dwelling, with rapid and fast charging
points to be provided at key locations including local centres and school.
Respondent questions how the requirement for every dwelling to be fitte
with a charging point (which goes further than current CBC policy) might
impact on viability and how this wadibe delivered alongside all other
necessary infrastructure.

Noted.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response tthe traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Noted.
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199

200

56

56

56

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

General comment

Respondent recognises the benefits of the proposals to fuprosf the
strategic routes within the site, to enable possible future expanbieyond
the site, if required in the future, particularly in reference to the H10
extension, respondent hopes that opportunities to extend the Rapid Mas
Transit System and the Redway cycle routes within Milton Keynes will al
be considered as part of thi¥he extension of the H10 to Newport Road is
futureproofed in all three Responses, which is supported by CBC. The
indicated potential point of connection to Newport Road is such that, in
combination with robust vehicular access restrictions at Bow BfidRbad /
Woodleys Road, it has potential to encourage drivers to route to J13 alol
the more suitable route of Newport Road (north) and the A421. Whilst
longer in distance, the journey time is potentially shorter, and this could
help alleviate impacts tlmugh Woburn Sands and Aspley Guise. Strategic
modelling detailed within an outline planning application should, deal wi
the most likely scenario as further information is made available about E
West Rail. Sensitivity tests may be appropriate, andsareh test could be
connection of the H10 to Newport Road to establish what effect this has
terms of relieving traffic through Woburn Sands and Aspley Guise. CBC
would also be interested to understand any potential impacts on other
villages such as Husime Crawley and Woburn and any transport modellir
undertaken should allow for this.

In relation to Aspley Guise triangle. Information is provided on the status
the site within CBC LP.Respondent welcomesath@owledgement of
potential future growth areas and the consideration of cross boundary
issues, particularly in reference to the extension of H10. However, it is
important that any reference to the future development of this site makes
clear that it is wthin the CBC area and any decisions around the timing a
guantum of development would be for CBC to make. Respondent notes
this site does not have any status within the CBC Local Plar22Band
that the MK Futures 2050 document does not give #fitis any status.

reference to the potential future development to the East

within the Vision, we recognise that this does also refer to some land
proposed within the Milton Keynes boundary identified for potential futur:
development. It would be helpful if clarification could be provided to mak
clear that the vision relates tahd within the administrative area of Milton
Keynes only.

Noted. Following theonsultation,the SPD had been revised and
provides primary and reserved movement network with details
highway access and Public Transport. Prinaacess into SEMK
will be provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletchan
way) and via relief road tby-passBow Brickhill village (access at
both ends othe relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEN
will be delivered at the eastern eraf Bow Brickhill via a new
Woodleys Road which will pass over the railway and connect vi
new roundabout to the H10 extensior&dditionalaccess will
enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just north of
the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicw@acess to a limited
number of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the res
SEMK will be for cyclistgedestriansand potentially public
transport. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning applicatiotagie. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposslwhich would come through
the submission of a planning application.

Noted. SPD was amended see Para 2.3.10

Noted. Clarity added in the text.
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202

203

56, 108, 111, 125, 1316, 1260, 1386 4.5.2 Density

56

56,

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

General comment

Respondents raised concerns in relation to the potential for coalescenct
with Woburn Sands. Théision at section 3.2 makes clear that SEMK wot
be distinct from Woburn Sands, but provides no detail on how this would
achieved €.g.,is it through location landscape buffers, built form, or scale
and character)

The Framework Plan (FP) suggests there will be a buffer (lake area), bu
would questiorwhether this will provide a meaningful gap. The FP .
tFNF3INFLK ndmudm aidlasa GKFEG {9a
this could be strengthened and more specific. In addition, the FP refers t
GKS 0dzZFFSNI gAGK 2206dz2NY { | yaRdstatesi
that it could take the form of a park with formal playing pitches (sections
3.1.10, 3.4, 4.2.10). respondent thinks that this would not be sufficient to
avoid coalescence, as the presence of formal sports pitches and any
associated infrastructe / pavilions would be an extension of the site and
effectively link the development to Woburn Sands. The concept plan alsi
shows the sports pitches very close to existing homes in Woburn
Sands. In addition to the coalescence issue there are amenitydevaons
with locating these uses so close to existing housing.

Paragraph 3.1.6 discusses the impacts of SEMK on adjoining transport
routes. This should also refer to Woburn Sands. There should be a stror
emphasis on engaging witddjoining authorities (including CBC) as
proposals develop, and also a clear commitment to preserve the setting
nearby Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas. The FP lists the ameni
Woburn Sands as an opportunity for the site.

Indicative average residential detiss are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, 6 complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaeetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended. Fig «
identifiespreferredindicative locations for playing fields.

The detailed desigof highways interventions will be reviewed at
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could v& depending on the detailed design and layou
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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204 56 4.3 Movement

Network

205 56 4.3 Movement
Network
206 56 4.3 Movement

Network

The railway line bisects the Strategic Urban Extension (SUE), with the
majority of the development area falling to the south and at present, no
direct road crossing is present. This is recognised within the SPD, and it
seems clear that the intention is for SEMK to integrate with and face the
existing built form of Milton Keyes, whilst protecting the distinct character
of settlements such as Bow Brickhill and Woburn Sands.

{ dz00SaaFdzZ t & | OKASGAYy3I G(GKAa O2d
highway network. Notwithstanding, there will inevitably be a draw of trips
towards jpinction 13 of the M1 and through nearby villages that lie within
Central Bedfordshire. It is important that the highway arrangements with
the right turn only proposal at the junction of the link road and Bow Brick
Road do not serve to disconnect Wobu#ispleyHeath,and Aspley Guise.

Respondent raisesoncerns in relation to responses 1 and 2. There woul
be potential for significant increases in traffic through Woburn Sands an
Aspley Guise for access to and from J13. Whilst it is acknowledged that
SPD is not intended to identify

mitigation measues, respondent considers it should acknowledge the
sensitivity of this route and junctions along it, and the likely need for
mitigation. Indeed, a future outline planning application should account fi
/.1 Qa al NadGz2y =zt S &0 NlingsSwhighGs alsd ¢
expected to increase traffic through J13 and Aspley Guise. It would be
helpful if examples of interventions envisaged at Bow Brickhill

Road / Woodleys Road could be provided to the council, along with an
understanding of how effectiviney could be.

Highway intervention does not feature in Response 3. With vehicular gre
separated crosegs of the railway line at V10 (Brickhill Street) and Woodl|
Road, irthe same way as Response 1 (plus an additional crossing at V1:
the reason for this is not clear and elaboration on this point would be
appreciated. The accompanying text for ResgoBscknowledges that it
WSy O2daNF 35a OSKAOdzZ I NI Y2@9SYSyid i
traffic through Woburn Sands

0¢KS [ S&8&a 3 I I NRsAO|l w2lIROQ® LF
due to the additional crossing at V11, CBC wouldhterested to
understand whether this would this increase the requirement for the
intervention.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to thwaffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

SPD had been revised. Fig 4.3 Identifies primary Movement
Network with V10 bridge. If EWR proposes a bridge attdria
reserve strategic highway network has been prepared and is
included asAppendixC to the SPD. The detailed design of
highways interventions will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depnding on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

SPD had been revised. Fig 4.3 Identifies primary Movement
Network with V10 bridge. If EWR proposes a bridge atthédria
reserve strategic highway network hasdm prepared and is
included a®AppendixC to the SPD. The detailed design of
highways interventions will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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207 56 4.3 Movement
Network

208 56 Fig 3.1

209 56 4.3Movement
Network

210 56 4.3 Movement

Network/EWR

Response 2 presents a scenario whereby V10 is either stopped up due t
closure of the level crossing, or there are significant delays at the level
crossing. Both Responses 2 & 3 identify uncertainty around the viability «
railway crossing at V11. Howeya crossing at V11 would be particularly
important in Response 2 because otherwise all traffic would be directed
the eastern side of SEMK and Woodleys Road, with likely encourageme
additional traffic through Woburn Sands.

Figure 3 does suggest that, in the interest of maximising sustainable trax
and reducing car travel, more bus stops than are shown woulteleeed to
ensure that all proposed dwellings lie within 400m walking distance of a
stop. This could feasibly fragp some capacity on the externa highway
network for journeys which require a car.

Paragraph 4.3.12 also infers that primary streets within SEMK would onl
benefit from bus services when sufficient development has been built ou
and the route is commercially viable. A SUE such as this should be strivi
for high levels bsustainable modes of travel. To assist future occupiers t
adopt sustainable patterns of travel from the outset, it is considered that
the developers should, if necessary, be required to provide pump primin
for bus services during an initial period, rat than wait for services to
become commercially viable.

Respondent is keen to understand more details about this new station ai
be involved in any future discussions with Network Rail about this, to
understand what the impacts may be on residents at Woburn

Sands.

SPD had been revisedgHi.3 Identifies primary Movement
Network with V10 bridge. If EWR proposes a bridge atthédria
reserve strategic highway network has been prepared and is
included a®AppendixC to the SPD. The detailed design of
highways interventions will be reviewed tae planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layfuhe
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Noted. No changes required.

SEMK will be designed to accommodate accesdielgyent,and
high-quality public transport routing within the site, including
beingfuture proofedto accommodate and integrate with
potential mass rapid transit as part of a wider system for Milton
Keynes. Theubmission of a Transport Assessment will be
required as part of any planning application that generates
significant amounts of traffic movemés) to determine whether
the impact of the development on the transport network is
acceptable. It identifies what measures will be taken to deal witl
the anticipated transport impacts of the scheme and to improve
accessibility and safety for all modes @#vel, particularly for
alternatives to the car such as walking, cycling and public
transport. As per Policy CT5, A3 where appropriate and necess
all houses and most other developments willdgectedto be no
more than 400m from a bus stop.

Noted. Comments flate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.
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56, 107

56, 108

56, 152

56

56

6. Next Steps

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Southwestern part of the SEMK site lies within the Greensand Ridge Na
Improvement Area and ecological enhancements should be
deliveredhere woods protected.

South of the SEMK site is bordered by woodland which lies within

the Milton Keynes area, however, despite the buffering of the existing
settlements at Woburn Sats and Bow Brickhill using green corridors, thel
is residential development shown right up to the boundary of woodland il
the south. Respondent would expect to see a meaningful green buffer
around the whole site. The woodland to the south of the site cms
through to Wavendon Heath and Aspley Woods CWS in CBC, and there
existing Rights of Way that would bring new residents into this woodland
and increase recreational pressure.

Concerns raised over additional recreational pressure on the Aspley Wo
contributions should beought to mitigate any potential impact on these
assets and to ensure that suitable and sustainable solutions are provide:
people to access the woodland, parking arrangements to prevent inform
parking

SEMK site to bgelfsufficient in terms of open space and recreational
space.

There is a Wildlife corridor on the edge of the site, adjacent to Woburn
Sands, but there is a lack of detail in relation to this within the document
would be helpful to understand the implications for this wildlife corridor a
whether mitigation isequiredwould also ask whether there will be a
commitment to achieve net gain in biodiversity on this site. It would be
helpful to have a bit more information in terms of the environmental
impacts of the scheme.

Noted. No changes required.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetier
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

Planning obligations are legal obligations entkneto to mitigate
the impacts of a development proposal. They must be:
necessary to make the development acceptable in planning teri
directly related to the development; and

fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the developme
As per Pa 5.2.1 contributions will be sought towards necessary
infrastructure and facilities. An overarching section &géeement
known as the Tarff Agreement will be established.

Open space should be provided in accordance with guidance s
outin
Plan:MK (Policy L4 and Appendix C).

Para 4.2.11 Plan:MK Policy NE3 requiresptiotection and
enhancement of biodiversity in new developments. The
Framework seeks to protect a network of wildlife corridors, whic
provide ecological and pedestrian links. Biodiversity net gain
across SEMK will be an integral element of the Open Spete a
Landscape Strategy as part of the build out of SEMK. At plannii
application stage local ecology will be revieweddacordancevith
the planning policy requirements.
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217

218

56

56

56, 75, 133, 1273

4.2 Landscape and The Landscape Character Assessni@iitespies, 2016) has the land The SPD refers to Landscape character Assessment (2016) wt

Open Space

General comment

6. Next Stps

classified as Wavendon Clay Lowland Farmland. Our understanding wa: was used as an evidence base fog Plan:MK which provides
this area lies within the national Character Areac9the Bedfordshire review of the landscape character of the Borougdiroughoutthe
Greensand Ridge. The site is influenced by the proximity to the Greensa SPD references are made to Greensand Ridge, including the r
Ridgeand the character of the Greensand Ridge villages. CBC is a leadii for the open viewsacross landscape character areaBoickhill

LI NIYSNJ Ay GKS WDNBSyal yR [/ 2dzy i N Greensand Ridge to be retained.

project, which is now aligned with the National Character Area and has j

adopted its Forward Plan. As the SEMKisit®vered by both the Nature

Improvement Area, as discussed earlier in this response, and the Green

Country designations, it is suggested that both designations should be

mentioned within the SPD. The Greensand Country promotes high quali

responsie design to celebrate and reinforce a sense of place. As with th:

Nature Improvement Area, it encourages high quality green infrastructur

benefitting ecology.

three parallel IDB watercourses run from the Greensand Ridge Noted. Matter not for the SPD but for the upcoming planning
northwards to the railway. We feel there is an opportunity to make more applications.

these watercourses within the Concept Plan, which have the potential to

contribute toBiodiversity net gain. CBC would expect to be consulted on

Design Coding for any land parcels in close proximity to our boundaries.

concept plan (fig. 3.1) appears to have some discrepancies when

compared to the landscape and open space strategy ffig. 4.1), for

example the location of pitches and the extent of woodland and lakes. It

would be helpful to have clarification on this matter.

Respondents question what changes will be made to the Movement The SPD was amended to provide primary and reserve movem
Framework and the whole SPD following the EWR consultation. options.

Consideration should be given to Making Meaning@rinections

document. EWR should work jointly with MKC. Given the fututaef421

through MK and Bucks remains to be resolved, and there are decisions

made on EWR that will affect Mk and beyond, the development of a loca

transport strategy needs to involve not just Mk Council but neighbouring

authorities, Network Rail, /¥R, EEH, Highways Agency and SEMLEP.
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219 56 4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

220 56, 1370 4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

221 60, 129, 147, 165, 217, 1232, 1271, 4.4.6 Gypsy and

1272, 1293, 1304, 1316, 1331, 1333, Travellers site
1259, 1388, 1395, 1391, 1367, 1365

222 61, 64, 75, 84, 86, 99, 108, 183, 200. 5.2 Infrastructure
209, 224, 1251, 1277, 1297, 1303, 13C delivery/health

1315, 1316, 1321, 1338, 1259

nouwdn GKFG W RAFYOSR &G NUzOG dzNT €
species should be provided)l NIi A Odzf | N¥ & Ay 0 dzFf ¢
However, due to the sensitivity of the heathland and native woodland th¢
border the site to the south, we would recommend the statement is

' YSYRSR (2 ale& wWXolaSR 2y ylGiA@s
Greensand Ridge are important, and trees and hedgerows should be me
of native species to accord with landscape character.

nowdc NI GKSNI GKIFyYy 2dzAl | réBnfneiday
requirement for landscaping or trees and hedges, to be used to soften tF
impact. The railway line referenced at 4.2.8 connects through to CBC.W
0StASPS (KFG GKS dzasS 2F ylraGArAgS a
¢ NB I G YSy & QhicNBoulé iNdige ®Bfetiag tasthe railway line.
4.2.9 (Bow Brickhill/ Woburn Sands Road) we would encourage

some reference to the inclusion of appropriate evergreen material, such
K2fte FyR {02(Qa tAyS AyOf dRSER ¢
open space. If this is deemed to be too much detail, then perhaps a
statement emphasising a requirement for extensive screen planting, to
include appropriate evergreen species may be more appropriate.

Some said MKC is reducing landscaping and gresss, so they don't have
to pay ongoing costs for landscaping. MKC landscaping department hav
confirmed this to me. Its unacceptable. The landscaping in Central MK 5
years ago is superb. Now its all housing and no greenery. Ghettos of the
future.

Respondent objects to G&T site within the development.

Medical facilities seem to be missing from the housing plan which must
considered in association with existing Medical Centre (example give
Asplands) and other neighbouring surgeries. Asplands and other local
doctors are already exceedingly busy/overscribed.

Noted.

Noted.

Plan:MK identifies the need for us to accommodate 19 hbokis
in culturally suitable housing for Gypsies and Travellers up to 2
Within Milton Keynes there remains a total of 12 further pitches
allocated, but not yet provided. This consists of 8 pitcheson ar
site at Newton Leys and 4 additional pitchesbe provided as part
of an extension to the Calverton Lane site. With the retention of
these existing allocations, Plan:MK includes the need to provide
for an additional 7 pitches over the plan period. The Council
intends to allocate the additional 7 phes in the South East
Milton Keynes strategic site, in accordance with the policy in
Plan:MK.

The local centre to the south of the site will include 0.6ha
community reserve site that could be used for a satellite health
facility.
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223

224

225

226

227

61, 84, 86,224, 1288, 1391, 1367

61, 84, 86, 215,224, 1262, 1297, 128¢
1378

63, 168, 201, 228, 1285, 1299, 1356,
1358, 1359

64

65, 142,174, 201

5.2 Infrastructure
delivery/schools

4.2 Landscape and
Open Spae

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

4.3 Movement
Network

Two proposed schools shouldso take into account local schools
Swallowfield, Aspley Guise and Fulbre@khich happen to be in Central
Bedfordshire rather than Milton Keynes

Concerns raised over loss of green space buffer around town area

Concerns raised over potential impact from H10 extension. Impact on
tranquillity of the area and villages as well as the detrimental effect to the
wildlife that uses and residents this area €.g.,Wavendon Fields & Phoeb:
Lane and the pollution to the surrounding area. Concerns raised include
effects from the proposal to extend H10 through green fields and the go
course to join Junction 13 causing potential noise, traffic, impaavildlife ,
green hills, recreational fields and their use by pedestrian. Some sugges
to include underpassegpgedestrianand cycle bridges but be visually
sensitive andegardinglight disturbance to wildlife. One respondent
highlighted the rich hétage of Phoebe Lane which would be blighted if it |
severed.

If a G&T site is to hiacluded,it should be in the extreme west of the site ¢
close as possible to the proposed Industrial site being developed south ¢
Caldecotte.

Respondat raise concerns over additional traffic caused by 3000 homes

Noted. No changes required.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of StrategidVovement Network. The detailed design of highway.
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generatedby the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner ofhe site near Bow Brickhill. To ensure a
delivery of the site as peequirementsof Plan:MK a phasing
chapter was updated to ensure the site is delivered prior the
occupation of residential properties.

The SEMK Supplementary Planning Document has been prepe
in accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is
based on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evide
that informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as |
2dzit AYySR 4 GKS adFNIzZ gAaft
transport assessment. A lot of the detailed assessments, includ
a transport assessment, will be prepared by treveloper,and
submitted to the council. These would set out the detailed desic
of the development and mitigation measures necessary to secu
a high quality and sustainable development.
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229

230

67,122,1276, 1261

67

68

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

General comment

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery/community
facilities

Respondent stated that there is no ip-date analysis of the current flow o
traffic within SEMK. Even if there was, the traffic flow will change over th
next few years with the building out of the SLA and with the other curren
housing developments algrnthe Newport Road. Moreover, an analysis of
the effects of the various possible changes proposed by East West.Rail,
the level crossings at Woburn Sands and Aspley Guise being closed, or
just being open to road traffic for a reduced period ofi¢i, is needed before
any realistic Development Framework can be produced. There has also
no modelling of flows from M1 J13 to anywhere in MK via Aspley Guise
Salford, this in amcredibleoversite from a document over 100 pages lon¢

Producing the SPD now will be costly and likely in need of change in the
future. If the developers prepare applications and the framework will be
changed in thduture, they could seek compensation or judicial review.

Based on the existing settlements where around 1100 homes exist 1 ani
one community hub the SEMK estate will need at lea3ttemmunity
centres. Existing ones where 1 is provided per 1100 are at fadcitgt on
weekday in the evenings.

The transporstrategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planningddument has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
the start, will be supplemg i SR 6& (KS RS@St
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demaradsociated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways netwarlpacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

Noted. No changes required.

2 local centers will be provided.
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231 68, 1370, 1384, 1392 5.2 Infrastructure There is a recognised lack of youth facilities across Milton Keynes. For  Noted. No changes required.
Delivery/community examplethere is a waiting list adver 1300 places for children in the Miltor
facilities Keynes Scout District, and similarly for the Guides, music, martial arts, E

Brigade, and other organisations. The waiting lists are not due to a lack
volunteer leaders, but a lack of places available afatdéble for them to
meet.

Some added that we took away the par 3 golf course and promised to
relocate it at Wavendon and then never did. The sports hall in Woburn
Sands although a massive building only has a small footprint, only big
enough for badmintorcourts and 5 a side football and nothing else. It alsc
has limited parking.

232 68 5.2 Infrastructure Location of community hubs should consider the following: Adjacentto  Noted. Detail design will form part of application stage.
Delivery/community shared car parking. Adjacent to open space: Linear Parks and playing fi
facilities will provide greater utility for user groups. Adjacent to shared facilities:

Schools and Parks will have opmities for shared infrastructure.
Community centres can be complimentaoybut should be independent of
(adjacent school / health centres or similar).The Strategy makes referen:
a community hub south of the railway line, integral to the heart @& trew
community. This is welcome. However: The community hub proposed nc
of the railway line it is noted is dependent on the relocation of the railway
station. This is not welcome. The SEMK design guide should specifically
ensure that provision of a camunity facility is required, independent of
any changes to the railway station.

233 68 Page 35 Reference is madépp35.) to the local centre in Wavendon Gate. This loc Noted.
centre is in WalnuTree, and it should be recognised that it is over 1
kilometre from the boundaries of SEMK, recognised that it is 2 kilometre
from the proposed new community hubs.

234 69, 161, 162, 1295, 1300, 1292 General comment  Respondent is in support of thEroposed development. The respondent  Noted.
supports increase in housing and eventual increase in facilities and new
initiatives for this area. Some also support future development of areas
outside SEMK

235 70, 97, 1264, 113 General comment  respondent aised concerns over future development of 3000 homes,  Noted. MKC is not proposing to close any level crossings. Revi
potential rail development which may cut the village in two and road undertaken by EWR.
infrastructure development in the Woburn Sands/Wavendon area.
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237

238

239

240

241

71, 95, 99, 108, 113, 115, 133, 134, General comment

1238, 1251, 1260, 1346

72

72

72,1330

72

72, 144, 146

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

Page 27

Para 2.8

General comment

Para 3.1.7

Concerns raised over undertaking the consultation in pandemic and lack
faceto-facemeetings. Requests made for a second round of consultatio
once restrictions are lifted by some. Question raised over what measur
will be put in place to engage with residents of adjacent parishes. One
respondent did not think consultation procesgtrtGunning principles and
reserved right to challenge any future adoption.

wSalLRyRSyild aidliSR GKIFIGY AdQa yz2i
GKS az2dzZik 68 . NRgya 222R G GKS
GKFG GKFG OdaNNByidte SyRa dzZl Ay

Ideally a clear stement is needed that in recent years the IDB has sharp
restricted any increases in rwff into its water courses since regular
flooding is already occurring downstream.

Respondent suggests to check if the data is still accurate since there ha
been changes to bus services recently.

Many of the existing facilities listed are at their capacity and this should
noted. Some notes that existing facilities will benefit from the developme
but that they shouldhot be the sole source of provision for SEMK.

There is a lack of clear guidance on siesidential provision within the SPD
which may prove matters difficult at future Development Control committ
meetings for the decision makers. Respondent suggests adding that the
convenience retail sufficient to serve the south west portion of the site w
be required there.

The density statement is somewhat concerning. The CAG adgseust
having low density against all existing development because this would |
too high a pressure on the density in the central areas. Suggest modific
to:

SEMK should accommodate a mix of residential densities to provide for
diversity and varyig character across the site with lower densities toward
the edges of existing rural development, and the rural edge, notably Bow
Brickhill Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
The remainder is fine. Some respondents believe tiiatparagraph should
make specific reference to higher density areas adjacent to the relocatec
Woburn Sands station

Government imposed emergency regulations which did allow fc
the consultationto take place. Over 1,508mmentswere
received

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider palies FRFR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) and all applice
local gudlance documents.

Noted.

Noted. No changes proposed.

the SEMK site will be mix usesidentialled development.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities tprovide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
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243

244

72

72

72

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery/community
facilities

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Table 4.2

If the Woburn sands station is not relocated, then convenience retail will
still be required for the northern area, so a smaller site should be shown
an alternative, more central to the northern area .

4.2.12 The wording sounds as though this is an idea for consideration. |
should be reworded to be cleéinat these corridors should be retained anc
enhanced.

ndHdHT FRR alFyR &dNNRdzyRSR o6& |
4.2.28 not clear what the point is about vehicular access. All playing pitc
need vehicular access for equipment deliveries and team vehidisabled
access, etc.

4.2.30 Respondent believes that the bus is no longer operational

T junctions on busy grid roads are rapidly proving unsafe and need routi
improvementsg lane separation islands, or at absolute minimum, clear
white lines markingautes across them. Primary street: School should n
have a direct access onto this street as the queues will block the whole
street. This street needs to provide reasonably timely access in and out
the estate, so concerned at estreet parking. Idally this should be in a
separate physically demarcated lane as on the new provision on Counte
Way, not just white paint delimiters. Consider crossing points so that
children waiting to cross are visible.

MKC does not propose any relocations of stations of closure of
crossings. Those are proposed by EWR company.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network haden amended. Details
will be approvedat planning application stage.

The transport strategy reflected in the developniéramework

for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzy OAt Q& &GNF GSAAO (NI YyaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile
design of highways interventions will be reviewedta planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layouhef
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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5.2 Infrastructure

72,107, 164, 1396, 1375

4.5.2 Character and There are two mentions of rear parking courts. Respondent believes the

MKC policy is that those are only supported in extreme circumstances
because they are simply not usékherefore following comments were
made:

Primary residential street. If apartmts are to have rear parking courts,
there must be an entrance to access them from the front, and visitor
parking must be properly catered for with access from the front, since thi
where visitors will naturally comeOtherwisepeople will park on the
primary street in large numbers.

Railway edge if the railway space is being used as the public open spac
there must be a defensible barriez.g.,thorn hedge!) between that and the
railway itself . Rear parking cougsas before.

Apartments shouldtill have some enclosed outdoor space where toddler
can play safely, etc. and people can get outside in lockdowns. While it ir
be communal for the block, ideally there would be more than one area s
people can be outside separately. The complete sepamaif types of
housing between the character areas goes against the principle of mixec
neighbourhoods. There should be say 10% of other types of housing on
each to improve the mix.

wSalLl2yRSy(l &adA3asSad G2 AyOfdzRS ai
possible t a contribution to a new major balancing lake from developers |
be required, and/or individual parcels may not be able to achievsiten
mitigation.

Respondent suggests adding to 6.1.2 the locations of green and blue
infrastructure. (Linear parks, corridors, main SUDS facilities)

The SPD should require sufficient parking spaces to be provided off roa
all residential development to prevent clogging up streets with parking.
Some suggested 2 spaces per properfjhought should also be given to
providing parking for residents of Hardwick Road off street.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Characte Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of theighbouring areas.
Open Spacaeetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

The SPD contairsformation on StrategicSuDs network.

The Open Space and Landscape Strategy was amended follow
comments.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzy OAt Qa &G NI G S AshalevideNde Wasd J2 N.
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigat measures required
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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249 72 4.3Movement Concerns raised over the V11 all movement bridge having negative impi The SPD was amended and provides primary and reserved
Network/V11 on local amenity causing noise especially on Holst Crescent which is ar movement retwork with details on highway access and Public

important street linking Browns Wood and Old Farm Park. It is noted tha Transport. Desigrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table

the raised natureof the road (to get over the railway) could not be 4.2 Street Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network. The detai

mitigated by a noise bund due to size needed and as these are existing design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir

dwellings additional sound insulation could not be a mitigation. application sage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposal, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

250 73,213 4.5.2 Character and The development should provide some bungalows to allow people to Housing mix will be reviewed at planning application stage in
Density downsize. There is a shortage of bungalows in Woburn Sands. Some  accordance with policies of Plan:MK. Indicative average resider
respondents s not everyone wants to live in a retirement home. densities are provided in the Character Table 4.5.
251 73 4.2Landscape and The open spaces are acceptable but would like to see a country park Open space should be providedaccordancevith guidance set
Open Space included as it would create a more natural area. outin

Plan:MK (Policy L4 and Appendix C). Thec8Rfains Fig 4.1
landscape and Open Space Strategy which shows amongst ott
areas of multifunctional buffers and proposed linear open space
Details of those will be provided through forthcoming planning

applications.
252 73, 181, 166, 1303 4.4.6 Gypsy and The proposed G&T site is not right since and should be closer to essenti The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
Travellers site services. south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. To ensure a

deliveryof the site as perequirementsof Plan:MK a phasing
chapter was updated to ensure the site is delivered prior the
occupation of residentigiroperties. TheSEMK site needs to
provide for 7 pitches as required by Policy SD11 of Plan:MK. A
number of best pactice criteria were used to review possible
locations within SEMK. This included, amongst others, the
availability of a range of transport links. Further detail on the
FaaSaavySyd ONRGSNAI dzaSR KI &
webpage for the South EaBstilton Keynes Strategic Urban

Extension.
253 73,1337 5.2 Infrastructure Respondent noted that public transport such as a regular bus service ne The SPD makes reference to the Publansport and how the
delivery to be implemented as regular bus service has been stopped. need for it will be assessed.
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255

256

257

258

74

75,77,78, 100, 133

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network/
Expressway

75, 176, 210, 1257, 1269, 1299, 1265 4.3 Movement

1260, 1365

75

75, 1252

Network/EWR

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.4 Land Use

The Forestry Commission stated that they are not in a position to input i
the consultation process for Local Plahtoweverthey provided
informationto assist the Council in assessing the appropriateness of site
for future development, and to hidight opportunities for achieving
renewable energy obligations.

Respondent questioned what upgrades of roads would be provided inste
of cancelled Expressway to service and connect the development of the
OxfordCambridge Arc. How thgevelopmentcan happen before that
infrastructure is planned and decided. Some meméd requirement to
provide strategic links through SPD.

Possible permanent closure or partial closure at WobBands level
crossing will push traffic onto alternative routes such as Leys and Hardw
Road. Some respondents were against moving of the Woburn Sands st
Permanent closure of the crossing will cut the town into sperate parts wt
will impact ontowns charactethereforea bridge or underpass should be
provided near to existing level crossing and not through SEMK site. Sorr
said its closure would impact schools, shops etc. Some said even a
relocation of the crossing would increase travel timesating significant
inequality in quality of life, possibly making walking/cycling to Woburn
Sands High Street famenitiesno longer an option. MKC Highways noted
the SPD acknowledges the potential issues but clearly the option of a
Woburn Sands bypassttviclosure of the level crossing (and EYBposal3
will involve significant alterations to traffic movements and modelling anc
junction assessments will be crucial to this.

Respondent supports the vision however this cannot be achieved if acce
to Bow Brickhill road is granted increasing the traffic along The Leys. Th
part of SEMK to the north of the railway next to Newport Road is within t
boundary of Woburn Sandgthis should also be part of a green buffer zon:
Otherwise SEMK will not be a distinct community.

Allotment site to be provided. Allotments are Woburn sands are fully
occupied.

Noted. Noactionsrequired.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzy OAt Qa &GN GS3IA0 GNIFyaLRN
appropriate forthe allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence ths
informed the allocatiorof the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined a
GKS adrNIz gAraftf 0S8 adzlx SySy
assessment.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations adh level crossings not MKC. The transport
strategy reflected in the development framework for SEMK is
AYTF2NYSR o6& @I NA2dza a0OSyl NA2
transport model. This is an evidence base appropriate for the
allocation of the site ifPlan:MK. Further modelling of the plannec
growth in the area can only be undertaken when EWR Co have
clarified their preferred level crossing closure options. This wou
also need to reflect changes in travel demand associated with t
EWR/Marston Vale lgrail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be cadered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetier

connectivity. Proposed linear netwiohad been amended. Details
will beapprovedat planning application stage.

Allotment site is to be provided within SEMK site.
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263

75

75

75

75, 205, 1305, 1316

75

4.3 Movement
network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

a2@SYSyid bSig@aNgwil{haysa/devddtaing degative
impact on the Bow Brihill road remaining a rural roadTraffic is The Leys
will be excessive and any plans will have to ensure that only local and nt
through traffic comes through the Leys, Hardwick Road and Theydon
Avenue

Woodleys Road Crossing that is shown on the map is not where the
Woodleys Crossing currently is, the map shows it at the edge of the buff
zone, whereas it is actually further west. This is confusing and should be
NBYlFYSR a2YSUKAY ZsinfgpoinS AT AGQ&a |

The existing accesses from Bow Brickhill Road to agricultural holdings s
be closed off to vehicles and hedgerow extended.

All roads within SEMK should be residentiat grid roads.

The EWR consultation is also proposing to do a new road across the exi
WS Allotment field. This is totally unacceptable as this site services a
number of the neighbouring district villages that do hatve their own
allotments.

The SEMK Supplementary Planning Document hasirepared

in accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is
based on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evide
that informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as |
outlined at the start, will be supplemented by the dedlJS NI &
transport assessment. A lot of the detailed assessments, includ
a transport assessment, will be prepared by the developer and
submitted to the council. These would set out the detailed desic
of the development and mitigation measures necegga secure

a high quality and sustainable development.

Additional clarification in text provided. Additional vehicular
access into SEMK will be delivered at the eastern end of Bow
Brickhill Road via a new Woodleys Road which will pass over tt
railway and connect via a new roundabout to the H1teesion.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the cmcil. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer

The SPD contains a table with desigquirementswhich includes
design speeds. The SPD caradiressspeedsoutside of the
allocation boundary. See Table 4.2 Street Hierarchy of Strategi
Movement Network

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.
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264 77 General comment  Background information provided in relation to Fred Roche Foundation. The transport strategy reflected in the development framework

Reference made to the original Plan for MK by Llewelyn Davies and for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
implementation undertaken by MKDP. Respondent stated that SPD fails O2 dzy OAf Q& & GNI G S3IA O (irdd bdise L2 N,
meet all major principles set out in the Cousa@Wwn growth strategy appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and has bec
namingespeciallyplacemaking, impact on local communities. used to inform the development framework. Various scenarios

have been modelled with different bridge crossings and the H1(
being extended through to Newport Road or not. As paifutdire
Planning Applications, the developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. This will be
AYT2N¥SR o0& GKS O2dzyOAf Qaani N
include additional local traffic data collection.

Further modelling of the planned growth in the area can only be
undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their preferred level
crossing closure options. This would also need to reflect chang
in travel demand associated with the EWR/Marston Vale line rai
stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK development framework do nc
require this as part of its evidence base, as the East West Rail
project in planning terms is not currently certain to proceed. The
highways navork impacts resulting from EWR would be
considered through a Transport Assessment, which will
accompany their Development Consent Order application.

The SEMK Supplementary Planning Document has been prepe
in accordance with the relevant statutory reigements and is
based on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evide
that informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as |
2dzit AYSR 4 GKS adFNIzZ gAaft
transport assessment.

265 77 4.3 Movement Respondent does not support any of the movement network and believe The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms o
Network that they have no structure. strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
SPD.
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266 77,1303 4.3 Movement If the East West rail plans are implemented cyclists and pedestrians will Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is

Network/EWR forced to use high level bridges to access the area with only one reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC. Following the
footpath/bridleway with an underpass. Concerns raised that thisre consultation,the SPD had been revised and provides primary ar
provision for sulble rail crossing for pedestrians reserved movement network with deils on highway access and

Public Transport. Primary access into SEMK will be provided by
means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham wang da relief
road toby-passBow Brickhill village (access at both endthef
relief road. Additional vehicular aess into SEMK will be delivere:
at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodleys Road
which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
roundabout to the H10 extension8dditionalaccess will enter
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road justth ofthe
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited nun
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public transport.
The SPD acknowledges that gmdditionalaccess will enter SEMK
off the southern end of Newport Road just north of the Woburn
Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited number of
dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEMK
be for cyclists, pedestrians and poteniygoublic transport.

112



267

267

268

269

77,88, 89, 92, 94, 97, 113, 151, 123¢ 4.3 Movement

77,1394

i

77,1433

Network/EWR

General comment

4.4 Land Use

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Need for strategicoordinatedplan for the area needs to be developed
with EWR. Some noted that until there is a clear strategy for hovhitite
speedEast West railway will affect the area no further expansion plans
should be considered for south if the railway

There is no evidence to support a need for 3,500 new homes in the shor
medium tem. Current levels of demand, less than 1,400 dwellings/annur
can be adequately met in MKEast, south of Fenny Stratford and other
already started but not completed development areas, like Fen Farm.
Comment made in regards to employment areas in MK, comnmamts
national economy and changes due to Covid and Brexit.,, comments in
relationto smaller employment areas and the role of MKDP and Advanct
Factory Unit in the past.

Due to highdensitiesplaying fields are located withimmited parkland
areas. They have to be by nature flat, tree less and peivite.

Respondent stated that the land south of the railway should be consider:
as an open space asset to MK and is needed to protect the important Gi
sands Ridge and Woburn Woods, building close up to the Woburn Sand
Bow Brickhill Road will significantlyrdage this natural asset. This area we
never included in the original plans for MK

The transport straggy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Docuntéhas been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
the start, will be supplemented @ (G KS RS@St 2 LIS
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand asgded with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network ircisa
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

Plan:MK Policy SD11 requires that the site delivers approximat:
3000 homes mixed suesidential development.

The open Space Strategy was amended. Playing field to be
provided in the Woburn Sands Green buffer.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetier
connectivity. Proposed linear network had beemended. Details
will beapprovedat planning application stage.
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270 77,182,212, 1279, 1321, 1323, 1337 5.2 Infrastructure Respondents stated that little consideration has been given to the impac Policy SD11 requirements for school are considered in the SPC

1341 delivery the development on schools, healtmé community facilities, which would  The local centre to the south of the site will include 0.6ha
likely not support the influx of residents. community reserve site that could be used fasatellite health
facility.
271 77 4.3 Movement Responded stated that the SPD has been prepared without scientific tra. There has beernraffic modelling undertaken (using the MKC
Network analysisand is based oassumptionsuch as V11 extension, maintaining  Strategic Traffic Model: MKMMM) for the SE MK allocation as |

BowBrickhilllevel crossing or bridge, keeping level crossing at Woburn  of the evidence base to Plan MK, and subsequent to this to infi

Sands or providing a bridge. Lack of connectivity to wider regional netw the development framework. This modelling, as well as other

wheree.g.,H10 is shown to end at western Woburn sands bypass and di¢ considerations suchs multi modal connectivity, has informed the

not continue to Newport Road. draft development framework for the site comprising two bridge
crossings, with the preferred option now being a V10 crossing
broadly in line with the existing level crossing, and a crossing t
the eastern edgef the site (referred to as Woodleys Road in the
framework). As part of the SEMK Planning Application, the
developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will ident
any mitigation required in response to the traffic generated by tl
site. This wilbe informed by the MKMMM, as well as more
localised modelling and analysis. Where deemed necessary thi
will include additional local traffic data collection
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273

7

77

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network/V11

There has been some suggestion of continuing H10 across Newport Ro:i
and across the Wavendon Golf course site and beyond to the A421, but
SPD does not demonstrate that this is feasible, there is no space for a

junction with Newport Road, there is an@ent monument on the potential
corridor and the Council has served TPO notices across the whole gold
course.Thereforewe are left with a large amount of traffic forced to use &
extended V11 to access MK and beyond to the north and east. The imps
additional traffic on the H10 and H9 roundabouts has not been considere

If EWR are forced to close the Bow Brickhill level crossing and are not a
or willing to fund a new bridge this leaves even more traffic wishing to er
MK from thesouth to use the new H11 Bow Brickhill bypass and onto the
extended V11, that is if the rail bridge is funded by the developers as EV
Rail are not required to provide bridges if no existing crossing exists. De
Council policy now fully endorsing grishds with underpasses, the SPD or
pays limited reference to them and is again calling the new west to east
road a Primary Residential Street, another word for the discredited city
streets which define earlier expansion areas. The new road from Bow
Brickhill crossing to the Woburn Sands bypass should be a grid road alor
entire length , H11.

Noted. Following theonsultation,the SPD had been revised and
provides primary and reserved movement network with details
highway access and Public Transport. Primary accesSHMK
will be provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletchan
way) and via relief road tby-passBow Brickhill village (access at
both ends othe relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEN
will be delivered at the eastern end of Bow Bridlk¥ia a new
Woodleys Road which will pass over the railway and connect vi
new roundabout to the H10 extensior&dditionalaccess will
enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just north of
the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular accesditoited
number of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the res
SEMK will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public
transport. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The deper will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposals, which wogloime through
the submission of a planning application.

The SPD was amended and provides primary and reserved
movement network with details on highway access and Public
Transport. Desigrequirementsfor roads can bedund in Table
4.2 Street Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network. The detai
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measurequired

in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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274 77 4.3 Movement

Network

275 77 4.3 Movement
Network
276 77 4.3 Movement

Network

Thehightlevelbridge crossings proposed at Bow Brickhill, V11 and Wobu
Sands will not be used by cyclists and walkers and separate bridge or

underpasses should also be provided at these locations. In order to mee
the same number fosegregated crossings enjoyed on grid roads a further
two underpasses should be required to provide access across the railwa

The ability to cycle safely into Woburn Sands along Newport Road has I
been a failure in the development of MK and no mention of how this sho
be remedied has been included in the SPD. The redway network indicat
on the Concept Plan is totally inadeste as it simply shows routes
alongside the proposed new grid roads or primary residential routes with
any commitment on developers to provide an extensive network inside tl
grid linking local centres, schools, open spaces and community facilities
Again, connectivity is poor and does not comply with Council policy to me
cycling and walking easier options to car use.

The road strategy is based on an assumption that high level bridge cros:
of the railway are an option. No reference is made to the height and lenc
of these structures and the impact on surrounding homes. An indicative
structure has been designed by the Council on V10 to replace the Bow
Brickhill level crossing this will be at least 7m high with articulated vehicl
on top and 600m long and will have a huge impact on residents in
Caldecotte. Using the same desjgimciples the same will be needed at
V11 between Old Farm Park and Browns Wood and will have a major i
on hundreds of existing homes on either side and remove valuable open
space along its route. There are no other examples of such major new
bridge structuresn MK to carry vehicles over existing roads or railways.
None of these bridges will be suitable for cyclists or pedestrians. In the ¢
of V11 the crossings to HolStescentind Morley Crescent will also need tc
be addressed.

The detailed design of highways interventions, including any
landscaping proposals, crossings will be prepared and reviewet
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which identifies any mitigation measures
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. The SF
provides details in regards to whicbadswill be of grid road
standard. Please refer to SPD for location off grid road corridor
and extensions. Table 4.2 makes reference to dasignirements
for junctions and crossings of strategic network.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms o
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
SPD.

The transport strategy refigted in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q&8 &a0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile
design of highways interventionsll be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailelsign and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

116



4.3 Movement
Network/MRT

General comment

77,1307, 1370 4.2 Landscape and

General comment

respondent stated that considerable part of the Strategy and this SPD i¢
given over to the development of a Mass Transport Network, without cle
defining it, how it will access all parts of MK and how it will be paid for.

Respondent raised concerns about the quality of planning and urban de
and placemaking and stated that there are no lessons learnt from
developments at Newton Leys, Calverton, South West MK, Broughton,
Brooklands and Atterbury and that which is emargfrom the currently
adopted SPD for the eastern expansion area. Concerns over connectivit
local facilities access, Divergence from using grid roads tsefihrated
cycling and walking to city streets. Poor quality standard héuseiA f R S
products, per layouts inadequate public realm, landscaping, homes too
close to footways. Not enough attempt to utilise retaining existing
hedgerowsnatura features. Lack @mploymentarea within the site.
Housing should not include flats, be of low density, extenspen space,
network of cycling and walking. Sustainable grid roads, bus and redway
routes.

Linear park network proposed is not wide enough especially the strip alc
the railway line. There is a chain of blue blobs running alongside the raih
which are supposed to represent water attenuation and indicate blue opt
space, these will be inadeqigato supportwildlife or be usable for water
activity such as fishing. It is likely that following a full technical and
hydrological study of the area that a much larger area of water will be
required with sufficient balancing capacity to prevent floodatgewhere in
SEMK and beyond. Berks, Bucks and Oxfon Wildlife added thiiiehe
park should be specifically for wildlife; like a linear nature reserve and
recommend a minimum width of 30m. They provide further
recommendations for this area.

General comments irelationto retail patters, impact of pandemic, high
streets status and increase use of loslabps ofuse of local shops, office
spaces in the pandemic.

The SPD provides primary arederved movement network with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the plaing application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of tevelopment
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Detail design matters will beonsideredat planning application
stage.

The SPD hibbeen revised anbuffer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetier
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended. Dete
will be approvedat planning application stage. The thickness of
the buffersisindicative,and details will be approved at planning
application stage.

Noted.
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7

77,1289

77

78

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

6. Next Steps

General comment

The plan should therefore encourage greater provision of local shopping
with small specialist shops docated with other community and health
facilities, the concept plan shows a suitable centvahtion,but the SPD
should require this to be not justlacal Tesco or similar small supermarke
these are appropriate but also need to have space for other uses adjace
provide a range of local services to reduce the need to drive to Bletchley
CMK or Woburn Sands. . The neighbourhood centres from theatiPlan
for MK with access by foot or bike to a local centre within 1km should be
included in all new planning briefs for residential development.

Respondent stated that 40% of land should be given to public open spac
andhigh-quality design and landscaping. It should be possible to walk to
large areas of open space and water or countryside from all new housini
areas. Some sait (int &nough operspace for the expected population
size.

Housing should have adequate gardens or shared amenity space for flal
and provision for allotments should be made. All new housing should en
that homes include space to accommodate desks to allow adults and
children to work from home, not just relyiran the kitchen table.

Respondent provided background informatiorrétation to the history of
its business and current operations. Location map of the Frosts Garden
Center provided.

2 local centers are provided in the SADe local centre to the
south of the site will include 0.6ha onunity reserve site that
could be used for a satellite health facility.

SEMK will accommodate in the region of 3000 dwellings. Appel
C of the SPD provides further details on the SEMK Indicative Li
Use Budget.

3000 dwellings as identified in Policy SD11

This requires circa 100ha of residential
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285

78, 85, 103, 104, 132, 155, 160, 168, 4.3 Movement
212, 224, 1250, 226, 1343, 1357, 129! network/EWR

1260, 1379

78

4.3 Movement
Network

Concerns raised over potential closure of the Woburn sands ¢ees$ing
and possibly lack of vehicular access.,bridge provided to replace that
level crossing. respondents note that the SPD fails to propose appropria
arrangements to mitigate the fential loss of the level crossing for new ar
existing residents and businesses, access to schools. Some stated that
residents should make the decision whether crossing at Woburn Sands
closed for longer odiversionis to be provided. Some added thatenarios
do not accord with the requirement of Policy CT1 of Plan:MK to promote
safe, efficient and convenient transport system and Policy CT2 to minim
travel and improve accessibility to services. extension of the MK Grid fur
to the east to Newprt Road and beyond would assist in addressing this t
increasing east to west connections where they are currently limited and
provide alternative routes to the level crossing on Newport Road. Some
respondents said safe pedestrian access must be incladddvant clarity if
this will be implemented and if the road will be shut.

Respondent supports vision to ensure that vehicular accessibilighieved
by linking to the MK grid network. MK Grid is extended further east
including a link to Newport Road, to ensure the area of Woburn Sands tc
north of the railway line remains accessible.

It is EWR Co who is reviewing stations and level crossinggkiot
Followingthe consultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with @és on highway
access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEMK will be
provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)
via relief road tdoy-passBow Brickhill village (access at both end
of the relief road. Additional vehicular aess into SEMK will be
delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodley
Road which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
roundabout to the H10 extensionddditionalaccess will enter
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road justth ofthe
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited nun
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public transport.
The SPD acknowledges that #dditionalaccess will enter SEMK
off the southern end of Newport Road just north of the Woburn
Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited number of
dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEMK
be for cyclists, pedestrians and poteniygoublic transport.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and progid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEMK will be
provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)
via relief road tdby-passBow Brickhill village (access at botids
of the relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEMK will be
delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodley
Road which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
roundabout to the H10 extension&dditionalaccess will ente
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just nortthef
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited nun
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public tfzors.
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287

288

289

290

78

4.3 Movement
Network

79, 138, 148, 179, 180, 1234, 201, 22! 4.4.6 Gypsy and
1249, 1250, 1299, 1261, 1260, 1379 Travellerssite

81, 82, 117222, 1319

83, 100, 108, 110, 117, 119, 123, 15¢ 4.2 Landscape and

General comment

160, 168, 181, 217, 1252, 1277, 220, Open Space

1305, 1433, 1353

83, 100

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

Under the current proposals, any traffic travelling eastward will be limitec
to using Bow Brickhill Road to the south of the SUE, which is a convolut
route and still relies on a level crossing at Brickhill Street.Wilirgely
only be beneficial to those seeking to join the M1 motorway at Junction !
and does not support increased easést connections across the SUE to
extend the MK Grid nor futurproof it for longer term development further
east. The views of Wairn Sands Parish Council which seek to ensure a |
road onto Newport Road to provide an alternative access route into \Wok
Sands are supported. Plans as they stand are in all 3 scenarios conside
be not well connected or integrated. THeliverability issue isonsidered

to since 2 scenarios propose access routes beyond the red lthe of
allocation. Lack aflarityaround ERW, MRT means plans gremature

Respondent does not support G&T site location near Wavendon. Conce
raised around the general growth in the area of Woburn Sands and Aspl
Guise. The site would have a negative impact orctieacterof the area.
Some suggest that other propos&X.T sites have better facilities nearby,
and that the site would obscure the view of theNJ& O {f IKchtédfinQ &
Wavendon. Further concerns about poor drainage, sloping and poor acc
of site.

Respondent raised general concerns in regards to potential impact of th
site on conservation area and wildlife, traffic, pollution, pedestrian crossi
risks.

Respondent raised concerns over reduction of open countryside and/or
merging of the surrounding areas with t8&MK. Manyoted that rural
OKIF NI} OGSN) 2F GKS @attlrasSa akKz2dx R
Ayaé G 220dNY { |y Rider2013 aad\dhdr $imildr |
events where it was noted that there will lmeuntrysideleft between MK
and existing older settlements. One raissshcernthat existingNG & A R S
way of life would be negatively impacted.

respondent supports the two western sites which would allow spiregad
densities elsewhere on the site.

A key aim of the pedestrian, cycle and bridleway network within
the site is to

integrate and connect it with all existing rights of way, redways,
footpaths and bridleways that connect with the edges of the
allocation. Fig 4.2 Movement Strategy shows the proposed
strategic redway network within SEMK which primary follows th
strategic moverant network. Newleisure routes and bridleways
will be primarily located within the proposed open space networ
connectingto the surrounding area.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&Trsiteei
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. To ensure a
delivery of the site as peequirementsof Plan:MK a phasing
chapter was updated to ensure the site is delivered prior the
occupation of residential properties.

Those matters will be reviewed part of EIA process and plannin
application stage.

The SPD had been revised dnudfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. To ensure a
delivery of the site as peequirementsof Plan:MK a phasing
chapter was updated to ense the site is delivered prior the
occupation of residential properties.
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87

General comment

Concerns raised around wording of the draft SPD where the use of worc The transport strategy reflected in the development framework

such as 'will start' or 'it is necessary to progress' suggest that decisions t for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the

been made anaonsultationprocess will not change that. Respondent O2dzy OAt Q& &G NI G SHis\a0 evitlenteaseJ2 N.

raised concerns over accessibilifythe evidence base documents. Any appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile

adverse impacts from the development should be mitigated. design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigan measures required
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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293

88

88

General comment

General comment

The work on SPD should not be progressl the findings of the
F2NIKO2YAyYy3 9y3dflyRQa 902y2YA0 |
confirmed revised transport and infrastructural priorities.

respondent does not agree that tfeyearhousing land supply and need
for it to be maintained should be used asaa argument to progress the
work on the SPD. Respondent does not agree that not delivering this sit
would result in a shortfall of planned housing growth.

The transport strategy reflected in the ddopment framework

for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and has bec
used to inform the development framework. Variow®sarios
have been modelled with different bridge crossings and the H1(
being extended through to Newport Road or not. As part of futu
Planning Applications, the developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measuregined

in response to the traffic generated by the site. This will be
AYT2N¥SR o0& GKS O2dzyOAf Qa GN
include additional local traffic data collection.

Further modelling of the planned growth in the area can only be
undertalen when EWR Co have clarified their preferred level
crossing closure options. This would also need to reflect chang
in travel demand associated with the EWR/Marston Vale line ra
stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK development framework do nc
require this & part of its evidence base, as the East West Rail
project in planning terms is not currently certain to proceed. The
highways network impacts resulting from EWR would be
considered through a Transport Assessment, which will
accompany their Development Ceent Order application.

The SEMK Supplementary Planning Document has been prepe
in accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is
based on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evide
that informed the allocation of the site iRlan:MK and, as |
2dzit AYSR 4 GKS adFNIzZ gAaft
transport assessment.

The site is required tdeliver approximately 3000 homes and is
integralpart of housing delivery of Plan:MK
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294 88, 1284, 1341, 1310 General comment  Respondent stated that studies shown that the site will have detrimental Plan:MK Policy SD11 requires that the site delivers approximat
effect on local environment (ref made to Sustainability Appraisal of the P 3000 homes mixed sue residential development. Design
MK). Comments made nelationto OxCam arc that this development is at matters will be considered through planning application process
odds with the principles to sumpt lasting improvements on environment, Strategic matters areonsideredn the SPD.
biodiversity and greemfrastructure Consideration should be given to
flooding matters, better access to green space, sustainable energy and
waters. Some said the area is a water stressed region and continued
devdopment puts a strain on the sustainability of future water supply. Mc
focus should be put on increasing biodiversity and green space.

295 88, 110, 185, 1250 6. Next Steps concerns raised around air quality by respondents. Some respondents  The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
questioned how traffic will be mitigated and what will be acceptable for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modetfigtie
thresholds for increase noise, air pollution. How will assess potentialimp O2 dzy OAt Q&4 &GN} G6S3A O (NI y&aLRN
on natural sites such as Greensand ridgémpact on health of local appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile
communities frome.g.,air-borne toxicity. Some noted that potential design of highways interventions and appropriate assessments
impacts should be detailed in a report. be reviewed at the planning application stage. Theedeper will

produce various reports which will identify any mitigation
measuregequired. These measures could vary depending on th
detailed design and layout of the development proposals, whick
would come through the submission of a planning applicatio

296 89, 103, 117, 164, 1253 6. Next Steps Proper transport infrastructure must be provided, including adequate a Detail design matters will beonsideredat planning application
sustainable public transport. Some noted need for cycle routes (includini stage.
redways). The need for the cycle routes to be constructetthéosame
standard as the roads. It was noted by few timatdequatepublic transport
is planned for.

297 89 6. Next Steps Proper protection is given to wildlife and the natural environment. This Thereferencedmatterswill be consideredat planning application
includes the protection of current habitats, particularly around the stage and subject to EIA assessment.
tf@3dzk CAAKSNXYIFYQa [F1S FINBF FyR

These areas, along with the workéelds either side of the Bletchley to
Bedford Railway line are home to a wide range of species including hare
fox, marbled white butterflies and numerous birds. With reference to birt
the species we have seen include Fieldfare, Redwing, Mistle Tangsh
Skylarkg; all of which are classified as red list species, meaning that they
endangeredand their numbers have significantly declined. Loss of habit
due to land development may further undermine these species survival
chances.
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299

300

301

302

303

89

92, 195

92, 238

93, 215, 1433

94, 1391, 1367

97,1294

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3Movement
Network

General comment

5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

General comment

Support the approach and recommendations of Woburn Sands Town
Council regarding the need for low density housing, green spaces, wildli
corridors and sensible transport infrastructure. This represents the-least
worst option for developmentHowever the best solution would be to
retain the fields between Bow Brickhill as agricultural land and an
environmentally friendly green belt on the souglastern flank of Milton
Keynes

Respondent supports provision of playifigjdsin Woburn Sands

Existing redways around Woburn Sands, Bow Brickhill and Wavendon a
not used much and poorly signed puttingclistsand rode users at risk. Nev
redways and roads in the plan should consider road users safety.

Respondent does not support the SEMK location dumfiacton open
space anatountryside Respondent stated that there are other undevelop:
areas in MK that should be utilised. Respondagltevesthat the
developmentis developer lead and not in accordance with the MK
framework. Some questioned whether investigation into the availability ¢
brownfield sites beeronsidere®

Respondent noted that the site should be providing a local shopping cer
post office, medical centre, church or religious centre, village hall and pu
support a community of up to 10,000 inhabitants. Some of these are
planned, but not all.

Respondent is concerned that few links are beihgwn into the existing
urban areas of Milton Keynes, and for those living South of the railway li
the main exit points will be onto the Bow Brickhill Road and not to the gri
network

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide eumsiter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

Noted. No changes required.

The detailed design of cygctoutes, including any landscaping
proposals, crossings will be prepared and reviewed at the planr
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which identifies any mitigation measures required
response to the traffic generad by the site.

Noted. The site is an allocation in Plan:MK Policy SD11.

2 localcenters are provided in the SPDhe local centre to the
south of the site will include 0.6ha community reserve site that
could be used for a satellite health facility.

The SPD waamended,and additional leisure routes provided.
Primaryand reserve options for movemenetworkfeature in the
SPD.
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97, 1370

4.3 Movement
Network

Respondent stated that there has been no traffic survey or modelling
around traffic heading to M1 or impact of SEMK on existing railway
crossings.

The transprt strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and has bec
used to inform tle development framework. Various scenarios
have been modelled with different bridge crossings and the H1(
being extended through to Newport Road or not. As part of futu
Planning Applications, the developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which witiéntify any mitigation measures required
in response to the traffic generated by the site. This will be
AYT2N¥SR o0& GKS O2dzyOAf Qa GN
include additional local traffic data collection.

Further modelling of the planned grolvin the area can only be
undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their preferred level
crossing closure options. This would also need to reflect chang
in travel demand associated with the EWR/Marston Vale line ra
stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK developtrfeamework do not
require this as part of its evidence base, as the East West Rail
project in planning terms is not currently certain to proceed. The
highways network impacts resulting from EWR would be
considered through a Transport Assessment, whidh wi
accompany their Development Consent Order application.
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97, 104, 185, 1289

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

Respondents noted that EWR does not need to consider future growth it
their plans. Respondents noted that since the affected section of EWR i
due to take any more trains until the end of decade EWR has no pressul
deliver the necessary infrastructure. No date of delivery of travel survey
being undertaken by EWR. Some said there has been no collaboration v
EWR and their proposals

The tansport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary BRnning Document has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
the start, will be& dzLJLX SYSYiSR o6& GKS R
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in trat demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highwsagetwork impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.
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307

97, 1276

97

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

Milton Keynes MultModal Model Update Highway Model Local Model
Validation Report V1.4 AECOM. (2012) In this paper, on page 82, Table
Observed and Modelled Journey Time iaperak, and Table 39: Observed
and Modelled Journey Time peak, there has beemmeasurement or
modelling on travel from M1 J13 into anywhere in MK via Aspley Guise ¢
Salford- coming in at Lower End Road (Appendigdute choice
calibration). This modelling does not provide any information on traffic
flows using this route to th#11. Respondent stated that this is an oversigt
and makes a no sense ofriglationto traffic flows now and in the future
through the Leys, Hardwick Road and Aspley Guespondentstated that
there is no evidence that this route to the M1 has been looked at or
factored in to the SEMK expansion with any logical rational. If it had, it
would be obvious that the largely single lane Hardwick Road is of insuffit
capacity to take tric from a 300ehome development, in the absence of
an easy connection via the H10 extension to the Newport Road. Q&A
session on H10 it was stated that this SDP cannot go beyoritheddr H10
extension. Appendix V of the SA Report of Plan MK (filerlareMKg SA
Note 180622 v2.pdf) on the subject of transport provision for SEMK in th
case of Scenario 2 (higher housing provision) it states: Although there is
significant extra housing growth, the impacts are mitigated by the new lir
between H10 and &v Brickhill Road bridging the railway line just to the
west of Woburn Sands, and the additional road network linking H10 thro
i2 !'pmon O0bSHLRNI w2l RRODE ¢KAA |
was to build an Eastward extension of the H10 gvtd. No justification has
been given for the removal of this essential infrastructprevision. And
approach not in line with MKFutures2050 document says that the policy
before E* Infrastructure before Expansiefrailure to build the Eastward
extension of H10 at the onset flies in the face of this approach.

MKC20/02682/FUL has been submitted to build 12 dwellings to the west
the Newprt road on land reserved for the H10 extension. This area is
2dzi A RS (GKS avY{9 SELIY&aAzYy o62dzy/R
allocated for the H10 grid road extension to the Newport road. If approve
this development would occupy some of the lamekeded for the grid road
and inhibit future extension of the H10. The land needed for the H10
extension must be safeguarded from development, and the H10 extensi
built before the SEMK development 5 is occupied.

The Wider concept plan of the SPD shows green arrow which
relates to future proofing on site H10 extension and potential
future extension of H10 corridor. The Plan was prepared to
spatidly interpret the vision and development principles. The
Movement Strategy Plan shows future proofeutsite extension
of H10 corridor only.

The Wider concept plan of the SPD shoveeg arrow which
relates to future proofing on site H10 extension and potential
future extension of H10 corridor. The Plan was prepared to
spatiallyinterpret the vision and development principles. The
Movement Strategy Plan shows future proofewtsite extension
of H10 corridor only.
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308

309

97

100

102

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

EWR recent consultation shows the need for H10 extension to Newport
w2l R® hy tprt3 (GKSe& adldS aDAGSy
crossings, it is a primary objective of t@éice of Rail and Road (which
NB3IdzZ  6Sa GKS NIrAtgleaov G2 Otz2a$s
that all road traffic in Woburn Sands could be cut off from the Newport rc
to the North when the EW high speed rail link comes into use and the ler
crossing is closed. This will force all residents of Woburn Sands, Aspley
Heath and the other villages to use Hardwick Road and the Leys in orde
reach the Kingston Centre and beyond, to Milton Keynes. Residents whc
wish to drive to Woburn Sands fatiés such as Frosts and the Woburn
9YLRNARdzY I+ NRSYy OSYyiNB gAaftt ySSR
cross the railway line, but will then be obliged to follow a very circuitous
route, heading West away from their destination, North up to the A421
before doubling back onto the Newport Road unless the H10 is connecte
the Newport Road

why MKC now wish to add the additional houses south of the railway line
plus the extra employment site (against expert advice), and why,
astonishingly, it called for sites after Plan MK was published? The high
housing density now proposed is against yoecentpubliclystated intent.

H10 extension should be designed to ensure there are sufficient buffers
between this main road, and the residential areas, as the original grid ar
of MK are designed. There must be no access option available to conne
with Newport Road, to prevent through traffic towards A421/M1 as even
this isn't the designated route sains will naturally divert it this way. Need
for underpassesind green buffers alongside was noted.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. Primargess into SEMK will be
provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)
via relief road tdoy-passBow Brickhill village (access at both end
of the relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEMK will be
delivered at the eastern end ofB Brickhill via a new Woodleys
Road which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
roundabout to the H10 extensionddditionalaccess will enter
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just nortthef
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicularess to a limited number
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public transport.
The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stag&he developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and lay:
of the development proposals, wth would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Plan:MK Policy SD11 requires that the site delivers approximat:
3000 homes mixed sue residential development.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
TransportAssessment which will identify any mitigation measure
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and lay:
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission o& planning application.
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312

313

314
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316

103 4.3 Movement
Network/V10

103 4.3 Movement
Network/H10

103 4.3 Movement
Network

103 4.4.3 Affordable
housing

104, 146 Generakkomment

w2

R

a

Al

Respondent stated that ther@ppearsto be a width restriction on Bow
.NR O] KAE €
entering Woburn Sands anyway.

Sy HEWEHK 2 d2foRl;

Respondent supports H10 extension. It should continue up to Newport
Road. Traffic heading to M1 should be encouraged to use newly duelled
A421 to access M1 junction 13.

Concern was expressed at the fact that there is no mention of not allow
commuter traffic from travelling through Aspley Guise and Husborne
Crawley on their way to M1 Junction 13.

respondentquestioned the need for affordable housing in light of the nee
in the Arc itself.

respondent questioned whether standard policies should apply within the

site requiring for the development to beelfsustainingand not impair
adjacent areas, need for grid roads, redways and gsageratedcrossings,
pollution and sound buffers.

105, 152, 179, 1333, 1379, 1378 4.2 Landscape and

Open Space

105 General comment

Erosion of green areas has increased over the last few years. Green but
need to be increased.

respondent made generabmmentsaroundinfrastructureprovision

(health) in MK, fly tipping, waste collection, taxes and poor design on SE

plans.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning applicatio.

Noted. The SPD cannot provide details of the land use for area
outside the red line bthe allocation.

Following theconsultdion, the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted tane council. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer

LocalPlan:MKpolicies (HN1, HN1 especially) will apply and
matters of hosing mix will be assessed through planning
application stage.

Noted. The site is an allocation in Plan:MK Policy SD11. All of
referenced areconsideredn the SPD.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear tveork had been amended.

Noted. No changes required.
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318

319

320

321

322

107

107, 1343, 1357, 1260, 1366

109, 157, 157, 1299

110, 120, 1284

111

111

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

General comment

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network/V11

The field area behind Frosts serves to separate Woburn Sands from the
everencroachingMilton Keynes and should not be losthe whole
development should include the planting of trees for the benefit of all intc
the future.

Respondent is in favour of connecting a linear park from the linear park
already in existence from Caldecotte Brook / Wavendon continuing on al
beyond the M1, thereby facilitating leisure activities by foot, bike or hors
riding to a wider public. Thiould route to/past Wavendon House.
Wavendon PC provided plan showing proposed buffer

Some respondents raisedoncernsover the timing of the consultation
which was undertaken during purdah et and that has stifled the ability
for the Councillorsto discuss this significant and important document in a
free manner and certainly and allow elected members to discuss the
document within the local press. Some respondents raised concerns in
relation to timing of ERW and SEMK consultations where ERW's was rut
till June and it is believed that allowing late representation is not the sarr
as live consultation. residents were unable to gskstionsin the context

of EWR's proposals and manypesses were submitted prior EWR's plans
Additional consultation events and allowing amending of responses to el
allowed. Some | am thankful for tle®nsultation,but it discussedise and
specifications that may well be hugely impacted by decisions matide
the scope of the consultation.

Concerns raised around environmental impact of the site, cagmissions.
Some mentioned the impact of this on health and wellbeing due to
increased traffic.

Respondent opposes to H10 extension unless it can be secured for MR”
local traffic only.

Respondent opposes to V11 ersion unless it can be secured for MRT or
local traffic only.

The SP. had been revised aruliffer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended. The
SPD plans highlight proposed future links.

Emergency regulations were imposed by the government allow
us to consult during pandemic. Online workshop events were
hosted. necessary to progress the SEMK SPD toward adoption
2021.

The Council considered thegsibility of delaying progress on the
{9ayY {t5 Ay 2NRSNI G2 |ftA3Iy A
statutory consultation on their proposals for the railway line (set
Question 5 for further details). However, on balance, it was felt
that this was not ppropriate given previous delays to the East
2850 wlhAaft /2YLIyeQa O2yadA Gl
expected to occur in autumn/winter 2020.

Noted. No changes required.

Noted. Please see update SPD for movement options (primary
reserve) and criteria for a bridge.

The SPD was updated and provideteriafor a bridge (V10 or
V11)
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324

325

326

327

328

112,1331

114

114

116, 211, 1341, 1308

117

126

4.3 Movement Respondent supports V11 extension.

Network/V11

4.3 Movement Respondent supports movement scenario since it will provide most acct
Network in/out of SEMK site.

4.3 Movement Respondent proposes for there to be a turning in and out of Woburn Sar
Network at the south end of Woodleys road. No parking zone to be implemented

Hardwick Road to ensure it is not single lane like road. The proposed
H10/V12 roundabout should join to Newsidroad and linked to A421 to
ensure no traffic on H9 between V10 and A4&#iichis already congested.

4.3 Movement Respondent stated that the SPD is not well planned for the extension of

Network roads which are needed for the planned increase of traffic and extensive
on amenities. Some havemwrcerns about lack of grid roaktensionsand
underpasseglanned. Broughton and MK Parish Council also receigsitcit
grid roads leading to and through SEMK (including Newport Road, the
former A5130 to the east of Wavendon) to set the possibility oheetivity
beyond the site. They believe current text covering pretend/implied/hinte
at gridroads and reserved corridors is very unsatisfactory and will lead tc
similarproblemsof EEA City Streets.

5.2 Infrastructure The plans do not deliver local infrastructure with all local amenities withir

delivery 15min walk. Cadependencywon't be reduced.
4.3 Movement Inclusion of left turn from Woodleys Road\tdoburnSands
Network

The SPD provides primary and reserved movemetwaork with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning applicatidage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposas, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Tramsp A lot of the detailed assessments,
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the council. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quabtyd sustainable development.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been reviseddaprovides
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the council. These would settbat
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer
Table 4.2 provides desigaquirementsfor strategic movement
network.

Additional leisure routes were provided within the SPD and ope
space network amended.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport.
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330

331

332

333

334

127, 1279

128

130, 133, 1385

131

131

132

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellerssite

General comment

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network

respondent questioned the need for the site to be over 1ha and question
was raised around future management of the site.

Respondent questioned the future of the Woburn Sands bus service whi
upon demand atm. Will that be reviewed in the future. Refénce

provided toliterature on what challenges villages like Woburn Sands are
facing.

Concerns raised in regards to turning the fishing lake and area around it
a country park. Query around the process and timescales involved. Safi
concerns over the depth of thake,which is over 30 feedeepin the

middle, undercurrents. No swimmyg or boating should be allowed in the
lake, equipment used to dig the lakebislievedto be left in the middle of it.
Respondent noted that club fishing lake is the most appropriate use of t
lake due to the mentioned concerns. Clarity around laksgi®tion
needed. Lake igrivatelyowned therefore should not be included in in
calculation of green space.

The possible H10 extension should be incorporated into the strategic
network with consideration of connectivity between MK, Woburn Sands
Wavendon.

Respondent stated that thplansshould have input of environmental
economics. Environmental costs from the change of land sue should be
calculated

Respondent supports overall principles and ti@aof grid network
including the linear park.

A number of best practice criteria were used to review possible
locations within SEMK. This included, amongst others, the
avaihbility of a range of transport links. Further detail on the
FaaSaavySyd ONRGSNAI dzaSR KI &
webpage for the South East Milton Keynes Strategic Urban
Extension.

Noted. No changes required.

The SPD provides links to the fishing lake and provides the opti
of the lake being madaccessibléo the public. It will form part of
the widergreen buffer.

Noted.

Noted. No changes required.

Noted. Following theonsultation,the SPD had been revised and
provides primary and reserved movement network with details
highway access and Public Transport.
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335

336

337

338

339

340

133

133

133

133

133

133

General comment

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network

Fig 3.1

Fig 4.5 and Fig 4.6

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Substantial delays with this SPD to resolve the transport issues could re
in unacceptable pressure upon the Council from the developers of the la
within SEMK and issues around frigeYearLand Supply. We therefore
feel that it is vitally importanthat, alongside the SPD, the Council begins
urgent, crossborder discussions with the adjoining local authorities with &
view to producing a bold eordinated plan for the southern boundary area
of Milton Keynes as a matter of urgency to give comfort eadainty to
residents and developers about development and connectivity.

Vision is not bold enough in setting out the type of place that SEMK coul
become. Respondent suggested some aspirationgi®isite. No indication
how the SEMK sitsithin contestof planning consents that have not been
implemented in the area and the city. Examples of permissions: land eas
Old Farm Park, Church Farm, Wavendon road patterns,ssitds®s Eaton
Leys, SoutiCaldecotte.

Movement network scenarios around EWR contort the discussion. Best
provide one scenario with arguments around it. Respondent thinks that
these are in the wrong place within the documegrtheir current

positioning only serves to obfuscate the argumeniisis necessary to
separate the general design principles for the infrastructure from the
alternative scenarios to enable people to understand the arguments. Pg
55 are critical to the planning of the whole area and need to be treated
separately.

Fig 3.1 a) does not distinguish between existing and proposedagrits and
60T Kla G662 RATTSNA y-fnctipialléndscaper 2
.dzZFFSNE FYR G[AYSEN hSy { LI 0SS b
be a sufficient description

Respondent thinks that the cross sections refer to Woodleys Road alone

There should be a landscape strip of grid road character between Wooc
Street and the western edge of Wobug@andsput we would query whether
it is appropriate to widen it to fulfil some form of additional recreational
purpose. We consider that it witlibe better to reallocate the space thus
saved into the general open space network with the SEMK development
area.

Noted. No changes required.

Noted. No changes are proposed.

Noted. Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and
provides primary and reserved movement network with details
highway access and Public Transport.

Open Space and landscape Strategy in the SPD was amended
Additional open saces provided and leisure routes.

Noted.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Poposed linear network had been amended. As pe
Para 4.2.3 Along grid roads landscape rfultictional green
infrastructure reserves will be provided along each side of the
carriageway.
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341 133 General comment  Respondent stated that it would Heeneficialif an ownership map was Noted. Theownershipof the site may change therefore it is not
created for the site to allow understand thieliverabilityof the site. advisable to include it in the SPD.
Suggested to add a para 2.12 wigimd ownershipconsideration and
informationaround EWR Works orddrand owneship and the restrictions
on land use imposed by the current EWR Works Order are vital compon
in the delivery of the overall plan and, in assessing planning proposals ir
accordance with Plan:MK Policy SD10, it is important to understand the
feasibility for completing the development in accordance with the propos:

The submitted comprehensive development framework should therefore
indicate the ownership of all land within the plan area and the nature of ¢
agreement between the development parties

342 133, 201 General comment  Concernsaised oveindividualplanning applications comirfgrwardsome  Noted. No changes required.
potentially ahead of the adoption of the SPD which is a requirement in S

343 133 4.2 Landscape and The SPD had beeevised anduffer areas had been increased
Open Space The open space network within SEMK should be planned so that it enab with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
multitude of routeoptions and circuits around the area, particularly for connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.
those taking exercise such as dog walking, jogging and walking. Such rc
should extend into the Brickhill woods, which is a vital component of the
open space network for this area.

344 133 General comment  Respondenbelievesthat there should be a requirement within the site to  Noted. No changes required. Policy HN5 will apply.
provide land for custom build housing in line with government
requirements.

345 133 4.5.2 Character and Respondent suggests that indicaigensityin terms of dwelling numbers  Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Density should be set and proposes the following areas: H10 North, Railway Noi Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
Railway South (West), railway South (East. Commentary on character o' residential densities tprovide for
each area is provided. The density of tevelopmentshould increase diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards railway station; detail study of the railway station area is needec towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
ensure the area is not too congested. Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwasamended,and additional bufrs added.
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347

348

349

133

133

133

133

6. Next steps

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

The SPD does not mention MKC's ambition to become 'Greenest City o1
Planet therefore the following sustainability matters developers should b
challenged on: a. SEMK will be agas development unless/drogen
becomes a viable option;

b. Houses are all built to Passivhaus standards to avoid upgrading almo:
completion;

c. SEMK will be a Ampncrete site, with alternatives used for foundations
(screw piles), and all other materials using concrete;

d. SEMK will be a rplaster site, with alternatives to plasterboard etc.

e. The use of other materials will be scrutinised so that especially harmft
ones are not used,;

f. The use of plastic should be minimised.

Provision of SUDS areas can be used as an excuse not to provide other
usable open space (comment around links through railway north from ol
park and church farm).

Railway borders: The SUDS should be used as an opportunity to create
linear feature (with permanent wetland, if possible). The sides of the SU
should be carefully profiled with gentle gradients as both a safety feature
for young children and to avoidl K S | LJLIS| NI yOS 2F &
Development along this route should be orientated to provide natural
surveillance; there should not be runs of back garden fences.

North-south link toBrickhill Woods: This is a major opportunity for a
significant landscape link in and out of Milton Keynes. The image of a
GO2NNRAR2NE &aK2gy 2y (G(KS /2y O0SLi
should be a significant and broad public space to aet leatural focus for
the local community and its events. The Local Park in Two Mile Ash is &
particularly good example of what can be achieve

Noted. No changes required.

Open space should be providedaccordancevith guidance set
outin

Plan:MK (Policy L4 and Appendix C). Fytmoposalwill have to

be in accordance with Policy FR2 where Pat B4 states: SuDs v
designed as mulpurpose green infrastructure and open space,
maximiseadditionalenvironment, biodiversity, soal and amenity
value, where possible. The use of land to provide flood storage
capacity should not conflict with required amenity and recreatio
provision floodplains and floodplain habitats should be
safeguarded.

Futureproposalwill have to be in accordance with Policy FR2
where Pat B4 states: Sulal be designed as mulfiurpose green
infrastructure and open space, to maximisgditional
environment, biodiversity, social and amenity value, where
possible. The SPD contains Fig 4.1 landscape and Open Spac
Strategy which shows amongst others, aefmultifunctional
buffers and proposed linear open spaces. details of those will b
provided through forthcoming planning applications. Indicative
Strategic SuDs location is shown on Fig 3.1

Concept Plan Fig 3.1 had been amended. The SPD had been
revised anduffer areas had been increased witldditional green
access links added to provide evasiter connectivity. Proposed
linear network had been amended. Potential neighbourhood Pl:
Area was identified with connecting proposed cycle/ pedestriar
routes.
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351

352

353

133

133

133

133

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery/community
facilities

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

O2yOSNYySR i GKS dzasS 2F (GKS LIKNI
in the SPD for Milton Keynes East. It introduces a new phrase (without
definition) that does not appear in the retail hierarchy viitiPlan:MK and
we think that this can only lead to confusion and therefore needs to be
changed. We feel that it is perfectly adequate to term such developmen
Fa a[20Ft /SydiNBa¢to 2 KFd Aa |
center.

Respondent supports relocation of the Woburn Sands Station. More wor
be done around levels of the road and howribsseghe railway and how it
will impactneighbouringouildings Relocating it westwards into SEMK
where it can have car park to enable travellers to use the train as a
convenient alternative to travel into CMK and elsewhere

Woodleys Road should be renamed as V12

There should be a general statement upsireet trees and the amount that
are to be provided together with some typical cross sections of road ver¢
to demonstrate that the space will be of sufficient width to enable larger
trees to grow to full size. The matter needs careful consideratiomsuie
a) that trees are appropriate for the designed spaces and b) that suitable
spaces are left for the provision of large trees that provide not only visua
beauty but shade and the ability to modify humidity.

Updated tostate local centre.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by variouesarios modelled in the
O2dzy OAt Qa &GNI GS3IAO0 (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirementsdbis based
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
GKS adFrNIz gAraftf 0S8 adzlx SySy
assessment. Further modelling of the planrggdwth in the area
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
dewelopment framework do not require this as part of its eviden:
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, wibh will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

Woodleys Road will be a strategic rowrryingthrough traffic,
potentially MRT. Grid road corridor will be reserved. Road will |
be provided of grid road standard therefore naming it V12 is no
appropriate.

illustrative cross sections are providedfig (A) 4.3 and 4.4 (B).
Details will be provided at planning application stage.
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354 133 Para 1.7 Respondent noted some stray wording on the teft-handcorner of the Noted.

inset map
355 133 Para 2.3.11 w CKANR o0dz f SG LI2oAdydGe¥ nothkvd anz 2 6 dzNJ/ Detail proposals and ROW redirections will be reviewed at
G dzy NB a G NA O i GtRsésubjct i6 réationaf rdgidtidns, and a planning applicationtage. Matters to beonsideredat planning

reduction in speed limit to 50mph, or even 40mph, would be appropriate application stage.
w C2dzNIK o6dzf t SG LRAYGY ¢KS 62NRA
under Polcy NE1 Other respondents highlighted that the second bullet pc
references that some of the existing properties along Newport Road hav
access oubnto the footpathnetwork. It seems unlikely that these are
authorised connectionandshould not be refereces in the SPD. It may be
necessary to divert some of the existing Rights of Wale future and it is
unhelpful to give a status to private connections where there are no lega
rights. The second sentence of the second bullet point should be deletec
Respondentselieve that a blanket approach to the assessment of edge
conditions has been adopted with theermitter of the site being assessed
as almost entirely ‘attractive'. It would perhaps have more impact as a
planning tool is some areas were neutf@espondent suggests that the are
adjoining the permitted Church farm scheme should be recordeteatral
but accept that there is a more attractive edge closer to Wavendon.

356 133, 1236 Para 2.7 Respondent suggests amending tleéerenceto redways to within MK Noted. No changes proposed.
there are shared paths for cyclists and pedestrians which have a red sur
and are known as redways.

357 133 Para 2.11 I'RR 2 SyR 2F (GKANR odzf t S LJ2 Ay { Noted. Wording added.

tKFi GKSe& gAff 065 06dzZNASR Rdz2NAy3 (
Comment: This is a simple matter of amenity.
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358

359

360

133

133

133

Para 2.12

Para 3.18

Para 3.2

' YSYR ¢2NRAy3 2F aS02yR odzZ £ SG L Noted. Wording added.

retained and strengthened to reinfoe their importance as part of the local
landscape for visual and biological diversity reasons. They should be us:
structuring elements in the overall planning of sites and their removal wil
only be permitted to accommodate roads, infrastructure ader open
space elements such as playing fields. All hedgerows thus lost should t
replaced by equivalent lengths of new hedgerows within the overall
development area. To ensure théngterm maintenance, hedges should
be incorporated within the publicealm where practicable. All hedges
within private ownership should be protected by suitable restrictive
020Sylyia gAGKAY GKS flyR alftsS R
Comment: Hedgerows are an important component of the local landscay
and important for biodiversity.

I'RR F2ff26Ay3a g2NRAY3IY Ga¢KSNB &k
outset, to ensure that new residents are able to form strong community
links either through the provision of temporary facilities upgrmanent
ones are available, or by associating with existing groups and organisati
AY GKS t20Ft I NBI£o

Comment: We are concerned that community provision is too often
overlooked in the development of new areas and developers should be
encouraged to wdt with organisations such as Community Action:MK an
the Milton Keynes Community Foundation.

w 5StSGS FTANRG Go2 aSydiSyoOSa I yR
new community set within a lush landscape with significant planting of
forest scale trees that extends the Brickhill Woods into the Milton Keyne:
urban area. It will feel an integl part of the wider city enjoying the same
excellent levels of amenity, open space provision and connectivity as the
NEBad 2F aAfiazy YSeySaéo

w 58t8GS a4S02yR LI NI INIF LK D

I 2YYSyildY LG A& éNBy3a G2 0GKAYyl 27
as this imges that it could somehow be something differenit has to be
seen as an integral part of the whole, albeit that it might have a different
OKI NI Od SN ¢CKS axrAarzyé Kla (2
connection.

Noted. Change not madnfrastructureprovision will be made as

per phasingrequirements.

Noted. Wording in the vision ameed.
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362

363

364

365

133, 150

133

133

133

133

Para 3.3.1

General comment

Para 4.49

Fig 4.4

Para 5.1.2

w CKAA KI & 0 X%8shoudbesyldzyo SNBR

w {SS O02YYSyia 062@S Fo62dzi GKS d.
green buffer. There has to be a bold vision to create an exceptional plac
Some respondents believeahthe third sentence of this paragraph should
be amended to include Wavendon.

NBalLl2yRSyilG g2dAZ R fA71S (TRe BaukGrdillN
form the major impression of SEMK for visitors and residents. It should f
the character of a lush treined avenue akin to the boulevards in ted

squaressurrounding CMK, giving the impression of buildings set amongs
trees. 1should be a noffirontage road to permit smooth movement of

vehicles and public transport (whilst discouraging speeding) and all vehir
I 00Saa (2 (KS o0dzAft RAYy3Ia &K2dAZ R 6

LYaSNIi ySs a
i} 27

Q¢ Uy
O« O

2y yiSyoSy ac¢KS
I £ Fd Attt O2YL

QX
R »

The redway along V11 should be on the east side rather than the west
provide better access for the residents of SEMK. There should be a pro
redway link at the intersection of V11 and (The Boulevard).

t2t A0 {5mn 6aSS 062¢S0 YI1Sa Ad
AN YGSRXPF2fE26Ay3a GKS | LILINE @lHeX
S

NBEFdzaSRé¢ aKz2dxZ R o NBLX  OSR 4AlK

Numbering reordered. Vison amended.

Noted. Change not made. Character aegign chapters cover
matters of character of the place.

SPD cannot restrict use types. 2local centers will be provided i
accordance with policies of Plan:MK

SPD had been revised. Fig 4.3 Idezgifirimary Movement
Network with V10 bridge. If EWR proposes a bridge atthédria
reserve strategic highway network has been prepared and is
included a’AppendixC to the SPD. The detailed design of
highways interventions will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
develgoment proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Applications will be assessed on their own merits.
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366

367

133

133

Para 5.1.4

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

' RR yS¢ FANBG odzZ f S -ddhatedStictubedlenS
including, but not limited to, precedemxamples, identification of
development parcels, indicative housing numbers, price ranges, landsca
features to be both provided and retained, retail and other facilities to be
provided, accompanied by a draft programme for development of the en
I NB I ¢

Comment: In briefing sites withigrid squarestructure plans MKDC worked
on a basis of Starter/Low/Mediwhow/Medium high/High/Very High, with
the boundaries being updated as and when appropriate. We suggest th.
is possible for developers to adoptsimilar formula here, being updated to
take account of social housing. It helps people understand how an area
be developed.

Respondent provided their thahts in relation to EWRroposal .Pony
Level Crossing: This is an essential part of the movement network to
connect MK to the Brickhill Woods. underpass is the rapptopriate,but

it would need to be designed to a broad width and with splayed ends to
offer the maximum security for users. It should be designed of sufficient
height thathorse ridersdo not need to dismount to use it. Woodleys Farm
Level Crossing: Unless there is an occupational need to keep this open
accommodate the residents of tiearm, we would have no objection to is
being closed as it would otherwise seem to offer no particular benefit to
NEaARSyiGa 2F {9avYod CAaKSNXIYyQ&
to closure unless it is fulfilling a requirement of which resgent is

dzy I 6 NB® LF 623K (GKA& FyR GKS 22
they should be replaced with a single pedestrian/redway crossing betwe
the Pony Level Crossing and the new Woodleys Road bridge. Woburn S
Road Level Crossing: Thereadssasy solution to this crossing and the
alternative road proposals all bring their own level of problems by divertil
traffic into the existing streets of the town. We support the general
principle of closing the leverossingput such a decision shalibnly be
taken against a full review of the way that traffic moves around the whole
the local area as far as Woburn and M1(J13) so that as much through tri
as possible is removed from the A5130 through Wolsands. There
should be an additional essing for the Woodleys Road west of Woburn
Sands, as shown in the SPD.

Noted. The principles are based on the Plan:MK policies.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.
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368 133 4.3 Movement
Network/V10

369 133 4.3 Movement
Network/V11

370 134, 177 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

371 134, 1322 Para 2.7

V10 (Bow Brickhill Level Crossing): The V10 preferred bridge option is
one left by MKDC which has now been severely compromised by the sa
Red Bull of the land that was reserved for the bridge approaches. All of
EW Rail alternatives beingvestigated to determine their feasibility are
clumsy and inelegant in the way that they would accommodate traffic
SYydSNAY3 yR tSI@Ay3 aYo L¥ I 0
FEtAIYYSyGée Aa Tl NI adzZJSNR 2 NJ rayuRnela
Red Bull parking would need to be reallocated in the immediately adjoin
area to the west of V10 with a suitable crossing to the main campus

. V11 (Browns Wood Level Crossing), major road on the eastern side of
and is dualled for the majority of its length (from H&6). V11 should be
extended as a dual carriageway acrossrditvay line from H10 southwards
to meet the new (H11) to be built as part of SEMK, thus providing an
alternative to V10 and the Bow Brickhill Level Crossing. The new bridge
should accommodate a redway

Movement framework and the transport infrastructure should
exceeds the needs and comply with existing principles of Milton Keynes.
MKC should be gifying the network and transport infrastructure.

The current planning permission for the H10 extension @bairch Farm is
not suitable to serve the development beyond Church Farm. It was desic
to serve standalone development of 350 houses. It breaches MK grid rc
rules because it cuts Byrd Crescent and provides at grade crossings for
redway and the bdleway between Wavendon Gate and Old Farm Park.
The SPD should be changed to state that SEMK requires this extension
be a grid road, with bunding, fencing and vegetation in place to protect tl
adjacent housing from noise and pollution. Byrd Cresceatishbe

bridged, and a grade separated solution must be provided for the bridle '
and footpath.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and PubliariBport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assesst which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement nétwiih
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, with would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPRddresseshe requirementsof Policy SD11 in terms of
strategicinfrastructureand other policies in Plan:MK

Noted. SPD cannot cover matters outside of the red line of the
allocated.
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372

373

374

375

134, 182

134, 1322

134

134, 142, 1084, 1085

134

Para 2.12.1

5.2 Infrastructure
delivery/schools

Para 3.2

Para 3.7

General comment

Bullet one ignores Walton Parish area which ishennorthern edge of the
sire and will be connected via railway crossings. The density of this area
must be respected as it is also at levels determined suitable for the previ
edge of MK. Add Walton to this bullet point and reference density
requiremens.

Given there are no catchment areas, there is a risk that students from E:
Leys may use SEMK schools with the associated traffic from the west.

w ¢KSNB NB LINBLRAIFItA FT2N GKS (e
you locate these if the road layout is still to be determined?

SEMK population will double; existing parish boundaries will remain.
Sustainability

is essential to underpin the SEMK development. This can be achieved b
w / FNBFdzZ &LISOATAONGARZY Ay (GKS {
to createa diverse population.

w WIzRAOA2dza dza$§ 2F LI FyyAy3a 26 A
106.Undertaken with the full support of Bow Brickhill, Walton, Wavendor
and Woburn Sands this work will ensure complementarity of provision
across the wider area.

points 3.17 should be 3.3.7 Density should be confirmed at 30dph as pe
previous presentations and references and spreaded eamriyss
development. It should be distributed everdgtweennorth and south. SPD
should state how that is achieved.

Respondenbelievesthat owners of the twaparcelsof land south of the
railways do not wish their land is developed. Respondetievesthat no
full assessment of ownership wasdertakefor the SHLAA in 2017.
Ownership of the parcels should be reviewed.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing delopment notably Bow Brickhill
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

The SPD cannaddresshe mattersof admission. Té site needs
to provide forms of entry mccordancewith the Policy.

An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning
obligations regime for Milton Keynes will continag it currently
stands. In the case of this development, this will be a number o
individual S106 Agreements entered into in compliance with an
overarching MK Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a
contribution is made to infrastructure costs through Tariff
payments for each unit of development.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing developmenttaloly Bow Brickhill
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

Noted. Landegisteroffers a service where aage can request
details of land ownership for a fee.
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376 134 4.3 Movement Potentialimpact of development on Walton from traffic, congestion but al An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
network use of facilities. Funds from S106 do be used in the area not outside it. = Framework Agreend, will be established. The planning
When S106/Cil plans will be published? obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Famework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development. S.105 agreements are associated with the grant
of planning permission. MiltoKeynesCouncil currently does not
implementdL regime.

377 134 4.3 Movement The developments either side of the railway line must be properly Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
network connected with primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
MK specification grid roads, redways and grade separation, at V10, V11 access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assests,
new H11 and V12 (Woodleys Crossing). including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
w 2 A (alwiaygziossings, SEMK is landlocked with all traffic blocked t developer and submitted to the council. These would set out th
level crossings closed for 40 minutes per hour. detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
w tdzAKSa Fff GNIFTFAO GKNBJZAK . 26 necessarytosecure a high quality and sustainable developmer

GKNRdZAK ! 4L) S&@ DdzAaS0dw ¢KS RiagSt TheSPD contains a table with design requirements for strategic
will be separated from Bow Brickhill, based on the proposed road layout movement network (Table 4.2)

w 2S5 aadzyS N2IRa FNB 3INF RS asSLi

of noise / pollution (space, bunding, mature trees, fencing).

w {9aY gAtt 0dzt RHi@aid \ANhathadelbéeR O

dormant for 30 years. How will this be handled with residents?

w 2KFG LI2fAOE Aa Ay LXFOS NB INA

w 2KIG Foz2dzi RdzZ-ttAy3a 2F yS6 NRI

development south of Bleldey and proposed sites near Junction 13 (Mid

Beds) been accommodated.

378 134 4.3 Movement w 2KIG A& GKS LXFy F2N)J adliAzya EWRwilmake adecision regarding closing stations in the arez
network Guise? SPD is silerdn the matter which. It is something considered by
w 2KFG A& GKS LXIFyYy F2N) ONRBaaAy3da the East West Rail Company and not Milton Keynes Council.
w 2KIG LXFya INB GKSNB T2NJ YAdAII Following theconsultationthe SPD had been revised and provid

(for primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
existing residents in Caldecotte,N2 ¢ y Q and 818 Rafn Park, and new access and Publicahsport. A lot of the detailed assessments,
residents in SEMK). including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the

developer and submitted to the council. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high dijaand sustainable development.
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379

380

134, 1322

134

4.3 Movement
network

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

w h/ 9 t+Fd&ASR y2i RSIR®
w ¢CKSNB A&
stealth.

w 2SS 0StASPHS LINBLRAalIft& T2NJ /téxisth
w aY/ &aA3ySR Iy b5!'3 2GKSNA RAR
4.3 Some added that they believe proposals for CPO in Aspley Guise ar

Woburn Sands still exist

O«

w | mn A& SEGSYRSR |
Woburn Sands

o Crossing is included in sometloé 2050 work.
o It would split communities.

o Land is disappearing quickéyg.,development at Frosts (approved),
Cross End, Swan Homes (application), David Wilson (preapplication).
o Grid Road reserves in Glebe Farm are not all in the ownership of

MKC Risk of ransom strips and reducing budget for other
developments.

o Risk of creating an East West Expressway by stealth.

w I mn A& y2d SEGSYRSR | ONRas&
o All traffic wanting to travel East, and North would travel thgh
Walton.

0 Walton already takes all traffic seeking to travel from the A421 to the

A5, on top of the internal MK traffic.

0 The H10/V10 and H10 / V11 roundabouts are grid locked at certain

times of day.
o The V10 north of H10 has a 40mph limited . @imeent planning
permission for the H10 extension into Church Farm is not

suitable to serve the development beyond Church Farm. It was designec
serve a standalone development of 350 houses. It breaches MK grid roa
rules because it cuts Byrd Crescentigrovides at grade crossings for the
redway and the bridleway between Wavendon Gate and Old Farm Park.
Movement Network Scenario maps must show grade separation where 1
H10 extension meets Byrd Crescent. The topography of the area was

designed by MKD® facilitate a bridge.

NRal GKFG a2YS ySg

NRPaa bSéLRNIG

The Oxford to Cambridge expressway project has been cancell
by Transport Ecretary Grant after analysis confirmed the
proposed project was not costffective on 18/03/2021.

Noted. Following theonsultation,the SPD had been revised and
provides primary and reserved movement network with details
highway access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEN
will be provided by means of an extensianthe H10 (Bletcham
way) and via relief road tby-passBow Brickhill village (access at
both ends othe relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEN
will be delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new
Woodleys Road which will pass otlee railway and connect via a
new roundabout to the H10 extension&dditionalaccess will
enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just north of
the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited
number of dwellings). Access across gineen buffer to the rest of
SEMK will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public
transport. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment whidh identify any mitigation
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning applton.
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382

134

134, 1322

4.3 Movement
network

4.3 Movement
network/V10

The road layout and road use in Bow Brickhill, Wavendon and Woburn

Sands precludes any additional traffic volume.

w tFNIOIAOdzZ FNI & 21fd2y w2FRZ bSégL
w w2dzyRI02dzii I G ickhill Stréek, Soyith o e lekel | y R
crossing, grid locked already during rush hour.

w {SGdtSYSyid 2F .26 . NAOLTKAftf LN
grid road.

w £k NAR2dza LINRLRalfa (2 Oft2a$8 21|t
Wavendon.

No design replicates the caldecotte C or Sdbittdecottriefs. Respondent
question if there will be redways, will it be a route for MRT. Only partial
upgrade of Brickhill Street for South Caldecotte.

o Prevent traffic from the site travelling north upi@«hill St and through
Walton to access M1 North, the A421 and M1 South.

o Upgrading Brickhill St to a grid road (SD14), only an upgrade from the
entrance / exit of the site and south to the A5 roundabout. Some adhat
when questioned at an SEMK conatitin video call with MK Forum, no on
from MKC could state how the rest of the grid road would be funded. So
Caldecotte/Caldecotte C...no evidence that land has been reserved for &
bridge over the railway. and no feasible bridge design is shown in
development frameworks.

Followirg theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer andsubmitted to the council. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed desigmighways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.
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134, 166

4.5.2 Density and
Character

Density should be confirmed at a maximum 30 dwellingsheetare, as
indicated in previous presentations and documents.

w Cd2NIKSNE Al Ydzad 0SS aLNBIR S¢S
affordable housing and infrastructure.

w | 2dzaAy3a Ay 2| @Sy RBRoyins Bibodii Taldedote
are mostly twostory, including most of the affordable stock. This should k
reflected in SEMK.

w ¢KAa Aa GKS FAYyLFf &a2dzi KSNY dzND
Greensand Ridge. Therefore, the nature of the development should refle
this in building heigts, layout, materials used, etc.

w [20LGA2y 2F LXIF@Ay3d FTASERA AY
ground drains through from the ridge. Bow Brickhill playing fields has be
disaster for that reason.

w WSyYyyA CSNNI yadilities hdgbeiggicentrabi®ver sensiKIS
How do you otherwise encourage people to walk and cycle to shops /
schools.

wt NI @ SitefsiNADat be in green buffer.

w CAAKAY3I 1S G2 0SS 2LSySR G2 i

Indicative average residential densgiare provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, tacomplement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
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384 134 4.5.2 Character and Density should be confirmed at a maximum 30 dwellings per hectare, as

Density

385 135, 1331 4.3 Movement
Network

386 136, 149, 1277, 1293, 1305, 1312, 131 General Comment
1318, 1333, 1376, 1385, 1391, 1367

indicated in previous presentations and documents.

wFurther, it must be spread evenly across the development, including
affordable housing and infrastructure.

w | 2dzaAy3 Ay 2 @Sy R2NR D/ QiaSTBAUREERe
are

mostly two story, including most of the affordable stock. This should be
reflected in SEMK.

w ¢KAa Aa GKS FAYLFf &a2dzi KSNY dzND
Greensand Ridge. Therefore, the nature of the development should refle
this in building heights, layout, materials used, etc.

w [201 A2y Bihe BRdiv BrikhiymffefishirGah &éa where tt
ground drains through from the ridge. Bow Brickhill playing fields has be
disaster for that reason.

w WSYyyA CSNNIyau LRAYyG Fo2dzi GKS
How

do you otherwse encourage people to walk and cycle to shops / schools.
wt NI @ SitefsiNADat be in green buffer.

w CAaAKAY3I 1S G2 0S8 2LSySR G2 i

Supports the link between the H10 and the new housing developments
between Wavendon and BoRrickhill. The smaller roads are experiencing
vast increase in traffic, which will be exacerbated by the new developme
the H10 is far better equipped to take the increase in traffic.

Objects to development as a whelegants toprotect the rural nature of
existing villages.

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing delepment notably Bow Brickhill
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the council. These would set out tht
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer

Noted. No changes required.
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388

389

390

391

392

137, 195, 217, 222, 1313

137, 164, 211, 1289

138, 149, 180, 1261

138, 14, 180, 192, 193, 1250

140, 141, 165

142

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

5.2Infrastructure
Delivery

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

Concerns that the development will overwhelm existing communities anc The SPRddresseshe requirementsof Policy SD11 for primary,
services. Woburn Sands has already absorbed a tirgelopment near the  secadary and early years provision. Nursery. It also safeguard:

railway line, hereby putting great pressure on education and medical
services. Some suggest plans should be deferred until the affects from t
have been monitored.

The G&T Site should not be near/in a green buffer zone. Some respond:
argue that this is ndifferent to a previous application denied by MKC
deemed inappropriate in a buffer area close to recreation grounds

H10 should remain a single carriageway, with no connection through to
Newport Road and the M1, as this would divide Wavendon véaburn
Sandandincrease traffic to an unacceptable level. The speed limit shoulc
no more that 40mph

The level crossing should not be closed, as it would sever Wavendon ai
Woburn Sands. This would hakockon effects to businesses in Woburn
Sands which rely on Wavendon residents for business. The négebwiill
increase traffic on Walton Road, which is already a 'rat run' despite traffi

calming measures.

There are not enough amenities planned, doctor's surgeries, shops,
swimming pools, gyms and tennis courts as well as meeting halls.

Question: Are you providing these sites from Council Funds? Will the
travellers be expected to pay rent and rates?

are for potential medical facilities.

A number of best practice criteria were used to review possible
locations within SEMK. This included, amongst others, the
availability of aange of transport links. Further detail on the
FaaSaavySyd ONRGSNAI dzaSR KI &
webpage for the South East Milton Keynes Strategic Urban
Extension. The SPD was updated with a final location for the G
site in the south westarner of the site near Bow Brickhill.

Desigrrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street
Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design
highways interventions will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify anytigation measures required
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

The SPRddresseshe requirementsof Policy SD11 and also
safeguards are for potential medical fiitees.

MKC Council is required to deliver the sites asrpguirementsin
Plan:MK. The SPD is required to allocate the land within the si
Thedelivery of the G7T site will be led by Milton Keynes Counci
with land coming from developers at nil vale as part of Framew:
Agreement.
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393 143 GeneralComment

394 145 4.3 Movement
Network/ Horse
Bridleways

395 145 4.3 Movement
Network/ Horse
Bridleways

396 145 4.3 Movement

network

This SPD can only be developed by making departuresnionitmentsto
build new developmet areas properly connected to MK with grid roads
and segregated movement routes and lalensity housing.

The network of horseiding routes in MK is renowned nationally as an
example of how a public bridleway network for walkers, horse riders and
cyclists can bsuccessfuincorporatedinto urban design. The British Horse
Society watomes the reference within the draft framework to the
bridleway that bisects SEMK and forms a high priority leisure link. Howe
there are concerns thahis: |Is only mentioned in relation to cycling.

The plaron page 49 of the draft indicates that Walton Bridleway 013/ Boy
Brickhill Bridleway 014 will be diverted from its current route running
roughly north/south through the area, taking it instead to Woburn Sands
and joining the V10. This section of the beighy is particularly important
local riders as it is a grass track with safe rutshefacingat the railway
crossing and provides the only access from MK through to the network ¢
public bridleways and permitted tracks at Aspley Woods. The planned lir
open spaces within the proposed design indicate some form of leisure rc
where the bridleway currently runs, but the Development Framework
should make it clear that this will be designed for horses as well as for
walkers and cyclists.

Asks thathe pedestrian crossing of Bow Brickhill road be installed as a
'Pegasus' crossing tccommodatehorses as well as pedestrians and
cyclists. The current crossing is quite dangerous due to the speed of trai
andthe curve of the road which limits visiiyl

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be founth Table 4.2 Street Hierarchy
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures geired in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Additional detail on bridleway network had been piaded in the
updated SPD.

A key aim of the @destrian, cycle and bridleway network within
the site is to

integrate and connect it with all existing rights of way, redways,
footpaths and bridleways that connect with the edges of the
allocation. Fig 4.2 Movement Strategy shows the proposed
strategic edway network within SEMK which primary follows the
strategic movemenhetwork. Newleisure routes and bridleways
will be primarily located within the proposed open space networ
connectingto the surrounding area.

integrate and connect it with all existing rights of way, redways,
footpaths and bridleways that connect with the edges of the
allocation. Fig 4.2 Movement Strategy shows the proposed
strategic redway network within SEMK which primary follows th
strategic movemenhetwork. Newleisure routes and bridleways
will be primarily located within the proposed open space netwot
connectingto the surrounding area.
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397 146, 166, 1337 5.2 Infrastructure Schools should be built alongside the houses and at the same time as  The SPD was anded and final location for schools in primary
Delivery residents move in. Provision of school places in the immediate locale mt and reserve options selected.
be available from the outset. Delaysiirastructuredelivery will
exacerbate existing issues.

398 146 4.6.8 Surface Water The SPD should include plangrigigatethe loss of proposity of the soil in  Para 3.3.10 notes that SuDS should be integreféettivelyinto
Drainage and the development site with water retentiofeaturesand balancing ponds.,  the open space and greenfrastructurenetwork to assist in on
Flooding which can provide an opportunity for wildlife habitat but will need site water management and to protect against surface water
maintenance. The Parks Trust must be engaged aprtmierland flooding. Wider concept plan (Fig 3idgntified indicative
management gent in MK. strategic SuDS locations and Fig 4.8. All proposals will be reqt
to consider Policy FR2 Bfan:MK Need for SuDS isderlinedin
Para 4.6.8
399 151 4.3 Movement All references to the O€amb Expressway should be remotfrenin the SPD. Noted. The SPD had been revised and updated to reflect
Network/ cancellation of the expressway project.
Expressway
400 151 Fig 2.1 The Figure refers to 'Bow Brickhill / Woburn Sands Rd' and should instei Noted. Text amended.

say 'Woburn Sands / Bow Brickhill Rd" d®is from west to east.

401 151 4.3 Movement Respondent welcomes the H&@tensionas it may support the future Noted.
Network/H10 growth of MK as set out in the MK 2050 Strategy. The land to the north €
of the allocation boundary is moowned by O&H, andill be safeguarded
as a future grid road connection in théirthcomingoutline planning
application.

402 151 Para 2.4 Queries whether the Internal Drainage Board indicated what future MKC engaged with IDB on theeparationof the SPD.
improvements they would like to see within SEMK to improve existing flc
problems downstream? A study has bemmmissionedo look intothis,
but the outputs are nopublicly availableThe fifth bullet point under
'Drainage'shouldbe amended to read 'Water may also drain towards the
fisherman's lake at the eastern edge of the site just south of the railway
line'.
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404

405

406

407

151, 1383

151

151

151

151

Section 2.6 Habitat
and Vegetation

Fig 2.7

Fig 2.15

Para 3.1.5

General Comment

The notation used for the Wildlife Corridor in Figure 2.6 suggests that th
area is rigid and fixed. in practice, the area will be subject to detailed
ecological studies and a development proposal put forward that mitigate
where necessary and meets thegréred biodiversity net gain targets.
Respondent suggests that it would be better represerigchatched area
on the figure. The vision/concept plans go on to shdwared edge to the
Wildlife corridorboundaryand respondent would like an undefinedgelto
be portrayed as well. The fifth bullet point could also be expanded to set
the findings from the IDB study if this were availatflame state that
development within thecorridorshould be prohibited iad the corridor
should provide a better budf.

Respondent questions if the MRT route should be shown on this plan, a
does not currently exist and none of the otteafeguarded infrastructure
demands feature on this plan. if it does stay, the plan should be amende
also show to options proposed by East West Rail in their current
consultation.

Respondent suggests that the SPD should build in flexibility with regard
viewpoints. These are largely taken from the existing PRoW network ant
may benecessary to divert sections of this. Perhaps a broader aspiration
should be to encourage the consideration of views out to the wider
landscape as part of the master planning work?

Respondent believes it should be expanded to set out the spatial
implications of safeguarding a route for a future mass rapid transit. is the
intention that these will be retrofitted into the existing grid road network?
so, the respondent baves this would be the place to set it out

Respondenbelievesthe photographs on page 39 bear no relation to the
adjacent text

MKC engaged with IDB on theeparationof the SPD. The details
will be approvedat planning application stage.

The MRT route is shown on the wider concept plan. MK2050
Strategy was agpted by the Council so indicatievhereroutes is
appropriate.

Noted. Matters to beconsideredat planning applicatiostage

The MRT route is shown on the wider concept plan. MK2050
Strategy was adopted by the Council so indicatibrere routes is
appropriate.

The images related to chapter 3.3 overall.
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409

410

411

151

151,1385

151, 185

151

Concept Plan/ DFP

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network

Para 4.2.10

Respondent queries if it is necessary to have both a concept plan and a
development framework plan which have similavéls of detail but are not
entirely consistent. Would it be better to rely on ti&=P omake the
concept plan less prescriptive. Either way, respondent wishes for the
Ftt2Ay3 FYSYRYSyldlaYyw wSY2@gS (K
Interventionlimil Ay 3 6ARSNIJ GKNRdzZZK Y2@SYS
w a2@S GKS y2ildrz2y F2N GKS wt2i
2F GKS W{dNIiS3IA0O a290SYSyil bSigz
w ¢KS y24lFG4A2y FT2N GKS | mn 9EGSY
WLYRAOFGADS =+ SKA Odzf wayhs!thd Gitfeseiterrialz A
connections.

w wSy2@S (GKS Ds¢ {AdGS FTNRBY (KS L

Respondent suggests that EWR Linear Park should be limited to the
southern side of the railway line where it can open out towards the east |
the site into the MultiFunctional Green Buffer adjacent to Woburn Sands
Arguegthat it's not sensible to have a policy theticouragesctive

transport routeseither side of a railway line. Suggest instead that the part
should channel active travel routes towards any future raile@gssingand
into the linear open space that follsithe Caldecotte Brook to the north of
the railway. Suggest that the area of proposed linear space in Figure 4.1
should be deleted. Respondent states that there is no ecologistidication
for safeguarding this area as a wildliferridor. Some also sugst that a
linear park withtrainsrunning through the middle is not a restful place for
respite.

Strongly supports movement scenario 3 a 8 S angl@léi the highway
intervention on Bow Brickhill Road, which will potentially limit through
traffic towardsWoburnsands. Although some respondents do not favour
the V11 extension.

Should be expanded to include which green uses will be acceptable with
the muti-functional green buffers. Respondent would like to see allotmer
school playing fields, SuDS and sports pitches.

Noted. Additional text in the SPD provided to clarify what each
planreflects G&T site near Bow Brickhill was selected as final
location.

The SPD was amended to state that linear park with flood
attenuation along both sides of the Marston Vale railway line th
incorporates the existing wildé corridor will be widened
especially on the southern side to include surface water
attenuation ponds and pedestrian/cycle leisure routes. The rout
will provide full eastvest access across the entire SEMK site. It
be integrated at its eastern eridto the landscape buffer adjacent
to Woburn Sands.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the cmcil. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer

All those referenced are included in the SPD.
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151

151

152

"153

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

4.3 Movement
Network

General Comment

Respondent believes that this section should explain that the safeguarde
grid road corridors could function as primary streets in the short to medit
term as long as they can be phased into a grid road in the longer term.
Especially with the land to theorth of the grid road corridor where parcels
of land would be inaccessible otherwistespondensuggests that
paragraph4.3.8 should be reworded: 'Primary access into SEMK from the
north will be provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham W
and from the south via a relief road to bypass Bow Brickhill Village with
access into SEMK being achieved at both ends of the relief Road (at the
western end of a reconfigured Station Road as well as where it connects
with Woburn Sands Bow Brickhill Ro&8ge Table 4.2Street Hierarchy).
These routes will act as strategic routes carrying through traffic as well a
providing access into the development itself. '

The SPD should make it clear that MKC will make the application for the
and that there is no expectation on developers to do anything other than
safeguard the preferred site. the precise location shouldieé&rmined
when the outline planning application is prepared for the land surroundin
the G&T site

Respondent is concerned about the existing local pavements in Woburn
Sands. Believes they a@o narrow and can be congested at times causin
pedestrians to step into the road. Concerned that increased
pedestrians/dogs/bikes will exacerbate it.

Respondent who is a landowner of The Old Stablessapportive of the
allocation and the development and do not wish to be excluded from the
development of the area as a result of not being included within the
Framework. Request to be included in all future discussions relating to tt
Draft SPD and all loér relevant conversations. The site appears on the
maps in the Draft SPD on pages 41 and 63, surrounded by land that is
identified for residential development. Responddmglievesthat the land
would be suitable for residential development of a densityikir to that of
the surrounding area. the site é&pprox.1.9 hectares and capable of
accommodating-66 dwellings (35dph). The development of this site will r
reduce the northern boundary hedgerow. No landscape reasons not to
include this site. Site wdd be accessible from the road network including
the PrimaryResidentiaRoad to the south. It is sustainabldocation.

Wording of the SPD amended. Additional wording included and
para states: Additional vehiculaccess into SEMK will be
delivered at the eastern end of

Bow Brickhill Road via a new Woodleys Road which will pass o
the railway and connect via a new roundabout to the H10
extension. The junction onto Bow Brickhill Road should include
some form of higway intervention measures which will allow
residents of SEMK to access the

facilities within Woburn Sands Town Centre (and vice versa) bt
will also help reduce the amount of through traffic along Bow
Brickhill Road to J13 on the M1 (and vice versa).

Noted. MKC Council is required to deliver the sites as per
requirementsin Plan:MK. The SPD is required to allocate the la
within the site. The delivergf the G&T site will be led by Milton
Keynes Council with land coming from developers at nil value a
part of Framework Agreement.

A lot of the detailed assessments, including a transport
assessment, will be prepared by the developed submitted to
the council. These would set out the detailed design of the
development and mitigation measures necessary to secure a hi
quality and sustainable development.

Noted. SPD amended to include the land. Please refer to land
Fig for land uses.
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155

155

156

1,571,294

157, 160, 222, 228, 1252, 1294

158, 205

161

General comment

Generakcomment

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

General comment

General comment

Cumulative impact of the proposed and existing commitments in the arei Any cumulative impact will be considered as part of planning

north end of Newport Road needs to be considered before the SPD is

adopted.

Respondensuggests that a separate second framework should be built
around the new development being more segregated from Woburn Sanc
Wavendon and Bow Brickhill,g., more selfcontained with all of its own

facilities).

Respondent's comment: 'Everything'

Respondent raised concerns over potential impact of the development o
the village of Bow Brickhill. The link road is supported and addittosidic
calming measures should be considered to discourage future residents (

SEMK from using the village amain route

Respondent questioned whether the G&T site should be located in close
proximity to residential area. Some questioned whether it should be clos
to appropriateinfrastructureand services that can accommodate this.

Respondent made reference wildlife and habitats present in the area of

Wavendonfieldsand raised concerns over potential impact of the
development on the existing ecosystems.

Respondent provides background on their ownership of the Strategic

Employmensite at South Caldecotte.

application process.

The SPD provides prary and reserved movement network with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed d@he planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layofithe development
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Nochangegequired.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by tite. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and lay:
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

The SPD was updated with a final losatfor the G&T site in the
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.

Noted.

Noted.

154



422

424

425

426

161

167

175

175, 166, 1285, 1303. 1331

161, 166, 1318

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

Off-site highwayimprovementsare required to support development at the
{2dziK /It RSO2:GGS aAadS AyOfdzRAy3
Whilst bringing the V10 up to Grid Road standard will help to improve
access to the new urban extension. Additional development in thd fvea
that reduces highway capacity and increases journey times for business
the South Caldecotte site will be harmful to the continued contribution of
this site to the economic growth of Milton Keynes. Additional highway
works to support the develapent of the Urban Extension may also impac
on the operation of businesses caused by disruption during construction
works on and around the highway.

Respondent stated that instead of providing G&T sites the community
should be provided with access to affordable homes.

Respondent suggests that sports pitches should be placed next to railwe
line to avoid excessive noise disturbance to residents.

Respondent supports the building of the Bow Brickhill rebefl, but
mitigation should be made for traffic noise and must be built as a
priority. Respondent would like to see traffic calming measures to protec
Bow Brickhill and Woburn Sands. Somspondentsvanted assurance that
the proposed bypass will actually bbuilt, and developers won't remove it
from plans

Renoving the level crossing at Bow Brickhill Railway Station and replacit
with a bridge link or underpass to cross to not impede the movement of
trains will benefit the highway network allowingunimpeded access
across the railway. Other options could adsaly impact the South
Caldecotte site for strategic employment.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The @dnper will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which wdutome through the
submission of a planning application.

The SEMK site needs to provide for fthpes as required by Policy
SD11 of Plan:MK. A number of best practice criteria were used
review possible locations within SEMK. This included, amongst
others, the availability of a range of transport links. Further deta
on the assessment criteria usdas been published on the
O2dzy OAt Q& ¢6So6LJ 3S FT2NJ GKS {2
Urban Extension. Affordable homes delivery will be reviewed a
planning application stage in accordance with Policy HN2

It is considered that best location for the pitches is in the green
buffer on theeasternedge of SEMK to protect the identibf
Woburn Sands could take the form of a park, including playing
pitches to benefit both the new and existing communities. Fig 4
Concept Plan also show indicative location of formal playing
pitches (if the need arises) close to thilageof Bow Brikhill.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and lay:
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

This is the matter for EWR Co to consider.
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427

428

429

430

431

161

176

168, 192, 193, 1245, 1250, 1343, 135
1258

176, 211, 201

168, 192, 193, 1239, 1250, 1260, 139!
1366

4.5.2 Character and
Density

4.3Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

4.3 Movement
Network

Respondent identifies a corner of SEMK that could form an arrival point
(e.g.,higher densities) thatespondsto the employment development
South Caldecotte

Respondent states that H10 extension should be designedswititient
buffers as the original grid roads of MK are and there must be no access
option availableto connect with Newport Road to prevetitroughtraffic to
M1/A421.

Respondent suggested that H4Bould be singlearriagewaywith a
maximum speed of 40mph withantinuousbuffer through to Church Farrr
development to protect Phoebe Lane and Wavendon Fields apartments.
The road should not be continued over the Newport Road since it would
become sath bypass linking with M1 or A421. extension of land to the E:
of Newport Road would prejudice the potential of land for recreation and
open space (former golf course) which respondeelievesis an objective in
MK2050 Strategy.

Respondent states that Wavendon site is soitablefor G&T style homes
due to the slope of the siteG&T community may prefer a more secluded
site that would allow for better access and provision. Some respondents
asked whether G&T community have been consulted?

Respondensuggest that to elevate impacts on traffic flows and potential
effects of Woburn Sands level crossing closures the Low Traffic
Neighbourhood (LTN) pilot scheme shouldibplemented Respondents
especially mention Walton Roatb calm and reduce the exiag traffic and
the expected traffic from the new developments prior to the approval of
any SEMK development. Introduce an enforced speed limit of 30 mph ot
Newport Road, Lower End Road and Cranfield Road. Some added that
mph is plenty should be adopdeand enforced throughout the roads and
closure of Cross End should be implemented.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying @racter across the site with lower densitie
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaeetworkwasamended,and additional buffers added.

The detdied design of highways interventions will be reviewed &
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measuresould vary depending on the detailed design and layor
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Desigrrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street
Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design
highways interventions will be reviewed at the planning
application stage. The developer Mgroduce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would comedhgh the
submission of a planning application.

The SPD was updated with a final locafionthe G&T site in the
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify anitigation measures
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application. Tab[2 iA.the SPD
contains design requirements for strategic highway network
including the speed.
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432

433

434

435

436

437

178

164

164

164

164

179

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

General comment

4.3Movement
Network

Respondent states that SPD does not acknowledge the impact of raised
bridges on noise as the area already suffers from traffise from the A5,

M1, A421 and railwayit is mentioned that noise mitigation should not be
left in the hands of the developers. Alongside noise there is light pollutiol

Retain H16v11 link to M1. A link to the existing rail crossing at Bow Brick
would route traffic north orthe V10 and improvements to the road at this
point to the A5 would ease flow west. A new rail crossing (over bridge) f
all users (walkers, cyclists, horse riders etc) is necessary.

This should be located such that it does not expand beyond the elgn (
Dale Farm)

Theinclusionof a Country Park would beneétl. Access should be by publi
transportrather than by placing a car park next to it as once this is full lo
roads get blocked

Theoriginalconceptfor Mk is being lost in recemverpopulatedand high-
riseschemes. Consider what you imposeeistingand future residents

Respondent is concerned about the extension of V11 through Bow Brick
and Hardwick Road, at present there is a 7.5t weight litill this be
changed?

The detailed design of highways interventions and any potentia
light pollution will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailedesign and layout of the development
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primaryand reserved movement network with details on highwe
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the council. These would set out th
detailed desigrof the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer
Primary access into SEMKI be via extension tthe H10and
reliefroad to bypass Bow Brickhill village. Additional access wil
deliveredvianew Woodleys Road. Linkages to J13 are conside
to get to M1

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. Additional buff
areas are included in the location.

A buffer will be provided on the easter edge of the SEMK which
will protect the identity of Woburn Sands and it could take
form of a park. See Fig 4.1.

Noted. Nochangegequired.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and resered movement network with details on highway
access and Public Transport. A lot of the detailed assessments
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitted to the council. These would set out th
detailed design of the deelopment and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustaindblelopment
V11 extension is a reserved option.
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438

439

440

441

442

443

4.3 Movement
Network

179, 225, 1284, 1390

185 4.3 Movement
Network
185 General Comment
185 4.3 Movement
Network
185, 201 4.2 Landscape and

Open Space

185, 187, 188, 190, 1315, 1316, 131€ 4.5.2 Character and
1323, 1384, 1379, 1385, 1394, 1391, Density
1367

Respondent asks that any construction traffic from the development be
routed away from the villages of Woburn Sands and Aspley Guise as the
roads are not designed to cope with that amount of traffic.

Respondent suggests that as SEMK transport infrastructure is speculatiy
then a moratorium should be placed on all development applications unt
transport studies have been completed antplications reviewed.

Respondent thinks that the creeping nature of expansion of Milton Keyn«
into open countryside is in conflict with the vision of the SPD.

Respondent refers MKC to Woburn TC submission to the Cgchhgand
Walking Infrastructure Plan consultation in January 2021.

Developers should not be allowed to submit applications gndhe SPD
adoption and developers must be held account to conditions of landscar
and open space especially witkspectto the green buffers and wildlife
corridors.

Respondensupports Woburn TC suggestion to lower the proposed numt
of dwellings from 3000 to 2500 (or even 200G)is also noted that
respondentdfeel that 4/5/6 storey buildings are not in keeping with the ar
andcontraryto MKC's LCA guidelines of opennsgeacross the area to
Brickhill Greensands Ridge. Some noted that densities should reflect the
already achieved in Woburn Sands Parish.

Construction traffic and any routing is to be considkes planning
application stage.

There has been traffic modelling undertaken (using the MKC
Strategic Traffic Model: MKMMM) for the SE MK allocation as |
of the evidence base to Plan MK, and subsequent to this to infi
the developmenframework. Thisnodelling as well as other
considerations such as multi modal connectivity, has informed t
draft development framework for the site comprising two bridge
crossings, with the primary option now being a V10 crossing
broadly in line with the existing level crasgi and a crossing to
the eastern edge of the site (referred to as Woodleys Road in tt
framework).

As part of the SE MK Planning Application, the developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
required in response to thgaffic generated by the site. This will
be informed by the MKMMM, as well as more localised modellit
and analysis. Where deemed necessary this will include additio
local traffic data collection.

No changes required.

No changes required.

As per Para 5.2.1 contributions will be sought towards necesse
infrastructure and failities. An overarching section 18§reement
known as the Tarff Agreement will be established.

The site is required to deliver approximately 3000 homes as pe
policy SD11 in Plan:MK. The SPD had been revisduliffed
areas had been increased waldditionalgreen access links addec
to provide everbetter connectivity. Detailed proposals will eb
reviewed at planning application stage.
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444

445

445

446

447

165, 166,

186

165, 1267, 1370

191

165, 223, 1399

6. Next Steps

4.5.2 Character and
Density

4.5.2 Character and
Density

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.4 Land Use

Respondents noted that future development and roads should/must be t The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wii

lined. Inaddition,some noted that the development shouldn't be
overcrowdedand the environment should be protected

Respondent islisappointednot to have been consulted with in the earlier
stages of the SPD as the development will irrevocably change the chara

of the area betwea Woburn Sands and Bow Brickhill.

Any new developments should bend harmoniously with existing city, son
respondents stated that it shoul@spect and blend in with any current

dwellings and style®.g.,

a. If the current houses are set back 40m from the Newport Rd, the new

developmentshould mirror this.

b. Need to reflect the population of houses per acre. We are only seein¢
deterioration of the environmental factors as a result of constant increas

higher density developments. This needs to be reversed.
c. No flats are built opgsite current houses or bungalows.
Respondent notes building density is far higher than rest of MK.

Respondent encourages the extension of the H10 towards J13 of the M!
this willlessenthe impact of the increased traffic on Hardwick Road, The

Leys and th&Voburnsands area in general and reduce danger to
pedestrians.

School developments should hagrcellentsporting facilities included in
them to ensure all sports are provided for and good health. Some
respondents said good leisure facilities for all should be providgdmulti-
use sports hall, cafe, swimming pool, fithess classes, dance, indoor gam

details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developewill produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would coaethrough the submission of a
planning application.

extensivestakeholderengagement took place preparationof
this SPD. SEMK SPD website contains details.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densies to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

TheWider concept plan of the SPD shows green arrow which
relates to future proofing on site H10 extension and potential
future extension of H10 corridor. The Plan was prepared to
spatiallyinterpret the vision and development principles. The
Movement Straggy Plan shows future proofemh-site extension
of H10 corridor only.

Detail design of schools will be approved at planning applicatior
stage.
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448

449

450

451

452

4.3 Movement
Network

198, 1317, 1318, 1332

196, 1322, 1397 General Comment

166 4.3 Movement

Network

204, 1264, 1309, 1315, 1319, 1394 4.3 Movement
Network

206 5.2 Infrastructure

Delivery

Respondent states that closure of the Bow Brickhill level crossing will jus
cause more traffic chaos and grid roads should be maintained. Some na
the reliance on the crossing which is vital for their daily lives.

Respondent states that it is premature to be considering SPD and it shol
be paused untisignificant, currently unresolved issues have been dealt w
(i.e., EWR and OxfordCambridge Arc). There may also be significant
changes to employment pattens as a result of COVID and these are not
known. Respondent also feels that consultatdming a pandemic has not
allowed all people to voice their opinions. Some said transport, property
types and demand, city/town centres and movement of families out of
centres are all changing in light of covid. Highways Agency are not acce
any traffic suveys done now because of low volumes. Respondent propc
that, in line with Futures 2050 studies, a short consultation is carried out
consider the impacts and inform work on the SPD.

Recommends the introduction of a weight limit, 20mph speed limit and r
narrowing in the Station Road and Woburn SaRdad entrances to Bow

Brickhill. Respondent also is concerned that few pedestrian and cycle lii
are shown into theexistingurban area of MK as most come into the village

Respondent expresses concern over increased traffic levels and the saf
pedestrians (especially children walking to school).

There is no provision for SEN children as the number of places already
available is already inadequate.

MKC does not have control over the ti¢ of the level crossing.
EWR Co is considering the future of the crossings as part of the
DCO proposal.

The Council considered the possibility of delaying progress on 1
PaY {t5 Ay 2NRSNI G2 tA3dy Al
statutory consultation on their proposals for the railway line (set
Question 5 for further details). However, on balance, it was felt
that this was not appropriate given previous delays to Haest
285G whkAaft /2YLIkyeqa Ozyad#al
expected to occur in autumn/winter 2020.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and resrved movement network with details on highway
access and Public Transport including speed limits for strategic
highway network (table 4.2). A lot of the detailed assessments,
including a transport assessment, will be prepared by the
developer and submitte to the council. These would set out the
detailed design of the development and mitigation measures
necessary to secure a high quality and sustainable developmer
Primary access into SEMKI be via extension tthe H10and
reliefroad to bypass Bow Bkhill village. Additional access will k
deliveredvia new Woodleys Road. Linkages to J13 are conside
to get to M1

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will prodaice
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and lay:
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

The SPRddresseshe requirementsof Policy SD11 for primary,
secondary and early years provision. Nursery. It also safeguard
are for potential medtal facilities.

160



453

454

455

456

457

207

207

208

208

172

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

Respondent is concerned that extension of H10 will create a-thiwe
community where residents will be confused about what their home
community is.

Respondent asks that the access between Wavendon Gate and Wavenc
Village be kept open for better access to ttteurch which serves the
communities of Wavendon, Wavendon Gate, Browns Wood and Old Far
Park.

Respondent states that EWR bridges should be sites so that they provid
maximum connectivity to MK grid network and that EWR are pressed int
making earlydecisionsabout closure or relocation of stations. There shoul
alsobe adequate means to cross the railway on foot.

Respondent asks that the DRT will include the new development and th:
the future MRT also serves SEMK and surrounding villages.

Respondent supports H10 extensidtespondentss pleased that the SPD
recognises thémportanceof the link and require reservation of the corridc
through Newport Road. Respondent supports key principles from page @
This is in line with MK 2050 Strategy. Respondent noted that SEMK sho
not preclude future extension of grid road acrdéswportRoad which
would limit potential expansion into former Wavendon golf course. The
need to maintain the opportunity for that connection should be built into
Opportunitiesand Challenges section 2.12. Although outside of the SPD
the land ownership arrangeents would allow this connection. This
connection would mitigatéraffic pressure and respondetelievesthat the
link would be supported by Woburn Sands residents. Link to Newport Rc
would provide a directoute north south without crossing the town.
Concerns raised over CAG's members views over no connection to New
Road.

The detailed design of highways interventions will beéeered at
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed designlayalt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which widlentify any mitigation measures
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning applicatio

MKC does not have control over the future of the stations. EWI
Co is considering the future tfe stationsand crossings as part
of the DCO proposal.

the SPD considers future proofing for MRT.

The Wider concept plan of the SPD shows green arrow which
relates to future proofing on site H10 extension and potential
future extension of H10 corridor. The Plan was prepaoed
spatiallyinterpret the vision and development principles. The
Movement Strategy Plan shows future proofeutsite extension
of H10 corridor only.
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458

459

460

172

172

172

Para 1.4.4

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

This paragraph should include policies SD1, SD9, SD11, CT8, CT8in tt
policy sedbn of the SPD along wisummaryof key requirements set out
in policesof Plan:MK would help establish more clearly at thsetkey
parametersfor the SPD that it needs to adhereea.,3000 homes to be
delivered and associated uses, integrationhagkisting build up area,
connection with the local and strategic road network, enablle future
expansion of MK if appropriate. The link would allow SEMK residents frc
south east to travel north and east without the need to cross Woburn Se

Respondent supports acknowledging emerging plans such as MK Futur
Growth Strategy page 13. The document contains details on MRT but ¢
benefit from more detailed overview of potential implications of MK 2050
Strategy on the area.g.,extent of growth towards the east, potential key
connections for the city.

Respondent is aware that there is no mechanism in the s106 for the
Strategic Development Area north of Lower End Road to release the gric
road reserves for development (a matter thel Yy R 2 @ofickdvisghave
highlighted in correspondence with the plangidepartment previously in
2016 and 2018), should they be required in the future to facilitate the
extension of the grid road system. Respondent states that this weaknes
could undermine the future growth of the city, and it will be important tha
the dewelopment of the SEMK site does not make the same mistake. A
requirement to support delivery of the SEMK development area is alreac
set out in the phasing chapter of the Framework (chapter 5) where there
requirement for applications to not hinder trdelivery of other sites and for
developers not to increase the value of their landholdings by failing to
provide access to the edge of their sites. This is supported but requirem:
should also be extended to reflect the need for the SEMK development 1
to hinder the delivery of further growth to the east, should this form part «
thenextphas ¥ a A f (i Pdwity e yiRigidd be made to transfel
the grid road reserve to the Park Trust, as is suggested for the wider ope
space provision in thsite, again it will be important for any agreement to
ensure that the site is available for development at the appropriate
opportunity in the future, and this should be made clear in the framewort

The Developrent Framework does not create new policy for the
site but provides guidance and further detail to the developmen
principles set out in the adoptelan:MK. Appendi& provides a
list of relevant policies.

Not a matter for the SPD to consider.

An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning
obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreements entered into in compliance with an owetang MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development. S.105 agreements are associated with the grant
of planning permission.
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461

462

463

464

192, 193, 1239, 125@34-238, 1295,
1352, 1399

192,193, 1250

192, 193, 1250, 23238, 1261, 1352

192, 193, 1250

5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

6. Next Steps

Respondents comment on ROW's. ROW network between Wd&amds,
Wavendonand SEMK  should lestablishedo support and promote active
travelling which offers links with amenities for health care,pging etc.
Some suggested they should toee--lined. Also suggested iscantinuous
woodland walkway from West to East.

The leisure potential of all green spaces is maximised including within H
corridor by incorporating, redways, dog walking routes, cycle routes, hor
trails etc. Redway network to be developed to connect Wavendon retsde
with new facilities , sports fields and transport hub in SEMK. There shou
redway access to Phoebe Lane and access or leisure routedooeational
ground. Another redwagccesshould be midway from Newport Roaidk(,
where the H10 will termint behind Frost's)

Views towards Wavendon Woods aBGdeensandridge are suggested to be
of enjoyment for new residents where medium densityusingwill be
places. This would mean existing residents would be denied those views
Views for exiting residents should be maintained.

Respondent requests that appropriate mitigation and compensation is
secured for potential loss diedgerowhabitats around Wavendon.
Concerns over protection of rookery near Wavendon Fields apartments.
Concerns raised over potential impact such as that took place in Stockw
Lane. Respondent would like appropriate fines fetr damaging hedges anc
trees.

Thepedestrianand cycle pathaetwork were updated following
consultation with additional leisure routes provided.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas increased with
additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Following theonsultation,the SPD had been revise
and provides primary and reserved movement networkhwi
details on highway access and Public Transport.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.

SPD under 2.12.1 was amended to add that existing hedgerow
(particularlythose of higher quality) should be retained and
strengthenedto reinforce their importance agart of the local
landscape for visual and biologiciVersity reasons. All
hedgerows thus lost should be replaced by

equivalent lengths of new hedgerows within

the overall development area.
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465

466

467

194

194

209

Para 4.2.28

5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

Sport England welcomes the acknowledgement of the need to provide o
site sports facilities to meet the needs of the development, Sport Englan
notes that the SPD identifies that 3.8ha of land should be provided as
playing field. Sport England does not hewer support a standardsased
approach to identifying the level of provision required to meet the needs
a development of this size. Sport England instead supports the use of th
PPS findings to identify the quantum and levepaivision. The&SPD refes

to MK Playing Pitch Strategy which is from 2015. MK has been developil
ySs aGN)F GiS3e ¢KA& NBLNBaSyida I+ N
for playing pitches. ThemergingPPS is divided into sub areaith the
southern oneexperiencingshortfal in pitch provision for football and 3G
artificial grass pitch to meet current and future need for football. Other
include need for access to suitable midweek floodlit training for rugby.
Propose inclusion of artificial grass pitch as secondary schoel pvovided
for both dual school and community use. Evidence from the emerging PI
suggests that in order to meet the existing community needs for facilities
third generation (3G) rubber crumb artificial surface to accommodate
football and potentially ugby (requires installation of €hock pagl should

be explored.

Appropriate agreement should be in place to ensure that school facilities
can be used by wider community to allow local clubs and groups to acce
the facilities during the peak period for community sport. Consideration
should be given to indoor sports drow the site could help in delivering
such needs. Sport England expects that any sport facilities and ancillary
facilities are designed and constructed in accordance with Sport Englanc
and relevant national governing bodies for sport technical desigglagce.
It would be prudent to make direct reference to this expectation within th
SPD. Note on Sport England's Facility was provided and calculations for
SEMK site. It ircommendedhat referenceis made in the SPD to Sport's
England Active designuigle.

Quedion: Earlier versions of the plan proposed a G&T site on the easten
boundary of the SEMK plan within an area suggestdzttmmea Country
Park with optional playing fields. Can you confirm if this is still being
considered?

Noted.

An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning
obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of in@lual S106
Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. Other locations
are no longer considered.
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468 209, 213, 1277 General comment

469 204, 1295, 1265 4.3 Movement
Network

470 197 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

471 197 General comment

With the current COVID pandemic and its effect on mental health green
spaces are morgnportantand beneficial. Some said the boundary splits
Woburn Sands, Central Beds and MKC who do not seeantmunicate
and continue to swallow up green spaces whickehaegatively impacted
the areaparticularlysince Covid with the increase in visitors.

Respondent welcomes proposed new redways in/around Woburn Sands
with routes linking into MK. Current Redways in the area are limited, too
narrow in places (Newport Road), and traffic along Newport Rd at 40mp
can be intimidating. MK8ighwaysommented tha Figure 3.1 should show
redways on both sides of key roads so that developers are aware it is nc
single side policy and that redways should extend into Bow Brickhill villa
to form connections to community facilities.

Respondent provided information in regards to Sctockgrove Homes Itd I¢
that is located within SEMK site. Respondent is supportive of the
development of the SEMK site and the drd®s The SPD provides guidan
and direction for future development however is lacking in detail in respe
of phasing, timing of delivery of infrastructure addrity around who will

be responsible to deliver key elements of widgfrastructureto ensure
joineddup approachto deliver the site. Delivery of specific parcels of lanc
should not be prioritised over the delivery of the allocation. Stockgrove
Homes wished to work collaboratively on the matter.

Respondenbelievesthat the site can be delivered now and contribute to
Council'ss-yearhousing land supply. Can be accessed from the existing 1
network and does not require extensiugrastructure

open Space and Landscape Strategy neailedfollowing
consultation andhdditionalareasincluded in the network.

The SPD had been revised. Redwetyvork can be seen on figure
4.3

SPD phasing chapter was updated, An overarcBawion 106
agreement, known as the Tariff Framework Agreement, will be
established. The planning obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreemens entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.

Noted.
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472

473

197

197,113

4.2 Landscape and Respondent notes that the very western edge of the land off Paddocks L Noted. Details of the open spaces will be approved at planning

Open Space

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

site is identified as part of the Linear Open Space Network and is largely
supportive of allowing this important green space to be developed, so lol
as they are able to develop thiest of their land holding for residential
purposes without hinderance from this designation. As the designation is
limited to the very western edge, this would not affect Stockgrove Home:
Ltd ability to develop their site but would seek to ensure that the
designation does not affect the viability of developing the site. The site h
directaccessrom BowBrickhill,and the development would not be reliant
on the wider infrastructure required for rest of the allocation to be able tc
commence developmentThis area should be included in first phase of
development. The site does not rely on or is affected by EWR's proposa

There arenconsistencies between the Draft Framework SPD and the EV
Consultation documents in relation to the potential future crossings of thi
railway. This will inevitably have consequences on the timescales for
delivery of the developments closest to the railw&pome respondents
suggest that this SPD isdeafted to make the document more in touch
with EWR and more coherent to local residents.

application stage.

SPD provides a primary option and a reserve option for the
strategic movement network as uncertainty still exists oer
9Frad 2S8ad whkAf 692wo [/ 2YL} y=R
associated changes to level crossings and new bridge crossing
The primary option with a vehicular bridge at V10 (in addition th
eastern bridge as part of the proposed Woodleys Réaatures in
the final SPD and is preferred from a placemakiegspective. A
bridge crossing at V10 is currently favoured by EWR Co (basec
the Summer 2021 norstatutory consultation) who are now
considering various options for its actual alignment aher
Marston Vale Line. Should any of these criteria fbridge atV10
not be satisfied , the Council will withdraw its inclusion of the V
ONARIAS 2LIiA2y FTNBY (KS {9ayY
within the Development Framework to assess fetplanning
applications . The reserve option is presented in Appendix C o
SPD. The main difference between the reserve and primary op
is the relocation of a bridge at the V10 to the location where th
V11 transport corridor reserve meets tivarston Vale Line. The
reserve option assumes that the proposed V10/Brickhill Street

NAR3IS OlyQi 06S RStAQOBSNBR (2
SPD for details). Whilst the vast majority of the guidance
contained within the SPD remains relevasien if the reserve
option becomes the preferred option, Appendix C of the SPD di
outline what the differences are.
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474

475

476

477

478

479

211

211, 209

211

217

217

1230, 1231

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

General Comment

General comment

General comment

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

The future of Woburn Sands railway needs to be certain before developi

The proposed G&T site is too close to a children's day nurselgiznde
facilities used by young adults and children.

Detrimental effect on house prices.

Respondent concerned about loss of community in existing settlements
SEMK built out. Concern also raised about '‘presumption in favour of
sustainable development' in NPPF and Government giving environment:
groups perspectives low weight in decision nnaki

Respondent feels MKC needs to do more to deter second home owners
in new developments.

Respondent stated that the site should not be near Wavendon, Woburn
Sands or Bow Brickhill. The site should be away from playgrounds or
wooded area.

MKC does not have controler the future of the stations/level
crossings. EWR Co is considering the future of the stations an«
crossings as part of the DCO proposal.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. Additional buff
areas are included in the location.

No changes required.

Noted. No changes required.

Not a matter for the SPD to consider.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bdvickhill. Additional buffer
areas are included in the location. A number of best practice
criteria were used to review possible locations within SEMK. Th
included, amongst others, the availability of a range of transpor
links. Further detail on thessessment criteria used has been
Llzo t AAKSR 2y GKS O2dzyOAf Qa ¢
Keynes Strategic Urban Extension.
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480

481

482

1230, 1231, 1260

1230, 1231

1232, 1305

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

Respondent is against closure of Woburn Sands level crossing. The SP
should not be finalised until more ksiownabout the future of the railway
and the crossing®(g.,Woburn Sands, Bow Brickhill) and location of the
station. Discussions should takepé with EWR, MKC Parishes of Woburr
Sands, Wavendon, Walton and Bow Brickhill and decisions/discussions
down to developers. Some noted that close easily accessible crossing
available to the whole parish is vital.

There should be little or no access to Newport Road from SEMK. Newp
Road should be a fixed boundary of MK. Any further development shoul
be accessed from A421. Any extension of H10 should only serve SEMk
not connect to Newport Road. Developing it further would prevent creati
of Wavendon Country Park and cause pollution, noise and affect air qua

Respondents against closure of the Bow Brickhill level crossing since
commercial traffic from industrial park (Tilbrook) uses the road to get to /
and Bedfordshire. Concerns raised over potential increase in traffic arou
Walnut Tree if cresing is closed which has worsened since Red Bull clos
an exit road leading to crossing.

SPD provides a primary option andeaserve option for the
strategic movement network as uncertainty still exists over the
9l ad 28aid wlkAf 692w0 /2YLIy=R
associated changes to level crossings and new bridge crossing
The primary option with a vehicular bgd at V10 (in addition the
eastern bridge as part of the proposed Woodleys Road) feature
the final SPD and is preferred from a placemaking perspective.
reserve option is presented in Appendix C of the SPD. The ma
difference between the reservend primary option is the re
location of a bridge at the V10 to the location where the V11
transport corridor reserve meets the Marston Vale Line. The
reserve option assumes that the proposed V10/Brickhill Street

NAR3IS Ol yQi 08 R&fedd@sadifiBaion {(s2«
SPD for details). Whilst the vast majority of the guidance
contained within the SPD remains relevant, even if the reserve
option becomes the preferred option, Appendix C of the SPD d:
outline what the differences are.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network witletdils on highway
access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEMK will be
provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletcham way)
via relief road tdoy-passBow Brickhill village (access at both end
of the relief road. Additional vehicularcaess into SEMK will be
delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new Woodley
Road which will pass over the railway and connect via a new
roundabout to the H10 extension&dditionalaccess will enter
SEMK off the southern end of Newport Roast joorth ofthe
Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited nun
of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the rest of SEN
will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public transport.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.
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483 1232, 1238 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

484 1235 5.2 Infrastructure
delivery

485 1236 Fig 2.9

Respondent is concerned that a lot of emphasis is given in regards to
delivery of G&T site where less consideration is given to delivery of
necessannfrastructurefor high density site and residents affected by the
site. Alternative prioned oposed lodan for G&T would be Brick Hill or are
near motorway. Respondent questioned why Fenny Lock area for G&T
not been proceeded with.

Respondent raised concerns over the delivery of social amenities and
contributions being sought for any disturbance caused by site delivery.

The title to Fig 2.9 'Public Rights if Way'is misleading since the Redway
not have the same status as footpaths or bridleways that are stagutor
Public Rights of Way. Key states 'footpaths' but it does not distinguish P
from paths that have other legal designations. E.qg. 2 paths within Wobur
Sandswhichare not shown on MyMK as PROW are alengsideKiln Drive,
one south of Kiln drive alongest side of smalbke. Ones a footway
alongside Kiln Drive. . Key is incorrect describing Redway as "cycle rout
They should be described as shared paths for pedestrian and cyclists. |
would behelpfulif the map showed leisure paths somevdfichrun next or
near Bridleway through Caldecotte Brook parklands through Brown's Wt
and Old Farm Park (as shown on the official city atlas 2017). Proposed
heading for Fig 2.9 'Paths for walkers, cyclists and hidees.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. Otloeations
are no longer considered.

An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Framework Agreement, will be established. The planning
obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contrilutis made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development.

Text on top right hand of the Fagates: Paths for Walkers, Cyclist
and HorseRiders.
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486 1236 Page 29 No justification is provided for suggesting that this Bridleway (Bow Brickl Noted. Text added to add clarity. See Pedestrian and cycle rou
.2 amMn0y A& WiKS Y2aid arayaraoryi
their ownpurposes, so any evidence to the contrary should be added to-
GSEG 2NJ GKS LIKNI &S a¢KS y2diKaim
should be deleted. All four should be listed:

w .26 . NAO|IKAff Ct nno C22iGLI GK
w .26 . NAO|IKAff Ct nny C22dGLI GK
w ow Brickhill BW 014 Bridleway

w 220d2NY {FyR& Ct nnu C22GLJ GK®
Public Rights of Way, each of which has a useful purpose:

w 2F@SYyR2y Ct nann C22iLJ GK

w 2F@SYyR2y Ct nanp C22iLl) GK

w 2 @SyR2y Ct nanT C220LJ GK

w 2 @Sy RB Bridleway. n

487 1236 Fig 4.2 and Fig 4.4 The Key needs to be made clearer and more accurate: Noted. SPD amended to add clarity.

MO WOEAAGAY3 C220LI GK 6t w220 G2

C22iLl iKQ®

HO WS5A@GSNISR C220L) 0K o6tw220 2NJ

Wt N2LI2ASR bS¢ k 5AGSNISR C220LI

o0 Wt NRLIZASR . NARfSglIEQ NIGKBERIG

L A& dzyOft SIENJ gKFG F W[ SAadNB «

be brought into line with the proposed corrections.

488 1237 6. Next Steps The Milton Keynes Cycling Forum and Cycling UK wish to be fully involv Noted.
every stage in the development process from initial planning to completic
Respondent expects that DfT LTN 1/20 to be fully implemented. Gene
support to the proposal. ActvTravel England is the new commissioning
body and Inspectorate with the power to ensure that local authorities anc
developers follow the guidance.

489 1237 General Comment  Respondent emphasise the need for land use planning and transport Noted.
planning to be an integrated process to minimise travel distances to
encourage cycling and walking and discourage car use. This helps to re
air pollution, a major contributor to climatehange. Together with this
encouragement of physical exercise there are clear health benefits, not j
for the individual, but also for the community.
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490

491

492

493

494

1237

1237

1238

219

1238, 1351

4.3 Movement
Network

6. Next Steps

General Comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/V10

Street Hierarchy of Strategic Movemexétworkswelcomed. Concerned The SPD had been ised. Redway network can be seen on figut
that not all the grid roads have the Redway running alongside the whole 4.3
route. Itis not clear how a Redway not alongside a grid road can offer ¢
more direct route (existing examplesm@fdways where cyclists are forced t
deviate from Redway alongside grid road into a local esteitéch can be
confusing often due to lack of appropriasgnageor state of the signs.
Support 20 mph speed limits on residential streets and lower speets lim
on grid roads and other roads. respondent states that the Woburn San
Bow Brickhill road should have grade separated Redway crossings. Nof
recent accidents on the route. The proposed easst linear open space
alongside the south side dfi¢ railway should be a Redway, as part of an
EastWest cross city cycle route advocated in the Gilligan Report. Both
railway stations need direct Redwagcess. Thbridleway from Old Farm
Park to Phoebe Lane in Wavendon is a green lane and should leetpht
preferably as a Redway. This would provide two direct cycling retites
first via Stockswell Lane to the Stables and the industrial estates beyon:
and the second via Walton Road to the Redway alongside Lower End R
and the new Redway alongsid he A421 which will one day offer a vital
cycling link to the countryside beyond Junction 13. Redway provides eas
movement for not only cyclists, but for walkers, wheelchairs and other
mobility vehicles, and E bikes and E scooters.

Safe and secure cycle parking, both short and long term, needs to be Matters to beconsideredat planning applicatiostage.
provided at all public destinations. MKC Parking Standards included cy

parking in the past. We seek confirmatiof the current situation. At the

same time all residential units should have secure indoor cycle parking.

Likewise, larger employers should provide indoor cycle parking and

shower/changing facilities.

The Q&A sessions where not well advertised and upomafjgestfor more  Q&A sessions were advertised on the SEMK dedicaédite
meetings those were not offered and one of the reasons was Purdah.

The provision of three movement scenarios introduces uncertainty for ~ Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
existing residents isurroundingthe site; this should be resolved as soon i primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
possible. access and Public Transport.

Respondents support the need for crossing at V10 and underlines thati Noted.EWR company will makedacisionover the level crossings
essential transport link. A respondent stated tlia¢ level crossing at Bow  as part of the DCO proposal.
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Brickhill station should be replaced by a bridge with bus lanes or other b
priority measures.

495 1238 General Comment  Supports Wavendon Parish Council's response. Noted.
496 1238 General Comment  Supports Bow Brickhill Parish Council's response Noted.
497 213 General Comment  Does not object in principle to further development in the area but the Noted.

development must be completed in a more thoughtful manner.

498 213, 1311, 1341 4.5.2 Character and Developers should buildladitional homes/bungalows and not loads of Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Density apartment blocks as it causes problems for parking provision and acces: Character Table 4.5. SEMK sldoaccommodate a mix of
emergency services when vehicles park on estate roads. residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

499 213 General Comment  Theoriginalvision for MK has been lostcity of tree". No changes required.
501 215, 1288 4.5.2 Character and Sensitiventegrationof existingtowns/villages was crucial to the original Noted.
Density 1970 plan and the same should be done with SEMK integrating with Wo
Sands and Bow Brickhill.
502 215 4.3 Movement The extension of the MK grid road network is supported as a way of forn Bow Brickhill relief road will be a strategic route carrying throug
Network the structure for SEMKdowever,| question the notion of Bow Brickhill traffic, including potentially MRT. Woburn Sands/ Bow Brickhill
Road becoming a major MK grid road. This would damage the esdgltng Road will have potential measuresreducethe amount of
rural character anédjoin WavendonWoods AONB. through traffic to J13 and hence alleviate pressonethe Leys and

Hardwick Road. See Table 4.2 for design details.

503 215 4.5.2 Character and Housingshouldbe located away from the road and at very low (rural) Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Density densities and behind a proposed landscape corridor Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to providier

504 215, 1331 4.2 Landscape and Support the inclusion of a green buffer along the western edge of Wobur diversity and varying character across the site with Iodensities
Open Space Sands which will ensure the unique character of the village is retained. E towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
questions the inclusion of land north of the railway line connecting to Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.

Newport Road (A5130) as it appeamtrary to the vision of maintaining Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
separation between the new and existing settlement. The 'green buffer'

principle between Woburn Sands/Wavendon and the SEMK should be

maintained and extended.
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505

506

507

508

216, 234238, 1299, 1261, 1379

216

1240

1241

4.5.2 Character and The character ofVavendonshould be protected anchaintained

Density

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

particularlyits access to footpaths and countryside walks. Wavendon shc
be given equal consideratioThere should be protection for hedgerows
and theancientPhoebe Lane natural corridor.

Previous draft SEMK plan didinitludedso many siteswhy did this
change? Respondent believes that G&T community want to live in reach
amenities but not directly next to existirggttlements but current plans
don't provide this. If there is a need for 7 new pitches why aren't they
distributed acros®xistingsites in order to keep their community together?
Respondent wants written explanation from MKC to explain why this is n
an option. The respondent argues that of@bposedsites for G&T the
most appropriate are those served by tigport links- sites at junction of
V10/Bow Brickhill relief road, or the one at the junction of the Bow Brickt
relief road/Bow Brickhill and Woburn Sands road as both are far from
housing and loser to facilities. Also concerned at the proximity deansar
Wavendon playing fields and Phoebe Lane. They believe the G&T
community will use both these as short cuts to Wavendon rather than H:
as the site isn't positioned closer to the main road.

By closing the level crossing and train station parents travelling to schoo
and then off to work will cause further traffic congestion at the top of the
High Street and Weathercock. Lane, which would be met by traffic from
new Bow Brickhill (BB) dewgiment traffic, and oncoming traffic from the
M1 and A5 direction. Parents who choose to school their children in bott
Bucks and Beds systems will be forced to park on the Newport Road on
runs.

Respondent questions whether traffic survey been carried out and the
estimated impact in rush hours to the access points of town been calcule
before the onlynorth access to the town is closed. The North (Newport
Road) exHaccess figures should be added to the figures for the calculate
BB new development, and a simulation of impact times should be
submitted, showing pinch points. Fig provided with areas ateon.

Noted. Protection ohedgerowss underlined in the SPD.

The draft SPD contained 3 locations for the G&T site whiasle w
selected considering the relevant best practice and available
guidance. The final location was selected following a review of
feedback from the consultation responses in addition to this be¢
practice and guidance.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Coswvho i
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzy OAt Q& &GNF GS3AAO (NI Yy&aLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.
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509

510

511

1242

1243

1243

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

Para 2.10

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

Respondent raised a number of questionsdlationto environmental
impacts of the rail and requested future train time. Respondent providec
alternative level crossing proposal where the rail line would be dropped
from the straight after Aspley Guise argradual gradient to go underneath
station road

Concerns raised over classification of atsk within the SPD. Section 2.1(
(Environment) only utilises the Flood Map for Planning (Rivers and Sea)
define the risk as being low due to the lack of any identified floodplain. T
is not an accurate representation of the fluvial risk to the.sTee Flood
Map for Planning (rivers and sea) is limited to watercourse whose
catchment is greater the 3km2. In this particular case, the catchments of
ordinary watercourses running through the site are smaller than this
threshold, so are therefore umodelled. There may be fluvial risk
4aa20AFGSR gAGK GKS ¢ G§SND2dzNA S

The National Planningolicy Framework (NPPF) requires that all sources
flood risk are assessed during Local Plans. Currently this document only
includes information on the fluvial (and tidal) flood risk. The Flood map fc
surface water identifies some flow paths that needde clarified and
avoided (or utilised to reduce risk downstream). Other considerations, st
as combined events like what occurred in 20/21 should also be explored
planned for

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the alloation of the site in Plan:MK. The detailed
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traf€ generated by the site. These measures
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Detailedassessmentill form part of the planning application
process.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to considr policies FRER3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016) and all applice
local guidance documents.
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512 1243 4.2 Landscape and Respondent provided recommendation around artificial grass pitch. Itis The details of the design of the artificial grass pitches, if provide
Open Space suggested that the pitch should be Gen2 mafibrt surface rather thana  will be agreed through planning application process.

3G surface. The Gen2 multisport surface will ensure that a wider range «

sports (such as hockey, netball, tes and football) can be delivered

through the PE curriculum, and accessed by the community. In comparis

a 3G surface will only be suitable for football. The other benefit of Gen2

multisport over 3G is that Gen2 does not require the rubber crumb isdill,

it is therefore less harmful to the environment. Respondent notes that th:

are 2 other 3G pitches close to SEMK ((Glebe Farm All Through School,

Fulbrook Middle School), and if another 3G is added to the mix, this wou

not make a very good busiss model as the operators would be competin

for users to meet sinking funetquirement LED lighting recommended for

the floodlights. Gen2 multisport surface for both Glebe Farm All Through

School and Watling Academy, and in both cases 3G has beenqatovid

513 1246 Para 3.3. The site should feel like an extension to MK but also have its own charar Noted.

514 1246 Para4.3 Respondent supports transport hub idea and integration of public transp Noted.
Respondent supports relocation of Woburn Sands station.
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515

516

517

518

223, 1270, 1281, 1289, 1370

223, 1309

223

225

General Comment

4.2 Landscape and
OpenSpace

4.5.2 Character and
Density

4.4 Land Use

The area planned for development was originally designated as Green E
land. Development and expansion onto these areas is very disappointing
and, if similar to other sprawling areas its most likely to be nothing more
than amoneymakingscheme for propety developerse.g.,Wavendon Golf
course and Milddleton. More thought is needed on SEMK and how it will
exist in 50+ years times. Developers shouldn't be allowed to make exces
profit, limit their profit to 5% and any excess after communal servioes ar
built should be returned to MKC.

WCC similarly put, they share the concerns of neighbouring parishes
NEIIFNRAYI GKS WwWfz2g o6FNR asSd 6AilK
broadly supportive of the need to continue to grow as a city, some of the
newer developments have stepped away from the ethos of the founding
parents of MK, leaving soulless and uninspiring spaces that are likely to
0502YS GKS WNBISYySNIdAzy SadldSa
expectations high, give clear aspirations for thg @iith innovation and
ddzadlAyloAtAde G GKS KSENIo .S
by greedy developers who care only for the bottom line. Think about you
residents, taxpayers, future citizens, and demand what is right for them.
responden said MKC should join Robert Jenricks vison to build beautiful
estates with conservation and greenery being key, and be a pilot and
spearhead the new thinking, before it is too late.

There should be wide open green areas with trees and feeling of openne

Infrastructureshould follow original design principles of MK (grid roads), |
buildings above 3 stories, all services underground (not under roads). Bt
houses on land not susceptible to heave and buildings should be
aesthetically appealing. If land is susceptibl&ééave then measures shoulc
be taken to avoid potential problems caused by climate change predictic
developers should have ommitsto addressing long term construction
issues. Each property needs off road parking.

The development should creagggnificantopportunities for starter homes
and hopefullyprioritieslocals.However this isn'talwaysthe case wish lgh
percentagef 4/5 bed homes, therefore the respondents requests to knc
the split for this development.

Noted. Nochangegequired .

Noted.

The SPD provides primary and resst movement network with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the plannirgplication stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the depeient
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

LocalPlan:MKpolicies (HN1, HN1 especially) will apply and
matters of hosing mix will be assessed through planning
application stage.
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519

520

521

522

523

524

224 General Comment

229,230, 1271 General Comment

231 4.3 Movement
Network

231 Para 4.3.6

231 4.3 Movement
Network

232 General Comment

Do not enable this housing and rail plan to sever Chantry Close in Wobu
Sands from the main community hub and effect quality of life. Residents
should be fully informed before any decisions are made

The respondent agrees with the points made by Wavendon , Bow Brickt
and Woburn Sands Town/Parish Councils and believes thabiigultation
process has been inadequate for the severity of the proposal.

In all three movemenscenarioghe roundabout at the end of the H10 is nc
shown. The current diagrams araisleadingand the roundabout should be
included. The blue proposed grid road colouring should be extended up -
the roundabout. Proposed bridges and underpasses should also be shov
on the maps where H10 crosses Byrd Crescent, where V11 crosses Mol
Crescent etc, where the V11 crosses Holst Crescent.

The suggestion th&Bcenari is the more expensive ' due edher amount
of grid roadinfrastructurerequires,e.g.,underpasses' should be removed ¢
it appears to contradict the diagrantqually if the need to build two
bridges i the realreason then this should be stated.

The following redways are missing from the movement scenario diagran
V11 redway super route underneath Fyfield Barrow overbridge, H10 Rec
super route at entrance of Elgar Grove, redway from Wavendon Gate
Pavillion to Gregories Drive, Wavendon Gatelieg north from Passalewe
Lane between Lester Court and Norton Leys, redway on west side of V1
north from H10 to the Fyfield Burrow overbridge and redway around
Hindhead Knoll.

Respondent questions the whole point of the consultation stating that the
development will happen anyway so what is the point. Also states that tt
3000 homes and the gypsy and traveller site are not needed.

Nochangegequired.

Noted.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary ard reserved movement network with details on highwa
access and Public Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any milgation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The dé&d design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measuimuld vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Pedestrian and Cycle Routes chapter had been revised followir
feedback receied.

Noted. The site and need for G7T site are specified in Policy SI
of the Local Plan.
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526

527
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529

530

1252

1255

1255

1244

1244

1244

Para 3.2

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

6. Next Steps

Respondent is concerned that the numerous crossings mentioned in par
3.2 will not materialise and the communities will be split to north and sou
of therailway line

Question: Has the gradseparatedvehicular crossing at Woburn Sands be:
ruled out by the EWR consultation?

The plan on page 20 designates Bow Brickhill/Woburn Sands Road as a
major road. This is misleading and should be changed.

The flood risk from this site sht@ consider all relevant sourcesy.,fluvial,
surface water, groundwater and sewer. The Flood Map for Planning (Riv
and Sea) does not reflect the existing flood risk at this site as the modell
extents normally relate to risk from main rivers. Téerordinary
watercourse across this site. The Risk of Flooding from Surface Water
may be able to provide some indication of flow routes through this area.
Culverting of watercourses should be avoided and overall land drainage
discharge should be maained. Extensive site investigation will be
required.

Respondent should contact the Bedford Group of IDBS, they may have |
recentmappingof flood risk for the area and advise of any planned
alleviationschemes. if the proposed development affects the IDBs acces
operations it will be subject to obtaing its prior agreement and consent. I
must also be made clear that the IDB intend to strictly enforce no
development within the 9 m byelaw zone to ensure its future maintenanc
operations are not hindered. Allowable surface water discharge rates sh
be agreed with both the IDB and Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) if
discharging into a watercourse within the IDB drainage district.

To maximise the benefits of a development, surface water management
the incorporation of SuDS should be considered from the beginning of tr
development planning process and throughout. We would expect this to
influence the site layout and design apply source control measures as
standard. Developments should account for existing land use, natural
contours of the land, flow paths, existing points of discharge and vegetal
cover. If there are multiple catchments within the site, these should be
identified and retained following development unless it can be
demonstrated that the alteration of catchments will provide betterment.
Milton Keynes Council has published specific guidance on the preparatic
surface water drainagstrategiesand it should e referred to.

Noted. Nochangegequired.

Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

Fig 2.1 presents future development context.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such a
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016), any recent
flooding events and all applicable local guidance documents.

MKC contacted the IDB and reviewed the plans with them befo
finalising.

Strategic SuDs features are presented in the SPD. Detail desig
be reviewedthrough planning application process.
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1244

1246

1246

1248

1248

6. Next Steps

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

Page 35

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

Para 2.5.4

Bow Brickhill and Woburn Sands are both identified as Critical Drainage
Catchments (CDC). AllCBites as identified in Milton Keynes Surface We
Management Plan will be required to demonstrate that the development
will not increase the flood risk to the CDC and provide an improvement ti
the existing situation where possiblehichisimportantdueto recent
flooding in thecatchments( Great Ouse and Ouzel).

Proposed locations for balancing ponds, should account for the adjace
infrastructure €.g.,railway line) and the event of exceedance or failure.
balancing pond the correct wording heire., similar to the functions of
Willen Lakes or is it to meant as attenuation for surface water runoff onl

wSalLRyRSyl 06StAS@8Sa GKFG GKSNB A
must be set back at a distance of at least 18 metres from any main river:
least 9 metres from all other ordinary watercourses, or at an appropriate
width as agreed by the Enviroremt Agency, Lead Local Flood Authority o1
Internal Drainage Board, in order to provide an adequate undeveloped

0dZFFSNI T 2y SdQ L NBFSNI é2dz 62 Cwo

Respondent stated that the proposed flood retention measures mentione
in the document are not sufficient. Consideration should be given to imp.
from neighbouring estates in addition to possibility of flooding from the si
itself. Concerns raised ovéire lack of detail in geologicabsessmerand
comments made in regards tmderlyinggeology and possibility of flooding
Comments made irelationto principles of building retention ponds and
lakes on main watercourses and how this would not appSEMK site since
there is no main river within 18m. Respondéetievesthat full

hydrological survey is required for the site.

Maintainedof drainage ditches will be required to ensure they are not
obstructed when flood occurs. Respondent suspect that low lying points
either side of railway are not sufficient for surface water attenuation
needed. Comments made in relation to extension dfi€eotte Brook
Linear Park to ensure that sufficient unobstructed space either side is
provided (concerns raised over min distance present in borwns Wood-ar
Im). .

Noted.

SPD amended under Para 5.3.1 'balancing pdodsate
‘attenuation schemes'

Noted. Text amended.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore, all new
developmen proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016), any recent
flooding events and all applicable local guidance documehts. T
SPD highlights the strategic indicative SuDsiadigidualproposal
will be assessed on their own merits.

Noted. Matter falls outside of the remits of the SPD.
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1248

1248

1248

1248

1248

1248

1250

Para 2.8

General Comment

General Comment

4.5.2 Character and
Density

General Comment

Section 2

4.3 Movement
Network

Respondenbelievesthat the SMEK is not intended to provide a library bu
to make use of existing one in Woburn Sands. The report sloldresghe
need to supplement or enlarge this facility or at least additional books
should be providedRespondenstated that Gyms andlibrariesmust be

the new focus of communities not shopping.

Comments made in relation to status and use of libraries within MK,

comments irrelationto need to provide cultural centers within MK.

Comments in relation to prpandemic and post pandemiiehaviours use

of shops and public transport.

Concerns raised over high densities whidbebevedto be incorporating
smaller housing for people that cannot afford larger properties that they

desire.

Respondent stated the need fatetailedgeological assessment to ensure
sustainable construction and drainage and assessment of impact.

Section 2 is missirgsurveyof currentland use. Concerns raised over loss
of arable land. Concerns over use of greenbelt land, @oemtrysideof

value for development.

Concerns raised over curreand potential increase of traffic in Wavendon

area roadsNewport, Walton, Lower End, Cranfield)

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should acconate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

Detail design will come at planning application stage.

Siteallocatedin Plan:MK to deliver approximately 3000 homes.

The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
Transport Assessment which Wientify any mitigation measures
required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning applicar.
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544

1251, 1260

1251

226

4.3 Movement
Network

General Comment

4.3 Movement
Network

Respondent stated that MKC failed to undertake Strategic Transport rev
for the area since East West Rail Company will publish initial proposals |
both the track and stations) in respect of the railwayha next couple of
months; there will then presumably be a period of consultation before fin
decisions are made. Some noted Proposals for the development of an (
Expressway were paused in 2020 and have now been cancelled althouc
discussions will coirtue on improving the road link between Oxford and
Cambridge.

Respondent is content with the Vision and supportive of need to become
‘green’ development linked to grislystembut distinct from existing
settlementsHoweveri KS LIKNJ} 88 a¥S8St tA1S |
2F aAhift (2 yotYoBsistgrdwith thelidea of maintaining the
OKIF NI OGSNJ 2F (GKS SEAaiGAy3a asSiait
ySig2N] G2 | 002YY2RI (S {KNXtEK
clearly incompatible with the Vision. SEMK should not adveedtdyt the
welfare and wellbeing of the current residents of the area or its
environmental and wildlife assets.

(=N}

Supports comments by Aspley Heath Parish Council. Including mentions
major issues that willdcreated ihecessarylink roads aren't introduced.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the
O2dzyOAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informedthe allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
GKS adFrNIz gAftf 0S8 adzdx SySy
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferredlevel crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East WeRHil project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

Vision was updated.

Noted.
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226, 1273

227

1268

1272

1278

1279

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4 Land Use

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4 Land Ge

General Comment

General Comment

AlargelyVictorian road network canndgcilitate 21st century traffic needs
without major change as they were not intended for ttf8ame stated

that the approachfor the strategic road network should be based

on: Extension of H10 eastwards at single carriageway grid road standar
Newport Road, V%11 extensions and H10 to Bow Brickhill Rd link
provided all with gradeeparationof EWR, Bow Brickhill relief road,
Consideration of the EWR link from Bow Brickhill Rd to Hardwick Rd, Tri
calming measures in Woburn Sands and Aspley Guise to disedhraggh
traffic and a comprehensiveview oflocal signing, weight limitsna speed
limits.

Respondent is in favour of the proposed education plans. Th location, ra
and size of education provision is appropriate for the number of dwelling
planned. The proposed plans to have a secured site for an all through sc
(which if agreed would comibé the 7FE and one of the 3FE primary schot
in the development plans at this stage is positive as this gives the Local
Authority the flexibility in our education commissioning approach within t
SEMK development to commission two separate educatiostabdishments
(a separate secondary and primary buildings) within this part of the
development if it is deemed appropriate at the point of commissioning.

Respondent states there should be no left turns from new development
onto Bow Brickhill Road as this will alltnaffic to pass through Woburn
Sands ortheir way to the M1.

w S & LJ2 v dRafeythasipfimary school should not be placed behind
Bellway and would be more suited to a site south of Frosts Garden Cent
this will have less noise impact on residents.

Gloucestershire CC have no comments to make on this SPD.

Respondent questions the need for housing and asks why we can't finisl
sites that already have planning permission first.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. Tetailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These amres could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Noted.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and resared movement network with details on highway
access and Public Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigatiormeasures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD was amended to show the location of schools under
primary and reserved options.

Noted.

Siteallocatedin Plan:MK to deliver approximately 3000 homes.
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552

222, 1277

1277, 1284

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

The increase in traffic on Theydévenue causes great concern as it's
already used as a ctitirough and suffers with speeding despite th@mph
limit and cars mount the pavement which makes crossing the main road
difficult. Whilst there are lights near the new Parklands developntest i
difficult to cross between there and the High street. Children have tried t
cross the main road to access Fulbrook Middle School, through an alleyr
whilst there is heavy road traffic. Theaee significant parking issues on
Station Road and Weatheock Lane when parents try to drop/collect
children. This could end in a serious accident.

The potential increase in the railway system will continue to cause major
congestion backed up into Woburn Sands, making it difficult to access tt
High Street safely. The railway barriers often have mechanical failures a
get stuck down which causes magsimpact on the village, let alone an
increase in the volume of traffic.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. Ttaded design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These meass could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. The detailed desidpigbivays
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application. Further modelling of the planned growth ir
the area can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified t
preferredlevel crossing closure options. This would also need
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East WeRHil project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.
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1280

219

1280

General Comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

Respondent provides background of their site, Bellowhill Veterinary Cen
and Bellowhill Stud, located adjacent to SEMK. The landowner is open t
discussion with MKC and is willing to make land available for developers
Location map is praded. Their site iproposedto possibly be adjacent to
G&T site. The developer is generally supportive of the development and
guidance set in the SPD but is concernefaiéntial conflict of land uses
with the Veterinary Centre and G&T site. Suggesis $hitable a landscape
buffer andacousticscreening could be needed to prevent adverse noise ¢
pollution affecting their site.

Scenario 2 ighie least desirable movement option. Significant traffic levels
could end up using the Bow Brickhill relief road. This could be mitigated
however by routing through traffic via the A4146 and A5 rather than alon
the extended V11/Bow Brickhill relief roadce®ario 1 would result in least
disruption to existing residents, with additional screening used to minimit
impact further impacts. Scenario 3 would provide the best possible acce
the site but is costly and would likely result in same disruptioretidents

of Old Farm Park as scenario 2, despite likely decreased traffic going tht
SEMK. Scenario Ipreferredoption, but mitigation forexistingresidents
needed, including: planting and bunds to reduce noise impacts. grade
separated crossing of Yat Holst Close and Caldecote Brook Park (bridg
or underpass), signage atdffic calming used to deter traffic from
accessing A5/A4146 via SEMK.

Fields adjacent to SEMK are used as paddocks and grazing fields for wi
racehorses. The proximity of SENMcIudingpotential G&T site) to these
fields creates potential for the horses to be disturbed or incidents to occt
whichmayaf SOiG (G KS K2NES&AaQ KSItGK Fy¥F
deals with rescue cases where animals have been confiscated from thei
owners and may be in need of care/rehabilitation before beinhoased.
This is a sensitive process which requires constaatirity and protection
for the animals. This all would impact the ability of the breeder to contint
their business and the landowner may then consider alternative land use
options which may be more intrusive on local landscape and character.
Consideringther potential G&T locations, the site to the north of Station
Road would have less potential for land use conflict: there are only 2
residential properties here, and they'd be complimentary in use, and wot
be entirely separated from the G&T site bgtauctural landscape buffer.

Additional buffer wagrovidedin the SPD in the area of the selec
G&T site.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement networkttvidetails on highway
access and Public Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required iesponse to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill. Additional buff
areas are included in the location. A number of best practice
criteria were used to reviewossible locations within SEMK. This
included, amongst others, the availability of a range of transpor
links. Further detail on the assessment criteria used has been
Lldzo t AAKSR 2y GKS O2dzy OAf Qa ¢
Keynes Strategic Urban Exggon.
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1281, 1260

1282

1282, 1259, 1381

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network

General Comment

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery

Respondent considers SEMK is representative of MK having lost its way
design terms and is placing desire for Government infrastructure fundingc
ahead of quality of life. Criticism of token sustainability in new
developments and adverse impact on traditional towns.

Quotes Policy SD11. A preferred strategic movement network isn't provi
Uncertainty persists over the EWR alignment. MKC failed to undertake €
Strategic Transport Review for the area so up to date data can't be use 1
inform transportdecisions They uderstand that Phase 1 modelling studie:
were undertaken to consider traffic flows, principally in Woburn Sands, &
that Phase 2 of the study will consider the impact of traffic on local roads
which should include those in and around The Brickhills, éatoybe
completed. The cumulative impact of EWR and surrounding developmer
on post Covid traffic must be assessed prior to any movement framewor
6SAy3a FAYLFIfA&aSRd [20Ff NBIFIRAX AY
Roundabout, V10 Brickhill Stred&rickhill Road, Station Road, Woburn
Sands Road and Bow Brickhill Road are vital for access to amenities,
including GP Surgeries, Dentists, Pharmacies, none of which are availat
The Brickhills. With the number of existing and proposed developments
GKS FNBI Ylye SEGNI @OSKAOf S&a oAt
roundabout junction with the A5, A4146 and Brickhill Street. The impact
the additional traffic must be mitigated.

Respondent provides background on the Berks & Bucks FA.

Berks & Bucks FA states where an identified need has been found for 7
size 3G pitches, 0 currently serve the Eastern area of MK. The lack of tri
facilities combined with the growth of football will limit offering new
opportunitiesfor residentsand affect quality oexistingsessions as clubs
are already introducing waiting lists which may deteagagemenbf young
people in sport. Berks & Bucks are keen to support clubs ideimifyrove
and develop local facilities. Respondents believe thepwientially a great
opportunity to not only improve the current facilities at Wavendon
Recreation Ground, but also develop and increase the facility footprint a
number of pitches enabling this to develop into a hub site for the whole
community and helpaduce costs for LPAs.

Noted. No changes required.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highwe
access and Public Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify ary mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application. Furthenodelling of the planned growth in
the area can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified t
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail statiorRlan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered througfransport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

Noted.

An area of 5.4ha will be provided for playing pitches within the
SEMK. MKC will work closely wiitternaland external partners
during planningapplicationprocess to ensure appropriate design
is selected.
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1282, 1259

1282, 1259

1283

5.2 Infastructure
Delivery

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

Para 2.3.10

The 3G pitch facility in Walton HigBrooklands has resisted any
community usage outside of school hours for 3+ years. This highlights tt
challenges to accessing educational facilities and the importance of
developing future commuty use agreement that are also enforceable. In
order to ensure that future educational facilities, such as Glebe Farm, ar
made available and that as much of the local community is aktenefit,
we [Berks and Bucks FA] would welcome the opportunityufzpsrt pre-
opening conversations between the educational establishment, linking tr
in with the suitable local groups and clubs. This not only enables a more
accurate CUA to be developed but also enables both the school and the
facility users to discussutual sport development outcomes.

Bedfordshire FA adds that with an increased population from developme
such as SEMK more access to facilities will be needed to provide comm
sport. 3G football pitches can be invaluable assets to the local contynuni
whilst also providing mueheeded primary income generation through
weekly hire fees. It would be a travesty if lessons are not learnt from
previous community use agreements aforementioned that have not beer
enforced and so a legal document linked itthagny planning condition and
S106 legal agreement is essential.

The proposed layout of SEMK will prevent improving facilities at Wavenc
Recreation Ground and its expansion (particularly the location of the G&
site), and even with the improvements to the site the Football Club are
highlighting that this will not suife their current needs or ambitions to
grow. Bedfordshire FA agrees and adds detail on funding and investme
Wavendon Recreation Ground and the need to future proof the site.

Any linking SEMK with other developments between Newport Road and
M1 would be detrimental to the wider Woburn Sands area.

MKC will work closely witimternaland external partners during
planningapplicationprocess to ensure appropriate design is
selected.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.

Noted. No changes required. Buffers and layout of developmel
will ensure that no coalescence occurs.
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1284, 1379, 1366
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1253

1253

4.3 Movement
Network

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

We are yet to see the impact on the roads of the new homes being
developed in Wavendon and the backup of i@this may cause from the
Kingston Roundabout up to and beyond Woburn Sands level crossing.

Comments made iregardsto zero carbon developments with literature
provided on that topic. Information on low traffic neighbourhoods,
sustainability

Respondent stated that information provided on Page 13 ignores all the
maps with a moved station and gives and impression of consideration of
matters already decided around closing Woburn Sands station and level
crossings.

H10 crossinglewportRoad is missing from all other maps than the one o
page 21, it needs to go across Newport Roapaasof future expansion
especialy Central Beds housing North of Aspley Guise.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access and Public Transport. Ttaded design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These meass could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application. Further modelling of the planned growth ir
the area can only be undertaken when EWR Co have ethtifeir
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

Noted. No changes required.

The SPD was updated to show fiessible zone within which the
station may be relocated (Fig 4.2)

The Wider concept plan of the SPD shows green arrow which
relates to future proofing on site H10 extension and potential
future extension of H10 corridor. The Plan was prepared to
spatiallyinterpret the vision and development principles. The
Movement Strategy Plan shows future proofewtsite extension
of H10 corridor only.
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1253

1253

1253

General comment

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network

Bike redways could be along the easement corridors needed from utiitie
gas, water and electricity. These would be direct and capable of being fe
and so likely to be used if surfaces are kept smoother than current redwi

surfaces.MK emits more CO2 theondon. Bike use is law spiteof

Redways. The design, prioritisation and functionality need radically

overhauling in SEMK and the rest of MK.

None of the scenarios has more than 4 crossings which is not numerous
cited in the document. Respondent suggests one more at least south of

Tilbrook fornon-vehiculartravel.

Page 49 mentions proposed bridleway (going in a loop to nowhere) and
existing bridleways are markedt does not say they are going to be
stopped. Thissi a risk of less through routes with functionality. This mean
active transported is not facilitated. Respondent sedksity over what is
2y LI 3IS ndY 4l AIKeEE AYyGaSNBSyGaz

is not in response 2 and 3. Also mentionedpage 54 point 4.3.9

Noted. No changes required. Additioteisureroutes provided.

Following theconsultationthe SPD had been revised and
provides primary and reserved movement network with details ¢
highway access and Public Transport. Primary access into SEN
will be provided by means of an extension to the H10 (Bletchan
way) and via relief road tby-passBow Brickhill village (access at
both ends ofthe relief road. Additional vehicular access into SEN
will be delivered at the eastern end of Bow Brickhill via a new
Woodleys Road which will pass over the railway and connect vi
new roundabout to the H10 extension&dditionalaccess will
enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just north of
the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited
number of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the res
SEMK will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public
transport. The SPD acknowledges that tagitionalaccess will
enter SEMK off the southern end of Newport Road just north of
the Woburn Sands level crossing (vehicular access to a limited
number of dwellings). Access across the green buffer to the res
SEM will be for cyclists, pedestrians and potentially public
transport.

The SPD notes that proposed on site network of redwlaisjre
routes and

bridleways should connect into this existing network. Following
comments received primary and reserved movement network
were chosen. See Fig 2.9 pathsfor Walkers, Cyclists and Horse
Riders.
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1253

1253

1253

4.3 Movement
Network

Para4.3.18

Para 4.3.19

General Comment

Para 4.3.28

6. Next Steps

4.5.2 Character and
Density

Drawings on page 53, 54, E®ksnice but functionality of Active transport
(non-vehicularuse) is not emphasised enough. Dutch road design for biki
usage does suggest 4 m bike track widths and separation of bike and
pedestrians to allow efficient bike travel. All but grid roads need the prior
for bike and walking with regard raised paveneat junctions to facilitate
the walking and biking and forcing a reduction on motor vehicle speed. £
tighter radius of junctionsff grid roads will also lead to slow motor vehicle
speed entering other roads and estates improving safety as well as nois
and pollution. Dutch experience shows that concerted infrastructure for
bike first travel needs to be in place before active tgaors will occur for
commute, school, socialising and shopping.

Concerns raised over genefedctality of getting bikes out of house/bike
stand and getting to shops etc.

Redways do not provide segregated network of cycle paths since they a
shared with pedestrians.

respondent disagrees with the statement that redways along grid roads
provide the quickest routes. Routesrass the diagonals of gridjuareswill
shortenthe journey.

Concerns raised over the state of existing redways, need for wider, bette
surfaced routes, signage and need of repair.

Paragraph wording suggests ttatenaridl is decided.

respondent stated that features that are needed &s para 4.4.5 should be
in 100% of homes with Passivhaus standdndsughout, roof orientation,
harvesting water andolar water heating. Need for CHP etc.

respondent stated that more dwellings need on plot garaging and parkin
and not rely on orroad parking andnfront of townhouse parking. Size of
flats shouldbe bigger than those build at present.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reservee movement network with details on highway
access and Public Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation reasures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planningapplication

Noted. Text amended.

Noted. No changes required. Additiohailsureroutes provided.

Noted.

The SPD waamended,and it includes primary and reserve
movement option.

Matters to beconsideredat planning application stage.

Matters to beconsideredat planning application stage.
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577

578

1253

1253

4.3 Movement
Network/V11

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

V11 across the railway is marked as possib&é@nariol on page 63. It
needs to be in place from thetart and hopefully with MRT. Thead could
be 20mph.

Comment made imelationto connecting H10 Eastwards to A421 as part ¢
infrastructure before expansionRespondent noted that there is outline
planning application that seeks to access the North of railway part of the
development from Newport Roaglthis has not been part of SEMK plan in
this document and joined up approach is needed. Their plan dogsave
rail crossing road in place. It just says safeguarded area. A developer is
planning to access their development area south of the rail by vehicle ac
to Bow Brickhill which is not on their plan. Question raised over what is
meantby some 6rm of highway intervention. Concerns raised over EWR'
impact on allotments on Edgewick farm

The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detaéd design and layout of the development
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The SPD was updated to add clarity around phasing and delive
infrastructure. The developer will produce a Transport Assessir
which will identify any mitigéon measures required in response
to the traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application. An overarchingcion 106 agreement,
known as the Tariff Framework Agreement, will be established.
The planning obligations regime for

Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
this development, this will be a number of individual S106
Agreemententered into in compliance with an overarching MK
Tariff Framework Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
development. S.105 agreements are associated with the grant
of planning pernssion.
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579 1285 General Comment  Note B accompanying item 1.3.8 states that a development framework v No changes required.
be made in conjunction with, and with the support of and in partnership
with, the landowners, adjoining LPAs, other stakeholders etc. This is
therefore a very powerful lobby with a huge financial interest. Consultatic
with the local community primarily of normal working or retired people wi
have little knowledge or experience of planning matters, supported only
their local councillors andaving no financial backing. These are the peop
who will be most badly affected and it's unjust if their wishes are ignored
favour of those who wish to gain the maximum profit from the plans. The
uncertainty about the design and funding of the veryngfigant engineering
works that will be needed for the EWR makes it difficult to give an object
opinion.

Having attended 3 virtual meetings to discuss the SPD the presentations
given by officers sounded very much like a declaration of intent rather th
a proper consultation.

580 1285, 1294, 1303, 1368, 1298 4.2 Landscape and  Green buffer areas in some locations between new and existing The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
Open Space developments is welcomediowever the respondent is concerned with with additionalgreen access links add to provide everbetter
plans to place sprts pitches within the green buffers, vastly reducing theii connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.
size. Is it legitimate to class sports fields as green areas? There is not m
FE2NF 2N Fldzyl 2NJ YIye 06ANRaQ yS$
both new and existing residents. Reimiag green buffers will be very
narrow and inevitably hedges and fences will be destroyed, undergrowtt
trodden and unofficial tracks formed, thereby making the areas unsuitab
for wildlife or the keeping of domestic animals and subject to vandalism
littering. From an ecological standpoint this development will be nothing
short of state sponsored destruction, so anything to mitigate this will be

welcome.
581 1256 5.2 Infrastructure Respondent highlights the need fimfrastructureto support SEMK and the Noted.
delivery developments that sit on thboundaryi.e., Marston Vale at M1 J13, North

of Aspley Guise village (area of futgewthsin CBC's preubmission plan)

582 1256 General comment  The process greparationof the SPD was open and honest where Noted
numerous consultation meetings took plave chaired by Clir Marland, whe
parties have been given plenty of time to air their views.
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583 1256 4.3 Movement
network/H10

584 1256 4.3 Movement
network

585 1256 General comment

586 1285 4.4 Land Use

H10 corridor towards the land north of Aspl&uise should be

protected. By not doing séendownerscan submit planning applications
and gain permission for housing that will vastly increase the cost of
purchasing the land at a later date. The SEMK and hence SPD boundar
not extend to NewporRoad at the point where an arrow points to a future
reserve corridor. Whilst the land beyond SEMK (between the red line an
Newport Road) is not within scope of the SPD, urgent action is required
preserve the corridor, by MKC purchasing the necessa. |

¢KS {t5 AyOfdzRSa | yS¢g y2NIKka?zd
which includes crossings at grade. Respondent is concerned that the lin|
road has some characteristics of Fen Street and Countess Way roads in
Broughton which thepelieveare not saisfactory. Concerns raised over the
amount of traffic on the road and the need for it to being a grid road
standard.

The development of the site should consider views ofstaédeholderdrom
adjoining areas and employment area of South Caldecotte.

The respondent is concerned about the increase ofa@did bikers using
Aspley Heath and Bow Brickhill Woods. Tracks have been designated fc
bikers, but many form new tracks, cutting across public footpaths at high
speeds. Families with young children, hikers and horse riders no longer
the woods as they feel unsafe or cannot find parking. There activities ca
huge environmental damage and leave litter. There are no public toilets
available so there are pollutivand environmental health concerns. Parke«
cars make Church Rd in Bow Brickhdlingletrackroad, so vehicles
regularly have to reverse up or down to allow others to pass. There are 1
footpaths,so the carriageway is shared by pedestrians, horsesidad
cyclists. Bikers ride down the hill at high speed and it's highly dangerous
cannot be denied that a further 3000 homes built within 1 mile will only
make matters worse. How will you mitigate this?

The Wider concept plan of the SPD shows green arrow which
relates to future proofing on site H10 extension and potential
future extension of H10 corridor. The Plan was prepared to
spatiallyinterpret the vision and development principles. The
Movement Strategy Plan shows future proofed-site extension
of H10 corridor only.

Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:
access an®ublic Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generatedby the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planningapplication

We received responses from variostsakeholdersvho took part in
variousstakeholderengagement throughout thereparationof
the SPD.

The SPD provides primary and reserved movementaor with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
interventions will be reviewed at the planning applicatioags.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals which would come through the submission of a
planning application.
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587 1287 4.3 Movement Supports that grid roads should not go beyond the new development. Following theconsultation,the SPD had been revised and provid
Network primary and reserved movement network with details on highw:

access and Public Transport. The detailed design of highways
interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce Bransport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through thebsnission of a
planningapplication

588 1294 4.3 Movement Bow Brickhill Parish Council would like to make thesggestiongor S106 An overarching Section 106 agreement, known as the Tariff
Network funding in due course: 1) Funding to ensure that highway measures to ~ Framework Agreement, Wbe established. The planning
restrict traffic through the village are effective and fit for purpoge. obligations regime for

suitable scheme may include but is not limited to: Enhanced village gate Milton Keynes will continue as it currently stands. In the case of
features toprovideentrance narrowing and &isualhigh light at entrance this development, this will be a number of individual S106
points. Road narrowing along Station Road incorporating a cycleway Agreements entered into in compliance with an overarching MK
scheme to enhance cycling safety and links between the village and the Tariff Framewdk Agreement whereby a contribution is made to
urban area of MKVebhicle weight restrictionsSpeed and ANPR infrastructure costs through Tariff payments for each unit of
cameas. Noise attenuation measures along the new road to protect development. S.105 agreements are associated with the grant
existing properties2) Funding to enhance recreational facilities on Bow of planning permission. Miltoeyne<Council currently does not
Brickhill recreation groundA suitable scheme may include bit is not limite implementCIL regne.

to: The development of an Aleather ptch and grass football pitch

drainage improvements such that the site carpportmore teams,and this

reduce the need to provide pitches in the area identified as a green

buffer. Enhancement of the existing Bow Brickpdlilionand changing

facilityto support additional sports provision in the areaevelopmenbf

alternative sportdacilitiesincluding cricket, tennis etd?lay provision

improvementsincludinga MUGA.

589 1303, 1351 4.3 Movement The building of a bypass for Bow Brickhill is welcomed but should be bui The SPD had been updateddmnsidemphasing of strategic
Network before any other construction takes placBotential highway intervention infrastructure.
to limit wider through movements is also welcomed. Some nated it
should be B road.

590 1305, 1369 4.2 Landscape and Respondent requests that the trail that runs from Walton Road to Wobur It is consideed that best location for the pitches is in the green
Open Space Sands Road is maintained and left as peaceful as it is Rtay.areas and buffer on theeasternedge of SEMK to protect the identity of
sports pitches should not be located near to high pollution areas as they Woburn Sands could take the form of a park, including playing
in Glebe Farm. pitches to benefit both the new and existing communities. Fig 4

Concept Rin also show indicative location of formal playing
pitches (if the need arises) close to thidageof Bow Brickhill.
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591

592

593

594

595

596

597

598

1311

1314

1315, 1436, 1261, 1397

1317

1318

1325

222

1330

General Comment

General Comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers Site

4.5.2 Character and
Density

General Comment

General comment

General Comment

Questions How big is Mk going to get?/hen does all this building work ~ The SPD cannaddressanswer to this question. It is @ddress
end? the growth in accordance with Policy S11

Respondent feels that the SPD fails to provide the full infrastructure The SPRddresseshe requirementshighlighted in Policy SD11
required and that present and future residents will have to tolerate the  and other policies in Plan:MK thegquire strategicinfrastructure
penalties of under provision in the long terrRespondent feels that Counc to be provided.

has a track record of failing taqgvide in the past.

Respondent suggests that speed limits through the new development The SPD contains a table with desigquirementswhich includes
should be 30mph and 20mph in several pa$peeds of 4B80mph should  design speeds. The SPD caratdressspeedsutside of the

be discouraged as it will increasafetyconcerns and pollution. Some allocation boundary. See Table 4.2 Stridétrarchy of Strategic
respondentssuggestedhat these slower limitstsould also be extended to  Movement Network

established roads such as Lower End Road and Cranfield Road.

Why 7 pitches are required, respondent also feels that MKC are more ~ The SEMK site needs to provide for 7 pitches as required by Pc

concerned with making provision for travellers than providing the SD11 of Plan:MK. The S&fdiressesll other criteriaincluding
infrastructure required for &igh-densitydevelopment. delivery of strategidnfrastructure
Respondent object to anyigh-riseflats in the development. The SPD

Respondent states that these plans miss dpportunity to address a link Noted. No changes required.
with the future university and a link to EWRonsideration for an incubator

and set up hub beside the railway with additionalstationbetween

Woburn Sands and Bow Brickhill abpkovide a transport system on the

southern flank which could create a focal point for the SE corner of Wi&.

would also fit with the OxCamb arc of science and tecBonsideration of

an education spur for development of PhD ideas with a networkciinkd

create jobs an@pportunitiesfor young people and a community that

business would be keen to serve.

Respondent agrees with WSTC position on SPD and is concerned abou Noted.
of detail on howinfrastructure before Expansion would be delivered.

Respondent states that the Council should not allow developers to erode Noted. Nochangesequired.
the extensivelydrawn up policies in Plan:MK and Neighbourhood
Plans.Policies are there for a rean and developers should follow them.
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599

600

601

1288

1296

1296

4.3 Movement
Network

General Comment

4.6 Sustainability

All estate access must be onto the existing grid road system and the E\ The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢

link doesn't function on this present line, it needs to be moved. This
transport scheme and unworkable rail route needs a thorough rethink.

Respondent opposes SEMK SPD and believes that its another instance
southS | & (i gdoriddnitation of development, an area that has already
undergone significant development. MKC has declined to develop in the
north of the borough, particularly nordast of the M1 (claims tendered tha
there'd be limited transport routes across the M1). Now with SEMK, clair
of transport limitations are quite clearly no longer viable. In the Draft 20:
Plan:MK Policy DS2 proposed 1,000 new homes in the SEMK area. The
Plan:MK 2019 and the SEMK SDP propose 3,000 new homes in the sar
area. MKC are desperately looking for areas to enable them to meet hot
targets and yet, while there is a substantial area to the north of the borot
suitable for development the preoapation with development in the
southeast prevails.

The Sustainability Appraisal applies only to the defined SEMK area. It dc
account for effects that the development will have on areatside MK in
adjoing local authorities, despite it being situated on the edge of MK
borough.

strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning application. The SPD provides de:
guidance on how the development should be orientated.

Noted. No changes required.

Noted. No changes required.
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602

603

604

234238, 1343, 1357, 1366

1296

1341

4.3 Movement
Network

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

General Comment

The following measures should be applied in order to reduce the negativ
impact on the villageThe H10 extension should be no more than a single
carriageway feeder road with a maximum speed of 40mgRoad lighting
should be carefully designed to redulaght pollution, for residents and
wildlife.  Substantial green buffers with area of dense tress should be
provided to protect the village, including Phoebe Lane and Wavendon Fi
apartments. It is also suggested this is contiguous with buffeohthe H10
through the Church Farm DevelopmentGreat care must be taken for the
landscaping of the grade crossing of Phoebe Lane to respect and retain
essential rural character of the lane and that part of the villagee H10
must not be extendedver Newport Road anprejudicethe potential for

the land to be used for recreational purpose or create daitto MK South
bypass to the M1.

The land covered by SEMK is high quality agricultural land which will be
There are agreeable views that will be lost, especrallyh-eastwardsfrom
Bow Brickhill and northwards from the Greensand Ridge. The relentless
development of MK has diminist this. Respondent lists related key point
from MKC Landscape Character Assessment 2016.

More play areas should be provided within the allocation.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
strategic movement with the reserve option in pgndix C of the
SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions and
landscaping will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in responsehte t
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

In accordance with Plan:MK and mitigation hierarchy, biodivers
losses resulting from a development should be avoided,
adequately mitigated or, as a last resomnepensated for (on site
and off site as an alternative where @ite is Council's preferred
option). There are a number of policies within the Plan:MK that
principlesfor a new development and consider nature
conservation are Policies NE1, NE2, NE3, NE5 and NE6. Futur
developments proposals will have to have regard to those polic
Future applicants should refer to Biodiversity:SPD for further
guidance.

Additional open space area with local play area was included in
the SPD.
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605

606

234-238, 1343, 1357, 1260, 1366

1320

4.3 Movement
Network

Measures to be implemented to redug@pactson Wavendon residents is The detailed design of highways interventions will be reviewed
to completethe outstanding 2nd phase of the Local Transport Strategy tc the planning application stage. The developer will produce a
assess the impact of the SEMK proposals on Newport Road, Walton Ro Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigation measut

Lower End Road and Cranfield Roadplement the Low Traffic
Neighbourhoodilot scheme on Walton Road to calm and redug&sgng
traffic and the expected traffic from the new development priorstheme
implementation. Introducedenforcedspeed limits of 30mph on Newport
Road, Lower End Road and Cranfield Ré4aintain the railway crossing
and access to the vitaimenities of Woburn Sands. implement agreed
closure of Cross End.

4.6.8Surface Water, Flooding of the culvetehindTop Meadow, Cladecotte is a real problem

Drainage and
Flooding

and has got worse over the yeari.is now at the point of intruding into
LIS 2 Larfie@siThis needs to be investigated and the water course
changes taavoidfurther harmbefore more houses are built exasperating
the issue

required in response to the traffic generated by the site. These
measures could vary depending on the detailed design and layt
of the development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application. Table 4.2 in the SPD
contains den requirements for strategic highway network
including the speed. The transport strategy reflected in the
development framework for SEMK is informed by various
A0Syl N 2&a Y2RSttSR Ay G(GKS 02
is an evidence base apgoate for the allocation of the site in
Plan:MK. The SEMK Supplementary Planning Document has b
prepared in accordance with the relevant statutory requirement:
and is based on an appropriate transport strategy. This include:
evidence that informed thallocation of the site in Plan:MK and,
Fa L 2dzitAySR 4G GKS &adl NIz
own transport assessment. Further modelling of the planned
growth in the area can only be undertaken when EWR Co have
clarified their preferred levetrossing closure options. This would
also need to reflect changes in travel demand associated with t
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Raibject in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration otheefevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016), any recent
flooding events and all applicable local guidance documents.
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607

608

609

610

1286

1286

1296

1299

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Floodng

4.6.8 Surface Water
Drainage and
Flooding

4.5.2 Character and
Density

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

North of Bow Brickhill there is a complex of hydrology laced historical
underground streamsThe new development will interact with this
hydrology Has this been explored wherssessinghe site? What is the lanc
drainage plan to deal with this locigature?

Caldecotte Brook isompletelyinadequate to cope with hydrologicamhpact
of new estate, another means to link a new development with the balanc
system need to be foundConsidering thislevelopment,a pessimistic
estimate needs to be made on flooding, this should take into account
planning creep to make sure thataippropriatepresidentsare not applied

to this development. There needs to be from the start at robust defence
place against planning creep specifically resisting the appeals to plannin
precidents made under less extreme climatic conditions.

Wildlife habitat and views will be lost, pressure on the green spaces on t
Greensand Ridge will result from the widespread use by many of the
residents of the 3,000 new homes who will be cramrired their new
surroundings with little household spacedirased density at expense of
garden space), noise from the larger roads and inevitably increased traff
volumes will increase.

Best practice is to allocate G&T sites early in any development so that
potential house buyers are fully aware of their future environs to facilitate
social cohesion. It seems somewhat double standards to then propose ¢
G&T site next to egting housing (Wavendon Fields) where current
residents are not able to make informed choices. Notes that the G&T op
west of Woburn Sands was removed from the list of options owing to it
being too closely located to proposed leisure facilities. The@sed site
next to Wavendon playing fields seems to me to be of a similar nature ai
should therefore be removed as an option.

The SPD was updated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FHRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Rigkalglement Strategy
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016), any recent
flooding events and all applicable local guidance documents.

The SPD vgaupdated to underline the requirement for new
proposal to consider policies FRR3. Furthermore, all new
development proposals

must take into consideration other relevant information such as
the Milton Keynes SFRA, Local Flood Risk Management Strate
(2016), Surface Water Management Plan (2016), any recent
flooding events and all applicable local guidance documents.

Noted. No changes required. Matters to be considered at plann
application stage.

The SPD phasing chapter was updated to reflect the need of e¢
delivery of the G&T site.
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611 1299, 1358 4.3 Movement It is important that the Community Centre and St. Mary's Church are still The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
Network easily accessible to those from Wavendon Gate. There are numerous el strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
congregation members at the church that do not feel confident enough tt SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
drive on grid roads, so kegq car access to the Village from Wavendon reviewed at the planimg application stage. The developer will
Gate is critical for safaccess bufinding a traffic solution that prevents rat  produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
running is essential. One respondent said the needs of elderly people measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
wanting to remain active but who have safety concerns witbesl & These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
volume of traffic need to be considered. layout of the deelopment proposals, which would come through
the submission of a planning application. The SPD provides de:
guidance on how the development should be orientated.

612 1308 General Comment  Broughton and MK Parish Council welcome this consultation and Noted.
acknowledge the status of this site wittftlan:MK They acknowledge the
significant constraints on the site, with the railway forming (in part) a "ha
boundary" to the site and (in part) a nomjobstacle to any conventional
"placemaking" solution for this site as a whole; and with established
settlement and/or attractive leisure woodlands forming much of the
remaining site boundary.

613 1259 4.3 Movement The proposed road route to bypass Bow Brickhill must be aligned in clos The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
Network proximity to the railway line and not shown as bisecting the space betwe strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of th
the railway and Bow BrickhillThis would additionallgeparatethe SPD.

proposedsoutherngreen landscape buffeand the proposed playing fields
from the roadside, making them safer for families.

614 1259 4.4 Land Use Respondent reemmends that the souttwest corner of SD11 consider the Housingmix will be reviewed at planning application stage.
inclusion of a residential care facility for the aged and-fraik, as wellas  Allotment site is to be provided withirhe site.
allotmentspace.

615 1430 4.3 Movement aY/ 1 A3dKglea y2G0SR { OSylI NA2 o &G TheSPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
Network towards Bow Brickhill Rd, exacerbating traffic through Woburn Sands (T strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
[S8a 39 1 I NRgAO]l wRO®E ¢ KA Scemalodzt R SPD.

Table 4.2 The width of a principal residential street to accommodate bus
should be a minimum of 6.2m. Figure 4-AS above to accommodate buse
width should be 6.2m.There needs to be a verge of at least 1m between
car parking spaces amddway.

616 1259 General Comment  The respondent provides background on Bedfordshire Football Associat Noted.
which includes Woburn and Wavendon FC.
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617 1259 5.2 Infrastructure 3000 dwellings would equate to 4.26ha in meeting the requirement of An area of 5.4ha wibe provided for playing pitches within the
Delivery delivering playing pitches arahcillary facilities including car park and SEMK.
changing. Therefore, it's important to highlight not only the discrepancy
between page 44 playing fields space standard in MK's Policy L4 and pe
4.2.28 [of SPD] but the need for clarity in relation to wisabi be delivered
and if this includes playing pitches alone or ancillary facilities so as not t
under-supply for the development.

Page 44 playing fields space standard in MK Policy L4 states 0.52ha / 1
population is required, which only gives 1.56kguirement for 3000
houses. Whereas page 46 4.2.28 states 3.8ha is required. Either way, b
figures are significantly lower than what is typically expected for provisio
a population of this nature (4.26 Hectares) and it could drastically worse!
already difficult situation. Ultimately the concern is in relation to expectin
an increase in population growth but not providing adequate provision in
area that is already undesupplied with enough facilities at the current

time.
618 1259 4.4 Land Use Bedfordshire FA provides info on the clubs operation across catchment Noted. Detail design of pitches will be reviewed at planning
areas. application stage.

Despite extensive work by the club and support from CBC over several
years, it has not beepossible to secure a site for a 3G in this area for
Woburn and Wavendon. A shortfall for 3G pitches already exists in Cent
Beds across the areas that Woburn and Wavendon are active which the
Playing Pitch Strategy 2014 identified and was recenthficned by a Local
Football Facility Plan (2019). A network of new 3Gs have been strategici
provided, however these have not been in the general Woburn area that
Ftaz2 | LINA2NRGe & GKS@ R2yUi Od
needs. New 3@itches would be located near catchments consisting of
surrounding villages in North Central Bedfordshire such as Salford, Hulc
Lidlington, Ridgmont and Brogborough.
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619 1259 4.4 Land Use Existing provision of playing pitch facilities is already stretched and one « The site is to provide a site for playing pitches in accordance wi
those current sites at Bow Brickhill has drainage issues that will require the requirementsin Plan:MKAdditionallythe SPD shows areas
further investment to make good. Nonetheless there is a potential to inve where future playing pitches could be placed subject to demanc
in a 3Gpitch on this site with housing development contributions (which tl
respondentwould expect to see) and grant funding. This is designed sole
in mind for the local organisations to be part of a steering group to enabl
access to the facilities on weekdayenings and weekends whilst allowing
continual expansion to cater for the additional growth that is anticipated
directly as a result of any new housing development.

The new facilities proposed at Wavendon SLA Playing Field site are nov
looking at a redction that results in the deficit of one full sized pitch in
comparison to the original plans. This reduction in valuable pitch space 1
looks as though a shortage of pitches will continue to exist. Added to this
pressure is the fact that Central Beds/haeferenced that a suitable site is
required to develop more grass pitches and the justification of 3G provis
in the area. The most alarming barrier the County FA fears most for the |
is to be faced with a lack of community use/ access once thigitscare
built in addition to undesprovision or poomuality constructed grass pitche
that are left out of action before they are even played on.

620 1306 5.2 Infrastructure The proposed Soutkast MK expansion will have a significant impact on  Policy SD11 requirements for school are considered in the SPC
Delivery health and care services. The expected level of grasvéixpected to place  The local centre to the south of the site will include 0.6ha
strain on existing healthcare services and it will be necessary to provide community reserve site that could be used for a sateliealth
additionalpremises capacity to mitigate. Options still under consideration facility.
include:
wIEGSyaArzy (G2 Ly SEAaGAY3I KSI ek
to support the development of an integrated health and care hub
wwSt20FGAZ2Y 2F |y SEA&GAY3I LINAYL
premises, e.g. Asplands Medical Centre
w5S5@St 2SSy 2F I ySg KSItGIKOIFNB
addtion to existing facilities
w/ 2YOAYlFGA2Y 2F YdAf GALX S 2F GKS
BLMK Clinical Commissioning Gralgscribesvho they are, what they want
to do in terms of supporting thimtegrationof health services and how they
will get there. They also pwide great detail on how contributions on
developers are sought/calculated.
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621

622

1307

1307

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Berks, Bucks & Oxon Wildlife welcome a section on green & blue
infrastructure butfind the textweekambiguous. Policies NE4 and NE3 ste
developments should provide a net gairbiodiversity measured by a
biodiversity metric. The SPDs Biodiversity section uses the phrase
WSy O02dz2NF 3S 0A2RAQGSNEAGE 3ILAYaAQ 6
NE3/4. The site sits in the Milton Keynes City Local BOA and incorporat:
MK Wildlife Caiidor. There's lots of opportunity to enhance biodiversity in
line with the aspirations of the BOA and create measurable biodiversity 1
gain given the site's size. They suggest rewording the SPD to say:

G. AZRAQGSNEAGE D bSg I yRwilGdidehay SRY
measurable biodiversity net gain within the site. Existing high value habi
will be protected and enhanced as assets of the Gl network. Features to
support wildlife species will be incorporated throughout the site and spac
for wildlife will be incorporated into the linear parks".

Berks, Bucks & Oxon Wildlife note section 4.2.12 states that there is
potential to create wildlife corridors within the linear park extensions.
However, in para 4.2.16 onwards both Caldecotte Brook and Brown Wo
Linear Park are described as narrow, femtgreisure footpaths, play areas
FYyR 0SAy3 F2NXNIFE Ay Yyl GdNNB ¢KAOK
biodiversity enhancements.

The proposed Gl needs to identify where the enhancements for biodiver
are best placedthey provide recommendations. Thievelopment
framework makes no plans for where new biodiversity enhancements wi
go within the site or where accessible natural green space will be, other
than the links to the offsite woodland. It appears that the offsite Wavend:
and Browns wood is bejnexpected to accommodate the increase in
recreational use created by this development. There is no mention of
whether the owners of the wood had been consulted or what mitigation
would be needed to ensure that this increase in recreational pressure
directSR (2 (GKS g22RflyR 62y Qi RIYI:
should contribute towards the management of the wood to help mitigate
the increase in recreational pressure. The development framework shou
be amended to specify exactly how much of each typkabitat should be
provided within each green space area. For example, along the watercol
it could specify that the brook is buffered by a minimum of 10m of semi
natural habitat, not designed for public accesg(,rough grass and scrub)
then the palestrian and cycle paths, with play areas further away.

SPD Para 3.3.10 last bullet point was amended to state:
Biodiversity. New antktained: Greeinfrastructure within the site
should be provided with the consideration of Policies-NEG. In
accordance with Bh:MK and mitigation hierarchy, biodiversity
losses resulting from a development should be avoided, adequi
mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated for (on site and off s
as an alternative where esite is Council's preferred option).
Future apgkants should referto A 2 R A & Naihgrii @ Q &
guidance.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas had been increased
with additional green access links added to provide dwetter
connectivity. Proposed linear network had been amended.
Individualplannirg applications willleterminethe detail of the
proposals. MKC had recently adoptedh 2 R A GSWhEEH (0 & ¢
developers should refer to for further guidance.
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623

(Hutton) 624

1307

1202, 1203, 1204, 1206, 1207, 1209,
1210, 1211, 1212, 1213, 1214, 1215,
1216, 1217, 1218, 1219, 1220, 1221,
1222, 1223, 1224, 1225, 1226, 1227,
1228, 1229, 1345, 1346, 1347, 1348,
1349, 1352, 1353, 1354, 1358, 1359,
1391, 1367, 1361, 1362, 1363, 1421,
1422, 1423, 1424, 1425, 1426, 1427,
1428, 1431, 1432,

6. Next Steps

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

Due to a lack of detail it's hard to identify if each development parasl h
incorporated enough biodiversity features to result in an overall measure
net gain for the SUE and if enough contributions will be given for each
development parcel towards green infrastructure and biodiversity provisi
BBOW support the MK Parkai$t being offered the management of the
green space and feed into the overall design of the GI. However, they wi
have hoped that more of this design would have been completed to infor
the development framework, rather than be left to negotiation attet
date.

Concerngegardingimpact of SEMK & EWR on existing traffic safety &
congestion issues in Wavendon/Woburn Sands area, impact of Woburn
Sands railway crossing closure on traffic asgociated separation of
communities, links to facilities, shops, schaetis Potential increased air
and noise pollution from development, EWR and H10, particularly for
Wavendon Fields & Phoebe Lane residents. Creation/exacerbation of
drainage problemsyorse conditions for pedestrians and cyclists (incl.
school children) due to traffic, impact on character. Concern that H10
extension to Newport Road could become de facto MK southern bypass
SPD should: complete outstanding 2nd phase of Local Trerfjpategy
and take appropriate steps to mitigate increased traffic and accounting fi
EWR impacts; include introducing LTN/traffic calming scheme on Waltor
Road/in area; enforce 30mph speed limit on Newport, Lower End and
Cranfield Roads but ideally thihould be 20mph; implement agreed closut
of Cross End; maintain Woburn Sands crossing and the option to divert -
new crossing; improve active travel links between existing and new
communities. One respondent raised concerns about structural impact o
more road traffic on property. One respondent proposed making Walton
Road a nghrough road to prevent ratunning, as well as making the bus
route a diala-ride service.

Matters to be considered

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed byaxious scenarios modelled in the
O2dzy OAt Q& &GNFGSAAO (NI Yy&aLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The detaile
design of highways interventions will be reviewed at the plannir
application stage. The delaper will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design and layout of the
development proposals, which woutme through the
submission of a planning application.
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625 1202, 1203, 1204, 1206, 1207, 1210 4.4.6 Gypsy and Wavendon Site not appropriate due to: sloping topography, remoteness The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt

1211, 1212, 1213, 1214, 1215, 1216, Travellers site Wavendon from facilities and services, difficult to see how it wbeldnade south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.
1217, 1218, 1219, 1220, 1221, 1223, accessible and avoid traffic impact on other residents, potential impact o
1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1229, noise from G&T site on nearby residents, relative remoteness from
1345, 1346, 1347, 1348, 1353, 1354, business/employment/retail/services centres, G&T may prefer a rural/sel
1358,1359, 1361, 1362, 1363, 1421, rural location which Wavendon witot be when SEMK is built out, drainag
1422, 1423, 1424, 1425, 1426, 1427, issues in winter months, potential privacy issues, technical challenges
1428, 1431, 1432 relating to HP gas pipeline, impact on landscape character/potential to

install sufficient buffer/local views to Greensand Ridge/high promieesf
site topography, proposed pony paddock would not meet British Horse
Society size guidelines. Are there other more appropriate sites? Potentie
next to A421 east of Cranfield Road or near Dobbies Garden Centre,
Bletchley. What are the views of thechl G&T community? Some
respondents speculated that crime may increase in the area as a result «
new G&T sites. One respondent asked what evidence there is to suppor
2017 SHMA finding that 7 pitches are required? One respondent asked
will existng residents be offered the choice of whether to live near a G&1
site, like prospective SEMK residents?

626 1202, 1203, 1204, 1206, 120210, 5 Delivery Concerns about how realistiicis to expect developers to pay for large No changes required.
1211, 1212, 1213, 1214, 1215, 12186, upfront costs of developing Wavendon G&T site prior to completing phas
1217, 1218, 1219, 1220, 1221, 1223, of residential development.

1225, 1226, 1228, 1229, 1345, 1346,

1347, 1348, 1353, 1354, 1361, 1362,

1363, 1421, 1422, 1423, 1424, 1425,
1426, 1427, 1428, 1431, 1432

627 1202, 1203, 1204, 1206, 1207, 1210, 4.4.6 Gypsy and Bow Brickhill site is morguitable than Wavendonbetter connectivity, The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
1211, 1212, 1213, 1214, 1215, 1216, Travellers site close to employment sites, edge of housing area, flat terrain & relatively south west corner of the site near Bow Brickhill.
1217,1218, 1219, 1220, 1221, 1223, easy screening.

1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1229,

1345, 1346, 1347, 1348, 1352, 1353,

1354, 1358, 1359, 1361, 1362, 1363,

1421, 1422, 1423, 1424, 1425, 1426,
1427, 1428, 1431, 1432

204



628

629

630

1202, 1203, 1204, 1206, 1207, 1210
1211, 1212, 1213, 1214, 1215, 1216,
1217, 1218, 1219, 1220, 1221, 1223,
1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1229,
1345, 1346, 1347, 1348, 1352, 1353,
1354, 1355, 1358, 1359, 1361, 1362,
1363, 1421, 1422, 1423, 1424425,
1426, 1427, 1428, 1431, 1432

1202, 1203, 1204, 1207, 1206, 1210

1211, 1214, 1215, 1216, 1217, 1218

1219, 1220, 1221, 1223, 1224, 1225

1226, 1228, 1229, 1345, 1346, 1347

1348, 1353, 1354, 1355, 1362, 1363

1421, 1422, 1423, 1424, 1425, 1426
1427, 1428, 1432

1202, 1203, 12111322, 1370

General comment

4.3 Movement
network

4.3 Movement
Network

SEMK represents a major change to way of life in Wavenhiss of open
spaces and rural character central to identity/character/heritage of the
area, as well as local ecosystems. The green buffers pedpesuld be
insufficient as a means of protecting this way of life. The buffers need to
larger, do more to block noise, buffer the H10 extension, protect all sides
the village and houses/habitats at Wavendon Fields (new tree line requit
provide rew country walks and wildlife habitats. Instead of a traditional
buffer, a linear park is more appropriate which would give open views fol
existing and new residents, dense tree planting/woodland and meadows
new hedgerows, link to Wavendon House parkl&Eheobe lane
bridleway. New housing close to Wavendon should be low density. Exist
site does not have 'limited ecological valué'has diverse habitats. Views
to Greensands Ridge from Wavendon as existing need protecting. One
respondent uses the fids to the south oiWavendorfor dog walkingand
does not want to see that amenity lost.

Contradiction between major grid road proposals and meeting the challe
of climate change. SPD should avoid proposals that would change char:
of oldlanes,e.g.,what has happened with Stockwell Lane.

From EWR's published consultation document it is clear there has been
communication betweerthemselvesand MKC. EWR's options for the V10
Bow Brickhill crossing use land from Red Bull (built), Caldecotte C
(Developmenframework), South Caldecotte (Planning Permission), and
SEMK (allocated). When questioned (7/4/21), EWR had little knowledge
the strategic nature of V10 or the scale of SEMK. When will detailed
planning work be done with EWR that reflects the need$isf area?

Some said botlproposalsdevastateWoburn Sands and they are being
consulted without there being a joint proposal between EWR and SEMK

The buffers and open spacetworkwas revised. Additional
leisureroutes provided.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix ¢hef
SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by itee s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning application. EIA process will appl
those future applications.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios medeh the
O2dzy OAf Q& &A0GNIGS3IAO (NI yaLRN
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas:
on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
GKS adFr NIz gAtt 0SS &dzlJ SYSy
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth mdhea
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
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631

632

633

634

1322

1322

1328

1328

Para 2.12

General Comment

General Comment

4.5.2 Character and
Density

First bullet point ignores Walton Parish area which is on the northern edt
of the site and will be connected via railway crossings. The density of thi
area must be respected asistalso at levels determined suitable for the
previous

edge of MK. Add Walton to this bullet point and reference density
requirements.

What means will be used to protect the adjacent areas against noise, du
pollution, etc during theonstructionprocess? There is a risk that 100% of
construction traffic uses H10 for Church Farm, O&H Properties and L&G
develppments. What is happening with Church Farm?

It should be noted that whilst SEMK is monhnected to Woughton Parish
area, the principles of development and the impact of this expansion will
likely be felt across the city, and certainly across the southern half of MK
is with these two specific elements in mind that this feedback and
contribution to this consultation is offered. WCC provides summary of
points covered.

WCC would request that the previously stated rates (i.e. 30 dph) are
included in any future agreement as they appear to have disappeared.
Density levels have a direct impact on the quality of life, access to green
open spaces, etc. and recent events haveven the value of this. Whilst
they understand that cost plays a part, this should not prevent high quali
spacious development.

EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development franework do not require this as part of its evidenc
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will acopany their Development Consent
Order application.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.

SPD cannaddressnatters related tochurchfarm development.
Cumulative effects will be reviewed at planning application stag

Noted.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residental densities to provide for

diversity and varying character across the site with lower densit
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
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635

636

637

638

639

640

1328

1328

1370

1376

1380, 1387

1384

4.3 Movement
Network

General Comment

4.5.2 Character and
Density

General Comment

General Comment

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery

This development being bordered by the rail line, potentially to become ¢
important part of EWR brings opportunities and challenges. These shoul
fully explored and addressed now, as making changes later will be
problematic and potentially prahitively expensive, having massive impac
on current and future residents.

The current levels of infrastructure are insufficient to enable access to ar
from MK and there appears to be language used with the documentatior
that almost expects lower staiadds than should be in place. Sufficient roa
crossings will be essential, and WCC encourage you to listen to and res|
positively to colleagues in neighbouring parishes.

There is a real danger that the railway will form a barrier/border between
SEMK ad MK city. This would be unhelpful, divisive and prevent any true
WdzNb Iy SEGSyarzyQs & 2LI&aASR (2
Ensuring a comprehensive and collaborative transport infrastructure plar
listening to locals and considering not only fhemediate, but longer terms
impacts MUST be at the heart of this process. This should also consider
unique nature of surrounding villages that should be protected and
enhanced. Again, goddfrastructurewhere traffic is managed effectively
will helpprotect these areas whilst allowing sustainable and agreed grow
in commerce and visitor numbers.

There is opportunity for somethirgreat hereq the site can link the urban
WOAGReQ gAGK NUzNYt @Aftl3IsSa +FyR 3
future expansion of MK. Get it wrong and it could stifle future growth. W(
support Walton Community Council and villages south of SEMHKning to
find creative and positive solutions. Stakeholders and the SPD should
promote all that's great about MK, rather than the generic and
disappointing developments of late.

MKC arealready over their allocation of housing so it should be 22500
not 3,500. It is not needed, especially when MKC have earmarked EMK
another 5,000 houses.

Respondent had great difficulties in downloading your pages and only
received the news 2 days before the consultation deadline.

We must return to the original ethos of Milton Keynes wlzat the grid
system was built before development occurred. Some included underpa:
in this too.

The provision of protected cycling and walkogtes are essential

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
SPD. The detailed designhighways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could varypgmding on the detailed design and
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning application. EIA process will appl
those future applications.

No changes required.

Site forms integral part of housing delivery for Plan:MK (Policy
SD11.

No changes required.

Phasing chapter of the SRIOdressesnfrastructure delivery.

The cycle and pedestrian network was amenédbwing
consultation.

207



641 1276 4.3 Movement AspleyHeath Parish Council would like to see the land needed for the HI The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
Network extension safeguarded from development, and the H10 extension built  strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of th:
before SEMK development is occupiddaffic from the 3000 homes is likel SPD. The detailed design of highways intervestisiil be
to take the direct route to J13 through théllagesunless a viable reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
alternative route is provided for the through an H10 extensidhe produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
omission of an H10/Newport Road connection from these SEMK measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
infrastructure plans show a lack of foresight and a lack of consideration1 These measures could vary depending on the dedadlesign and
both the existing residds in the villages, and for the new residents movin layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
into the SEMK development the submission of a planning application. EIA process will appl
those future applications. The SPD carsafeguarda land
outside the red line boundary.
642 1276 4.3 Movenent SEMK ircollaborationwith EWR need to commission some accurate traffi The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
Network/EWR modelling of the situation on the Leys and Hardwick Road to identify the for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the

potential impact of additional traffic on Hardwick Road and the Leys, anc O2 dzy OAf Q& &GNIF GS3IA O (NI yaLRN

Theydon Avenue of céing the Woburn Sands level crossifigalso needs  appropriate for the athcation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK

to identify the potentiaimpacton Hardwick Road and the Leys of the Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in

additional traffic movements from th8000homedevelopment, both with  accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas

and without the closure of the level crossingnd with and vithout the on an appropriate transport strategy. This includes evidence th:

connection of the H10 to Newport Road. informed the allocation of theite in Plan:MK and, as | outlined a
GKS adFrNIzZz gAftf 06S &dzlJ SYSy
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be undertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closuoptions. This would also need to
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not require this as part of its eviden
base, as the East West Rail project in plagnérms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Development Consent
Order application.
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643

644

645

646

647

1276, 1275

1273

1273

1273

1273

General Comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network/EWR

4.3 Movement
Network/MRT

The significant increase in residents will increase the visitor numbers to 1 No changesequired
Browns Wood and Wavendon Wo08106 contributions from SEMK

developers should be set aside to mitigate the impact of this

development. Mitigation could include additional parkg and other

facilities needed to support the increasing visitor numbers, and these sh

be identified in consultation with the Bedford Estates, the Greensands T

and CBC who currently own and/or manage these popular woodlands.

Concerns raised oveegative impacts of the development on habitats of

Browns Wood an@lVavendonwWood. The will likely see substantial

increases in recreational use, negatively impacting their biodiversity valu

There are errors in the document regarding the status of Newport Road. Noted. Fig 2.1 shows Future development Context. Fig 2.8 Rel
2.1 and Fig 2.8 refer to Newport Road as the A5130 and an 'A* road to Newport Road.

although it is neither.There is also no reference to the road sections

coveredby a 7.5T weight limitOn Fig2.1 Newport Road ought therefore tc

be shown as a local road and coloured green rather than red.

Although Bow Brickhill will benefit from the proposedgss, Wavendon,  The SPD was updated provide one primary option in terms of

Woburn Sands and Aspley Guise wilbldeerselyaffected. The absence of strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi

measures to protect existing development from increased traffic is a seri SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions will be

omission. reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessnievhich will identify any mitigation
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the s
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a plaimmg application. EIA process will apply t
those future applications. The SPD carsafeguarda land
outside the red line boundary.

Clarification is needed on who is responsible for the delivery of an impro Noted. Comments relate to EWR matters. It is EWR Co who is
or relocated rail station at Woburn Sands.is vital that the accessibility of ~reviewing stations and level crossings not MKC.

the rail station is considered, with convenient access to both platforms fr

both sides of theail line. The draft SPD is not sufficiently clear on this

point.

MRT Route 4 should ntgrminate at Woburn Sands Station but continue t Noted. The routes for MRT form part of a separate MK2050
Woburn Sands itself. Strategy which was recently adopted by the Council.
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648

649

650

651

652

653

1434

1434, 1398

1273

1436

1436

1373

General comment

4.5.2 Character and
Density

General Comment

4.3 Movement
Network

4.3 Movement
Network

General Comment

Objects to developmentsait will have further impact on roads in the area.
Currently there are plans for warehousing in the nearby area between

I dzy (r8uNdakiout and Bow Brickhill which will impact the roads, the le
crossing, and the environment.

There is darge housing estatbeing built at the other end of Woburn Sand
and all down the slip road at junction 13. Is it necessary for more in this
area?

It is inappropriate for the SEMK SPD to reject proposals as being beyon:
financial viability of the development proposals or not justified oon the be
of the development impacts alone.

The trafficpassing through the V11/H10 roundabout is already high. The
potential increase in traffic flow is likely to result in tailbacks across the
Wavendon Gate, Old Farm Park and Browns Wood estates.

Respondent is aware that Walton Community Council are actively
supporting the V11 grid road extension, however this isneatessarily
representative of the views of residents, and certainly not mine as a
resident who will be directly impacted.

Thank you for consulting Historic England. We do not wish to comment
this time.

The SPD provides primargdareserved movement network with
details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street Hierarcl
of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa'
interventions will be reviewed at thglanning application stage.
The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in response to the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout o tievelopment
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application.

The site isllocatedsite of Plan:MK Policy SD11.

No changes required.

The SPD was updated to provide one primary option in terms ¢
strategic movement with the reserve option in Appendix C of thi
SPD. The detailed design of highways interventions will be
reviewed at the planning application stage. The developer will
produce a Transport Assessment which will identify any mitigati
measures required in response to the traffic generated by the si
These measures could vary depending on the detailed design ¢
layout of the development proposals, which would come throug
the submission of a planning application. EIA process will &ppl
those future applications. The SPD carsafeguarda land
outside the red line boundary.
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654

655

656

657

1261, 1356, 1379

1399

1368, 1298

1368, 1298

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

5.2 Infrastructure
Delivery

4.3 Movement
Network

4.4.6 Gypsy and
Travellers site

Provide a more acceptable buffer for Wavendon by extending the existin
natural hedgerows to createdgerowsand woodandalongsidea linear
park. Wavendon Fields should be protected as much as possible with a
wide, dense buffer that includeseeswith foliageall year round.Using
woodland as a buffer will be in keeping with the character and identity of
Wavendon as aural village. One respondent thought the Wavendon buffe
should connect into Wavendon Parkreating a linear park.

Provision for an Arts Centre, maybe through conversion of an existing
building on this site, at this end of MK would complement those in Great
Linford and WestburyAlso,the plan gives no estimate or projection of the
expected demographic of SEMK. Ettamd cultural diversity together with
community integration and common understanding would be
promoted/enhanced through provision for a multi faith centre in discussic
with Faith communities within MK.

More thought needs tobe put into pedestrian and cycle routes that do joi
existing footpaths and bridleway& here is a cufle-sac footpath that runs
across private land starting at Station Road and finishing at the railiniay
a dead end.lt is totally unreasonable to consider this a major route from
the development. It should not be considered with this plathewell-used
footpath that runs along the Bow Brickhill playing fields and crosses no
private land or livestock and is much mayeproprige.

The existing residents of Bow Brickhill should be afforded the aiviiege
as the new residents in terntd knowledge ofi NJ @ Sife f ItSHoldbe
situated away from the the village and closer to newperties a G&T site
near Bow Brickhill should not be considered.

The SPD had been revised dndfer areas have been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivly. The Wavendon buffer had been widened to aroun:
100m. The planned width would allow in principle to provide
additionalplaying pitch if needed.

The SPD is required to cover tteguirementsunder RPlicy SD11.
Suggested uses can come forward as applications and be
considered in accordance with Plan:MK policies.

The updated SPD contains revisietagesand additional leisure
routes through development.

The SPD was updated with a final location for the G&T site in tt
south west corner bthe site near Bow Brickhill. Additional buffe
areas are included in the location. A number of best practice
criteria were used to review possible locations within SEMK. Th
included, amongst others, the availability of a range of transpor
links. Futher detail on the assessment criteria used has been
LJzo t AAKSR 2y GKS O2dzyOAf Qa ¢
Keynes Strategic Urban Extension.
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658 1258 4.3 Movement Access road extension of V11 violaBan:MKrecreation and open space  The SPD provides primary and reserved movement network wit
network/V11 between Browns wood and Old Farm Park. Without this road access tot details on highway access and Public Transport. Design
entire development south of the railway is impractical due to overload of requirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2¢&trHierarchy
traffic on the remaining railway crossings. Eastern border of Old Farm P. of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design of highwa
has insufficient green space boungaf an access road interventions will be reviewed at the planning application stage.
is to be placed from Wavendon Gate through to South of the railway. The developer will produce a Transport Assessment which will
identify any mitigation measures required in resperis the
traffic generated by the site. These measures could vary
depending on the detailed design and layout of the developmer
proposals, which would come through the submission of a
planning application. The Open space network for thesés
amendedfollowingcomments received.

659 1258 6. Next Steps Respondent noted existing drainage problems in Bow Brickhill despite tt Noted. The SPD plans for strategic SuDS
proximity of large swathes of absorbent farmland dedievesthat
development of SD11 south of the railway will certainly exacerbate this
the removal of a massive area of soakegvas well as increased demand
resulting from urban municipal water (garden watering, home car wash ¢

658 1258 General comment  respondent stated that there is a need for a police station in the area anc Policy SD11 does not require a provision of a police station anc
suggested that it should be located in the central G7T location proposed F NB  y 2 (i | ddqhiBmestshio ptoxide Orie.
within the SPD.

659 1258 General comment  SouthWest corner of SD11 consider the inclusion of a residential care ~ Need for residential care facilities to be established through
facility for the aged with fraitare, as well as allotment space. This is planning application stage. Allotment area provided in the SPD.
because of the growing need for facilities for theedghroughout
the country and particularly in the existing villages, as well as its
compatibility with the neighbouring village of Bow
Brickhill (required in support of policies HN4 and HN5).

660 1258 General comment  Comments were provided on SEA HRA 2020 document which formed th Noted.
evidence for this consultation

661 1291 4.3 Movement EWR provided information about their netatutory consultation which will Noted.
Network feed into the next stage to inform the DCO for the design and constructic
and operation rail links for communities between Oxford, Milton Keynes,
Bedford and Cambridge. EWR willdeeking to engage with MKC to ensur
that coordinatedapproach is undertaken on these infrastructure works.
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663
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1275

1275

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Respondent welcomes the idea of a country park around the fidhkeg
however, would like an ertince off Bow Brickhill Road to avoid additional
traffic on ParklandsRespondent would also like to see parking permits ai
parking warden to deter visitors parking on the estate.

Respondentwelcomes a Green Infrastructure (Gl) netwel approach,
with connectivity and buffering being supported, but consider the propos
open space provision to be inadequate for the likely population 3000 ne\
homes will bring; a lack of a trulgcal greenspace which could form a
community focus, meet many recreational needs and help create an idel
and sense of place for new communities. The areas identified for residet
development include a substantial block with no greenspace provided
within a suitable catchment for many residents and many being more thz
300m from an accessible natural greenspace (as advocated through Na
9y 3t yRQa ! O0S&aaAaoftS bl idz2NI £ DNB
principle of linking into the existing Lineark to the north.

The proposed linear park type features are largely very narrow, often le:
than 100m wide. Compared to the existing linear park to the north, this it
much narrower and would not function effectively as a park. While
respondent supports the inclusion of BB features within a wider, multi
functional Gl network, such features would sterilize significant areas of tl
already narrow feature, and therefore we recommend broader corridors
enabling the proposed muifunctional use. Wider recreational sites will
also be impacted by the influx of new residents in the area wishing to vis
local siteswith Rushmere Country Park and Aspley Woods nearby and
already receiving significant numbers of visitors from Milton Keynes. It w
be important to ensure this widaretwork of sites is able to cope with
additional demand. Specific biodiversity strategy should be created to
ensure it is properly taken into account, especially in the context of the
Greensand Ridge NIA and future Local Nature Recovery Strategies

The SPD provides links to the fishing lake and provides the opti
of the lake being madeccessiblé¢o the public. It will form part of
the wider green buffer. Detail design will be determined througk
planning application stage.

Concept Plan Fig 3.1 had been amended. The SPD had been
revised anduffer areas had been increased wildditionalgreen
access links added to provide eveetter connectivity. Proposed
linear network had been amended. Potential fgigurhood Play
Area was identified with connecting proposed cycle/ pedestriar
routes. Open space should be providadiccordancevith
guidance set out in Plan:MK (Policy L4 and Appendix C)

The SP. had been revised aruliffer areas have been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. The details of the proposals will be provided at
planning application stage.
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4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

4.2.28 Sports
Provision

Respmdent welcomes the incorporation of principles and prescriptions
from the Bucks Landscape Character Assessment, but this should also
incorporate relevant information and prescriptions from the Bedfordshire
Landscape Character Assessment (relating to tka anmediately to the
east) and the Greensand Country Landscape Character Assessment (re
to the area immediately to the east) and the Greensand Country Landsc
Character Assessment, helping to ensure wider considerations, including
reciprocal viewsare taken into account. Welcome reference to open view
to the Brickhill Greensand Ridge (2.5.4) and specifically to the need to re
these. It is currently difficult to see how this will be achieved with the
proposed layout of the SUE and we would seahe specific detail on this; It
Aa y2G8R GKFd GKS Yl22NRGEe 2F S
condition, this therefore needs protection and enhancement

and paragraph 2.5.5 suggests that the majority of landscape issues can
NBaz2pBWERAW (GKS [fft20FdA2yQd | A A
possible and further detail is required

Respondent stated that it should beentified how existing and potential
‘Natural Capital/ assets can be protected and enhanced and new ones
created to deliver range of ecosystem services. the Bedfordshire Local
Nature Partnership and the Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes Natural
Environment Partnefsp have produced assessments of NC and ESS in 1
area, and these need to be utilised to better inform the SPD and the
development, helping ensure that opportunities are maximised and area
with the potential to deliver a high level ESS are not compromise

w S & L2 ydafeythafidfice all housing is complete there will be a
significant shortfall in playing field provision. It was noted that SEMK ne
to take into account COVID 19 and the importance of outdomrciseand
should be more ambitious and allocate extemsiecreational facilities and
playing fields. SEMK is required to only provide playing fields to meet the
needs of residents within the allocation acknowledging that provision cot
serve a deficit in, for example, Woburn Sands. As addressed above
Wavendam Parish Council considers that this deficit is very significant an
under played in the SPD. The location for G&T wktiavendonshould be
used for playing fields provision.

The SPD had been revised dnudfer areas have been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity. The eltails of the proposals will be provided at
planning application stage.

Individualplanning applications will have to have regard to polic
in Plan:MK and consider the existiassisteand possible
requirement for theirprotection. MKC had recently adopted
Biodiversity:SPD which is designed to provide furthédancefor
developers.

The SEMK site is required to proviglayingfields in accordance
with the provsion required for the site. The SPD was amended
show possible locations for future provision if such need arises.
The Wavendon location is shown within the SPD as a potential
location for pitches.
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4.2.28 Sports
Provision

4.2.28 Sports
Provision

4.2 Landscaperal
Open Space

4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

SEMK represents andeal time to extend the existing Wavendon
Recreation Ground to help satisfy demarithis would have a number of
additional benefits: It would deliver far more participation value taking
advantage of existing facilities, It would benefit from being oralasady
free draining site, It would provide improved access and parking to both
existing facility as well as the new extended recreation area, It would
protect the outstanding views across Wavendon, Brickhill and Woburn
woods, It would reinforce theuffer zone around the existing Church
End/Wavendon settlement, It would enjoy current FA Enhanced Grass F
Fund investment enabling maximisation of participation.

WWIFC would like to see enlargement of Wavendon Recreation Ground
means to maximise usage of the existing facility at the same time as
providing much needed additional recreational spatéis should bén
assition to playing field space aready planned for SEMK.

In areas close to Wavendon, low rather than medium density housing
should be used. Protect all existing hedgerows. Notehilge-water table
which has led to increased flooding recently. Buffers will need to extend
beyond red line site boundg. Wavendon recreation ground not a sufficier
buffer in itself.

Respondents stated that the agricultural fields and other habitats around
Wavendon contain a wider variety of wildlife than the draft SPD suggest:
and it should not béuilt on. Hedgerows and existing habitats should be
protected where possible and compensation sought for limited losses.
guestions raised oveatevelopersor highways contributions where habitats
arelost. Requesto protect Pheobe Lankridleway,whichis a wildlife
corridor, Buffer areas should be muitinction: noise, air and light pollution
prevention, wildlife corridor, leisure space/routes. One respondent woulc
like builders/developers etc. to need permission from Parish Council befi
uprooting any tree/hedge. One respondent thought tmemberof trees
being planted should be quadruple@Voodland Trust recommendation.

The SEMK site is required to proviglayingfields in accordance
with the provision reqired for the site. The SPD was amended t
show possible locations for future provision if such need arises.
The Wavendon location is shown within the SPD as a potential
location for pitches. The buffer zones were reviewed and
additional buffer provided ner Wavendon

The SEMK site is required to proviglayingfields in accordance
with the provision required for the site. The SPD was amended
show possible locations for future provision if such need arises.
The Wavendon location is shown within the SPD as a potential
location for pitches.

Table 4.5 provides information on charactgpologiesand design
components and it classifies the area as General residential wit
lower densities of 285dph.

In accordance with Plan:MK and mitigation hierarchy, biodivers
losses resulting from a development should be avoided,
adequatdy mitigated or, as a last resort, compensated for (on si
and off site as an alternative where gite is Council's preferred
option). Future applicants should refer to Biodiversity:SPD for
further guidance. The SPD notes that some trees and hedges
part of the historic environment in Para 2.6. Protection of hedg
and woodlands is underlined in Para 2.12.1 'Habitat and
vegetation'. Plan:MK policy NE3 requires protection and
enhancement of biodiversity in new development. Fig 4.1 show
existing helge (to be retained where possible) and principal hed
with ecological value (Oshould be retained where possible).
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1260

1397

1260

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

General Comment

General Comment

Para 2.12

H10 must be only single carriageway & 40mph limit. H10 extension will
reduce acess to Wavendon Vale countryside for existing residents by
severing Pheobe Lane; a visually sensitive (perhaps with green walls) at
grade (bridge/underpass) crossing is therefore required. Future vehicula
connection to Pheobe Lane/Walton Road from SENtIsl be prohibited.
H10 corridor shouléhcludeadequate visual green buffering with wildlife
provisions, redways alongside road, leisure routes, dog walking areas,
bridleways and viewpoints. More redway connectivity is required: along/t
Newport Road/exéting commercial/retail sites & from Wavendon recreatic
ground to Woburn Sands through SEMK. More leisure routes for walker:
and horse riders needed. H10 extension should not connect to Newport
Road- only allow a redway connection. Design lighting albiig@ extension,
new roads and redways to reduce light pollution to people and wildlife. C
respondent thought: existing redways in the area should be widened, an
the cycle Route along Walton Road needs to be demarcated
clearly/separated. One respondentdhght a 30mph limit on the H10
extension was more appropriate. One respondent questioned the safety
having a bridleway next tolsigh-speedrailway due to horse reactions,
suggested Walton Road should be athmugh route to prevent it
becoming a ratun & changing village character, questioned if bus route
along Walton Road is actually used.

respondentnoted that WavendonPC have consistently objected to the
principle of developing SEMK site, history of the village is noted by the
respondent and recent developments in the area.

Nature conservation, green spaces, trees, AONB along with highway sa
and traffic generation must be included and need propensultation

Crime is already rising in WS and surrounding afeas@aia key
consideration with a new major grid road sy being proposed and can
only see it getting worse.

para 2.12 of the SPD document identifies the southern boundary of the

2} gSyR2y NBONBI GA2y 3 NE dafdas buah béilt

development towards this edge should respect the character of Wavend
YR G@ASsa &2dziK (G2é6F NR DNBSyaly
flrez2dzi 27 GKS aAdGSéo ¢KS @AsSsoa
Century church, & noted as being of importance in the SPD and should

be screened by development.

Desigrrequirementsfor roads can be found in Table 4.2 Street
Hierarchy of Strategic Movement Network. The detailed design
highways interventions will be rewieed at the planning
application stage. The developer will produce a Transport
Assessment which will identify any mitigation measures require
in response to the traffic generated by the site. These measure:
could vary depending on the detailed design aayblt of the
development proposals, which would come through the
submission of a planning application.

Noted.

Matters to be considered at planning application stage.

Indicative average residential densities are provided in the
Character Table 4.5. SEMK should accommodate a mix of
residential densities to provide for

diversity and varyng character across the site with lower densitie
towards the edges of existing development notably Bow Brickhi
Road, to complement the character of the neighbouring areas.
Open Spacaetworkwas amended.
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4.2 Landscape and
Open Space

Para 4.2.29

4.3 Movement
Network/H10

General comment

Notwithstanding the value of the existing recreation ground and any
potential extension, as an important component of a potential new linear
park, Wavendon Parish Council does not wish to see it included as part
enlarged buffer zone.

Dual use of schools is supported by the respondent however responden
stated that additional texshould be included at para 4.4.29 to state that
Community Access Agreements should be a key part of delivering future
education sites and put in place at least 12 months before a school site
opens. Such agreements should include an indication of how coritynun
access to the site will work and expectations for the use of equipment ar
its storage.

Respondent has reservations relating to H10 extension propasttulaly
in relation to connectivity with Newport Road and beyond and wishes to
reserve its position until Strategic Transport Assessment has been
undertakenand its brief agreed with parish council aoither stakeholders
by independent consultant assessing thepact of H10 extension on local
area. There should beot there to be no opportunity for a major road,
beyond Newport Road to the east, without significant land take, demolitic
and associated disruption particularly now that the indicative route of the
H10 extension is prejudiced by the recent grant of planning permission fi
K2dzaAy3d 2y G(GKS CNR&aiGQa y2NIKSNy

Objection in principle to SEMK allocationdzS & Uirite®yrify®&2020
stakeholder meetings, working group and the draft as the only member ¢
Wavendon PC present was Clir Hopkins who was absent for some meet
The results of this consultation should be published and any revised SPI
published for secondonsultation to make up for lack of prior engagemen
with locals. Delivery of SEMK SPD should be delayed until EWR propos
finalised.

The SPD had beeavised anduffer areas have been increased
with additionalgreen access links added to provide ebetter
connectivity.

Matters to be considered at planning application stage.

The transport strategy reflected in the development framework
for SEMK is informed by various scenarios modelled in the

0 2 dzy dhrdtdgiQtéansport model. This is an evidence base
appropriate for the allocation of the site in Plan:MK. The SEMK
Supplementary Planning Document has been prepared in
accordance with the relevant statutory requirements and is bas
on an appropriate trasport strategy. This includes evidence that
informed the allocation of the site in Plan:MK and, as | outlined
GKS adrNIz gAaftf 0S8 adzdx SySy
assessment. Further modelling of the planned growth in the are
can only be udertaken when EWR Co have clarified their
preferred level crossing closure options. This would also need t
reflect changes in travel demand associated with the
EWR/Marston Vale line rail stations. Plan:MK and the SEMK
development framework do not requirthis as part of its evidence
base, as the East West Rail project in planning terms is not
currently certain to proceed. The highways network impacts
resulting from EWR would be considered through a Transport
Assessment, which will accompany their Developtr@onsent
Order application.

Emergency regulations were imposed by the government allow
us to consult during pandemic. Online workshop events were
hosted. necessary to progress the SEMK SPD toward adoption
2021.
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4.6 Sustainability

supports the creation of a centrally located Hub but would wish to see th The Council considered the possibility of delaying progress on |
uses proposed as part of the Hub support only the needs of the local {9ayY {t5 Ay 2NRSNI G2 IfA3dy A
community so as not to compete with other nearby facilities. supports statutory consultation on their proposals for the railway line (se¢
paragraph 4.4.4 of the draft SPD whichHiiights the criteria in Plan:MK Quegion 5 for further details). However, on balance, it was felt

Policy HN3, and the expectation that the development will be expected t that this was not appropriate given previous delays to the East

provide an element of supported or specialist housing to help contribute 2 Sa G wlk Af / 2YLIl yeQa O2yadzZ il

towards meeting the needs of older persons and households with specif expected to occur in autumn/winter 2020.

needs.In terms of detailed design Wavendon Parish Council considers tt

there is an opportunity to provide more bungalows for the elderly

population, especially in areas where building heights and associated vit

are a potential development constraint; foraxple, on the high ground

next to Wavendon village.

The creation of two Local Centres (4.4¢1#4.4.18) is generally supported  Detail design to be approved at planning application stage.
given the scale of SEMK. However, in relation to the Local Centre closes
Woburn Sands consideration should be given to theesghtetail provision
in that location and the potential impact on the vitality and viability of the
established Woburn Sands High Street. This can be done by controlling
classes in the SEMK Local Centres Furthermore, the design of the uses
proposed sbuld be of the highest quality given the close relationship of
buildings in the Local Centre. There is a danger, if not properly planned,
the area will accommodate too many uses in a relatively compact area
which will impact adversely on the overaélsign creating a cramped, over
developed environment.

The detail contained in Local Plan policy and the finalised SPD, relating Noted.
sustainability, is supported by Wendon Parish Council but will need to be
reflected and applied in the assessment of detailed planning applications
relating to SEMK as they are submitted. all new development, at SEMK,

should have access to high speed, future proofed broadband and tisat th
connectivity be extended to the existing areas of the Parish.
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