Little Brickhill Parish Council

Update from your Unitary Councillor — June 2025
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Barrier on Woburn Road
From: "Mark MacDonald" mark.macdonald@milton-keynes.gov.uk

Subject: RE: Barrier on Woburn Road in Little Brickhill

Above shows a map with the adopted highway shaded in blue. It is not possible to gate the
adopted highway and access must be maintained for the Gas Governor. If you would like to place a
gate beyond the gas governor access and off public highway you will need to seek permission from

the landowner.

Hopefully this helps you decide what you can do, if the issue is within the public highway may |
suggest you contact our environmental crime team to see if they can offer any help.
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ARMED FORCES DAY
SHOW YOUR SUPPORT  Mijlton Keynes City Council is pleased to invite you to two events taking

place on Monday 23 June 2025.

Please see attached invites for Armed Forces Flag Raising and an RAF Evening Engagement.



mailto:mark.macdonald@milton-keynes.gov.uk

Upon RSVP, we'd be grateful if you could confirm if you will be attending one or both events and
guest name where applicable.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Siobhan Pitkin
Business Support and Civic Events Manager

T: 01908 252426
M: 07979 831531
E: Siobhan.Pitkin@milton-keynes.gov.uk

A5 and A5 Slip Road(s)
Attached to this report in a compressed fie are the designs MKCC received from National Highways
in May, and we understand NH hope to do the works in July, subject to streetworks permit. Sorry
for all the drawings, but the first one in the list has all the details LBPC members are likely to want
to check. The signage is certainly improved, but it doesn’t go as far as MKCC Highways Officers
would like — although they have already made this point to NH, they have regrettably failed in
managing to convince them otherwise.

Milton Keynes is set to have new electoral wards for
the May 2026 local elections following an independent review and two consultations by
The Local Government Boundary Commission.

The Local Government Boundary Commission is the national body that draws boundaries
for English elections. As population changes over time, the Commission routinely reviews
an area’s boundaries to ensure councillors represent about the same number of electors.
Milton Keynes’ boundaries were last reviewed and redrawn in 2014.

The Commission has published final recommendations for changes, proposing that the
number of city councillors should be increased from 57 to 60, and the number of wards be
increased from 19 to 21.
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Under the new proposals there will be 19 three-councillor wards, 1 two-councillor ward
(New Bradwell), and 1 single-councillor ward (Hanslope).

Further information can be found on the review website, including an interactive map.
The changes become law once Parliament has approved them ahead of the May 2026
local elections, when all Milton Keynes City Councillors will be up for election.

To register to vote, you need just five minutes and your National Insurance number —
register online. https://www.gov.uk/register-to-vote

With regards to Danesborough Ward the report reads ....

We have considered the proposal carefully and are persuaded to amend our draft
recommendations. This change has a marginal impact upon electoral equality, with both
wards continuing to offer minimal variances. The change requires us to create a relatively
small parish ward in Walton parish, which is forecast to contain roughly 180 electors.
However, we are content that this does not outweigh the benefit of uniting the Glebe Farm
estate in a single ward and using the strong and clear boundary of Ortensia Drive and
Groveway.

Walton Community Council also proposed adding a section of Wavendon parish based on
the Church Farm development into a ward based on Walton. This would require the
creation of a parish ward of Wavendon parish with no current electors, which we do not
consider is compatible with effective and convenient local government. We have therefore
not made the change proposed, but we can consider a related alteration to ward
boundaries if the parish boundaries in this area subsequently change via a Community
Governance Review.

Walton Community Council also suggested that the name of our proposed ward should be
altered from “Walnut Tree” to “Walton”. We note that “Walnut Tree” is the name of a
single estate within the ward, and are content to amend our draft recommendations,
accordingly, proposing the name “Walton” as part of our final recommendations
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Parishes Forum

Please find agenda below for the ‘in person’ Parishes Forum, which will be held in the
Council Chamber, Civic Offices on 12 June 2025. Please note that this is a full ‘in
person’ event. There will not be an opportunity to join online.
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Refreshments (and networking opportunities) will be available in the lounge outside
the Chamber from 5.00pm. Some of the presenters may also be available in the lounge
from 5.00pm. In addition, a couple of partners have been invited to ‘set up a stall’ in
the member’s lounge. MKCC officers are awaiting their confirmation.

The Forum will commence at 6.00pm There will apparently be further networking
opportunities after the Forum, in the lounge, between 8.00pm and 8.30pm

Welcome and Apologies

1.1 Apologies for absences
1.2 Notes from previous meeting

2. Planning Relationships and Who’s Who
Jo Payne (Planning Relationship Manager)

3. MK City Plan 2050 - Regulation 19 stage
Andrew Turner (Planning Policy Manager)

4. Planning Enforcement — what we can do
Pavan Hira (Planning Enforcement Officer)

5. Armed Forces Covenant
Johanna Hyrcak (Armed Forces Covenant Project Manager)

6. Section 106 / Planning Obligations
James Williamson (Monitoring and Implementation Team Leader)

7. Landfill Communities Fund
Luke Gledhill (Principal Waste and Minerals Planning Officer)

8. Parish Successes
(Eirwen Tagg — Parish Manager, Great Linford Parish Council)

9. Good News and Hot Issues
10. Date of Future Meetings
e 11 September 2025

e 4 December 2025
e 12 March 2026

MKCC Cabinet Decisions




Changing because we have to is the name of a new MKCC corporate stability strategy. It is
being brought forward as we prepare for our three-year financial settlement from
Government which we expect in November or December 2025.

The strategy sets out the current challenges we face and proposes three ‘must do’
areas where we should focus our efforts.

These are:

* Become a highly productive organisation.

e Use evidence to improve service impact.

® Only do things ourselves where it makes sense.

https://milton-
keynes.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s24426/Changing%20Because%20We%20Have%20T
o.pdf

LGA Peer Review

Colleagues are invited to note the report of the Corporate Peer Challenge (CPC) conducted
by the Local Government Association (LGA) from Monday 10 March to Thursday 13 March.
The undertaking of a CPC was set out in the Council plan under the heading of ‘Financial
stability’ and is a highly valued improvement and assurance tool that is delivered by the
sector for the sector.

The CPC report begins by describing MKCC as ‘a high-performing and well-run council with
a strong track record of delivery’ and ‘commends the council’s ambition and looks forward
to seeing how Milton Keynes continues to thrive’. CPCs are not inspection and do not
result in a rating in the way regulators such as the Care Quality Commission and Ofsted
do, however the findings of the peer team contained in the body of the report can be read
as placing MKCC in a top tier.

https://milton-
keynes.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s24411/Corporate%20Peer%20Challenge%20Coveri
ng%20Report.pdf and the report can be found at

https://milton-keynes.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s24412/Annex%20A%20-
%20LGA%20Corporate%20Peer%20Challenge%20Report.pdf

East West Rail
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East West Railway Company (EWR Co)
has published its Non- Statutory Consultatlon (NSC) update report.

Our third non-statutory consultation took place between November 2024 and January
2025. As part of this process, we asked for feedback on our latest proposals and designs.
Since our consultation closed, we have been carefully considering all the feedback we
received, and that feedback will help inform our final design which we will present at our
statutory consultation next year.

More than 6,000 people responded to our latest consultation, which included over 90,000
individual responses. This update report contains a summary of the themes of this

feedback and how it is being considered, as well as a summary of how we approached the
2024 non-statutory consultation and details about the way the consultation was delivered.

Land, property and statutory blight

At the start of the consultation, the Secretary of State for Transport issued Safeguarding
Directions for EWR. Safeguarding land means that statutory blight provisions now apply,
so if you own and occupy a property in the safeguarded area and you would like to move,
you may be eligible to serve a blight notice asking us to buy your property before we need
it to build the railway.

The Safeguarding Direction also means that if a local planning authority receives a
planning application for a development on land that is within the safeguarding boundary
for EWR, they must consult us before deciding whether to grant planning permission. This
allows us to comment on potential conflicts and suggest measures that could be taken to
resolve them and, where possible, allow development to go ahead.

As part of the consultation, we sent letters to land and/or property owners directly
affected by the proposals detailing how their land may be impacted. This letter provided
information on the proposals and the implications for their property, ensuring that they
had the opportunity to engage in the consultation process.

The EWR report is attached




= 2 Sir Michael Lyons Report — The New
Towns Taskforce

Report from the Town & Country Planning Association

The New Towns Taskforce was established quickly after the 2024 General Election with the
chair and deputy chair, Sir Michael Lyons and Dame Kate Barker respectively, being
announced and the government publishing a policy statement at the end of June. The
Taskforce is expected to report to the government in mid-June.

The Labour Party manifesto stated that a Labour government would work ‘in partnership
with local leaders and communities’, to build a new generation of new towns, ‘inspired by
the proud legacy’ of the post-war New Towns programme. Importantly, it went on to
states that ‘alongside urban extensions and regeneration projects, [the new towns] will
form part of a series of large-scale new communities across England.

The Association is clear that there is much to learn from the post-war New Towns
programme [see for example our recent evidence to the Lords Built Environment
Committee inquiry into the practical delivery of the New Towns] and attempts since then
to enable large scale new communities.

There is much to learn from the post-war New Towns programme and attempts since then
to enable large scale new communities.

The post-war New Towns, of which there are 32, are now home to 2.8 million people. And
we will publish more blogs on that in the coming weeks. But, before that, we thought
there might be a need to be explicit, that what sets the post-war New Towns programme
apart from programmes since then, is that there was a different, and successful, delivery
model.

The post-war New Towns, of which there are 32, are now home to 2.8 million people.
Development Corporations: a successful delivery model. The New Towns were built using
New Towns Development Corporations. These bound together vision, strategy, consent
and delivery. They undertook land assembly, master planned and then controlled delivery.
That delivery was undertaken in partnership with the private sector including institutional
investment, but they were public sector led.

While the Development Corporations required upfront investment from the government,
it got results. By 1957, the 14 New Towns in progress were delivering around 12,000
homes a year.




While this required upfront investment from the government, it got results. By 1957, the
14 New Towns in progress were delivering around 12,000 homes a year. At its peak, Milton
Keynes was delivering 3,370 homes per year [see Lock and Ellis: New Towns: Rise, Fall and
Rebirth]. And, that investment was paid back with interest by the 1990s.

New Towns alone cannot meet the government’s housing targets But, those statistics lead
me to my second point. That a new generation of New Towns, if done well, is an important
part of the solution to increasing the delivery of much needed high-quality homes in
sustainable, healthy communities. It is not, however, a silver bullet to achieving the
government’s housing targets. Not least because even if the Taskforce is looking to
identify schemes that can be progressed quickly, they will deliver a relatively small
number of homes before the next election. Large scale schemes take time.

While we hope the Taskforce will be more ambitious, we know that the Terms of
Reference referred to schemes of at least 10,000 homes. If 12 sites are identified, each
with a capacity to deliver 15,000 homes, that will be a total of 180,000 new homes. An
important contribution, but this national programme needs to be part of a wider
programme including locally led regeneration and strategic growth, hopefully supported
by new strategic planning processes, and up to date local plans.

This needs to be part of a wider programme including locally led regeneration and
strategic growth, hopefully supported by new strategic planning processes, and up to date
local plans.

While therefore there is likely to be lots of interests in new New Towns in the coming
months, a continued emphasis and investment in the whole system will be needed, as will
support for public sector led delivery models, if the Government is to achieve to increase
in housing numbers it has been clear it wants to see.
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Central Beds Call for Sites - As a result of this initial
assessment, 174 sites have been initially discounted for the delivery of new homes. These
sites still need to be assessed for other uses such as Gypsy and Traveller provision and
employment use (where they have been put forward for those uses). There are also some
sites we have discounted that may not be suitable on their own but will be reconsidered




alongside other sites that have either been submitted or are in emerging Local Plans being
prepared by neighbouring councils.

CBC has produced an interactive map that shows the location of the sites that have been
submitted, and what type of development they have been promoted for.

https://consultations.central-bedfordshire.urbanintelligence.co.uk/public-web-
map?eventld=85

The full list of submitted sites (identifying those that have currently been discounted for
residential use) can be found here:

https://centralbedfordshirecouncil.sharepoint.com/sites/Communications/Website%20

and%20intranet/Forms/Allltems.aspx?id=%2Fsites%2FCommunications%2FWebsite%20

and%20intranet%2FWebsite%20Documents%2FPlanning%2FLocal%20Plan%2FNew%20L
ocal%20Plan%2FCall%20for%20Sites%2FWard%20Schedules%20%2D%20Sites%20Public
ation%20May%202025%2Epdf&parent=%2Fsites%2FCommunications%2FWebsite%20an
d%20intranet%2FWebsite%20Documents%2FPlanning%2FLocal%20Plan%2FNew%20Loc
al%20Plan%2FCall%20for%20Sites&p=true&ga=1

Local Plan
Consultation

MK City Council Call for Sites for Travellers -
Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment 2025

| raised some points of clarification with MKCC officers the response to which | reproduce
below.

Thank you for your email. To answer your queries
1. Is the call also for site(s) for travelling show people?

Yes, the Call for Sites does include plots for travelling show people. In the Call for Sites
form, there is a specific tick-box which allows this use to be put forward.

2. If the site in the SEMK at Bow Brickhill is lost due to EWR and the need to build a
bridge at Bow Brickhill will another site be sought in SEMK or will that lost site (if it is lost),
simply be absorbed?

We will need to see what draft proposals EWR come forward with in and around the Bow
Brickhill level crossing, and when they come forward. They are aware of the proposed
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location for the gypsy and traveller site as part of SEMK, as well as the wider SEMK
movement network. As we prepare the Regulation 19 MK City Plan 2050, we will be
reviewing all of the proposed gypsy and traveller site allocations, taking into account the
updated Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment and the outcomes of the
associated Call for Sites exercise. Should further clarity around the EWR draft proposals
emerge over the coming weeks then this will also need to be considered.

3. How is the evidence gathered to assess need for how many pitches etc? | am sure
it is not simply making contact with that community ad asking how many pitches they
would ideally like? So, how is the assessment of demand / need made and what is the
evidence base used?

Arc4 have been commissioned to carry out the Gypsy & Travellers Accommodation
Assessment. As part of the methodology for calculating need, evidence gathering includes
a mixture of Stakeholder Consultation (including departments within MKCC, neighbouring
authorities, G&T organisation etc), Household surveys/site visits, as well as analysis of
existing data, such as Housing Waiting Lists.

| trust this is of assistance, but if you have any further queries let me know.
Daley Wilson
Principle Planning Officer (Development Plans)

Milton Keynes City Council | Civic | 1 Saxon Gate East | Milton Keynes | MK9 3EJ

More at cfs.miltonkeynes.urbanintelligence.co.uk

Section

106

106 money the community council may have to spend.

I know you are interested in seeing what section

To find out what section 106 money is available follow this link.
https://pfm.exacom.co.uk/miltonkeynes/index.php

J This first page gives an explanation
J click on the 's106' in the menu top left of the page
J then click either parish or town on the left of the page

J and choose Walton from the drop down link on the right of the page



https://pfm.exacom.co.uk/miltonkeynes/index.php

You should then see a list of all the funds received, spent, and available. Please note this
is not all money that Walton CC can spend, for example, if it says ‘primary education' then
the education authority can apply on behalf of our catchment primary school but as the
community council has no authority here we cannot apply for this money.

As you know it is usually out of our remit as a parish it is not money we can apply for.
However, we can make requests to the relevant service, for example, where is says
'Highways' we might make requests to Highways on how money is spent in Walton

Seven new average speed cameras along
5-mile stretch of A5 between Milton Keynes and Bedfordshire

Work has reportedly been completed to install a series of average speed cameras along a
five-mile stretch of the A5 to reduce the number of people killed or seriously injured on
the major A-road.

National Highways say the key route across Bedfordshire and Buckinghamshire will
‘benefit’ from the new scheme which will make the road safer for drivers and those living
nearby.

Work started on the A5 safety scheme overnight and will see seven new average speed
cameras and associated signage installed along a five-mile section of the A5 between

Thorn Roundabout, near Dunstable and Little Brickhill, on the outskirts of Milton Keynes.

As part of the improvements, sections of the road will have their speed limit reduced from
60mph to 50mph.

Work on the £2.1m project was expected to be completed by June 2025.
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Cllr David Hopkins - Representing Walton (part) at MK City Council

June 2025



