SALDEN CHASE/SOUTH WEST MILTON KEYNES CONSORTIUM – Ref: 15/00619/FUL

I am Chair of Bletchley Park Area Residents Association (BPARA) and member of the Consortium of Bletchley Residents Associations (COBRA) and unable to attend the DCC meeting on 7 November due to a prior engagement. However, I have the following comments in relation to the Report attached to application ref 15/00619/FUL in relation to this meeting:

Point 4.2 Site Application
This states that MK Council originally objected as “the application failed:
· to take account of the level of services and facilities required to meet the day-to-day needs of future residents; and
· make proportionate contributions towards an increase in the capacity of existing facilities within Milton Keynes to satisfy these increased demands and to mitigate the impact of the proposed development on existing services and infrastructure in Milton Keynes.”

I disagree that the original objection has been addressed by the proposed S106 contribution for hospital services. The report states that all other S106 monies will be paid to Aylesbury Vale. However, as the proposed development is sited next to the boundary with West Bletchley, Salden Chase residents will not use services provided by Aylesbury Vale but those provided/funded by Milton Keynes – education, all other health and emergency services, recycling etc. as they will be closer.

Although this application relates to road improvements only, I wish to put on record the following points regarding provision of health services:
· Existing Aylesbury Vale residents from Newton Longville and Newton Leys do not use the doctor surgeries in Aylesbury Vale – they come to Bletchley as closer than the Winslow surgery which they should attend! As a result, Bletchley residents struggle to get appointments and the closure of the Drayton Road surgery has exacerbated the situation;
· Residents in Newton Leys were provided with a building for use as a surgery by the developer, but there are no funds to operate it!

The additional traffic generated by almost 2,000 new properties, in addition to other proposed developments, will have a disastrous impact on the A21 and other already congested roads in West Bletchley. The proposed work on the A421 and roundabouts will not address these traffic issues. Not only should this application be put on hold, but also the whole Salden Chase development, until the route of the new Oxford/Cambridge/Milton Keynes Expressway is decided.

BPARA is also a member of the West Bletchley Salden Chase Sub-Committee and BPARA has lobbied against the whole Salden Chase/Southwest Milton Keynes Consortium development since it was first mooted, almost 10 years ago. We have maintained that there should be “I before E – Infrastructure before Expansion.” 

At the MK Council meeting on 14 September 2016, I asked Cllr Marland, Leader of MK Council:
“With reference to the development known as Salden Chase proposed by Aylesbury Vale Council, I am particularly concerned that if this development went ahead, the increase in the traffic around this area would create a massive problem for existing residents, particularly with the proposed access routes to the development and the inability for the A421 to cope with more vehicles, as it is already heavily congested at certain times of the day. I therefore ask if you will stand by this Council's decision of 26th March 2015 to oppose this development.”

He replied that MK Council would oppose this development – MK Council must not go back on their word!

At its Cabinet meeting held on 13th June 2017 the Leader of MKC re-affirmed that Council’s opposition to the development at Salden Chase and advised that he had asked that the Council obtain external legal opinion on the viability of any challenge to the decision either through call-in to the Secretary of State or by Judicial Review. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]I do not believe that this was progressed and understand that there has recently been a joint formal challenge of MK Council’s treatment of this application by West Bletchley and Newton Longville Parish Councils. If this is the case, then this another reason that the application should be deferred pending the outcome of a response to this challenge. 

Angie Ravn-Aagaard
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