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Citroen Garage Site                                  March Planning                          Agenda it em 5 

 
At the meeting in February, I was asked to invite Neil Gibbs from Barratt Homes to the meeting 
in March. I was subsequently asked by a member if this could be postponed and I asked the 
chairman for her view. A postponement was agreed. 
 
I subsequently spoke to Mr Gibbs and he advised me that Barratt Homes wish to proceed 
quickly with this matter. He therefore suggested that he would send draft plans and a design 
and access statement for the committee to comment on. These papers will not be received until 
Friday 20 March and as soon as they are available, copies will be forwarded to the committee 
(size permitting). 
 
It will be helpful if the committee could raise any comments and concerns that it has so that 
these can be fed back to Barratt Homes and MKC for consideration at the pre-application stage. 
 
At the previous meeting, I reported that I was still awaiting a response to an email that I had 
sent to Alan Mills with regards the s106 agreement that has been signed for the permitted 
scheme and how this would be affected if a new application was subsequently submitted. 
 
Attached is email response from Alan Mills dated 25 February. This contains details of the s106 
agreement that has been signed and it outlines how any new application would be subject to 
planning obligations outlined in the SPG’s which now form the basis of MKC’s negotiations. I 
have also been provided with details of how any new planning obligation contributions could be 
made up – as advised in the email – and this is also provided for your information. 
 
Whilst any new application may seem attractive in terms of planning gain, the council should 
consider several factors that might influence the total planning gain that could be negotiated and 
moreover, the local benefit that might come from a new scheme. 

·  The owners already have a scheme in place that provides a much less figure in terms of 
planning gain and therefore will want to negotiate down to a position closer to the 
approved permission. 

·  How much of any gain from a new scheme would come locally? At least under the 
approved scheme, a total of £265K would come locally. It might be that the town could be 
worse over from a scheme negotiated under the new obligations. 

 
The Council might wish to consider areas within the structure of the new obligations where a 
local benefit can be argued and seek to promote those at this time, if a new application is 
forthcoming.. 
 
Members are asked to CONSIDER the draft proposals when supplied by Barra tt Homes 
and to consider the implications of any revised sch eme on the s106 agreement that is 
already in place. 
 
Charles Brindley 
16 March 09 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
  
----- Original Message -----  
From:  Mills, Alan  
To:  Charles Brindley  
Cc:  Lawrence, Peter  
Sent:  Wednesday, February 25, 2009 11:41 AM 
Subject:  RE: Citroen Garage Site, London Rd, Stony Stratford 
 
Charles 
Since the previous application 04/00655/FUL was submitted and approved, the Council has adopted a series of 
Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG) documents on the topics of Education, Social Infrastructure, and 
Recreation and Open Space which now form the basis of the Council's negotiations on planning obligations. This 
was done to standardise the types and amounts of contributions that will be sought from planning applications, and 
to give certainty to developers of what they are expected to contribute. 
The guidance has undergone public consultation prior to its adoption ,and is published on the Council's web site for 
all to see. 
 
Prior to the SPG, the Council would seek what was thought to be reasonably related to the development and that 
could be justified in being asked for. The types and amounts of planning gain sought would vary widely, according 
to what was thought to be needed and could be shown to be needed. In the case of 04/00655/FUL , the S106 
agreement secured 
£150,000 for community facilities (York House was the intended recipient, but this is not specified in the 
agreement) 
£ 50,000 for highway works and traffic management (extending the redway and traffic calming on London Rd were 
the items suggested) 
£ 10,000 for environmental improvements – unspecified 
£ 25,000 for public art 
£ 30,000 for the adoption of the open space on site 
£      450 for waste management (water butts , recycling bins) 
 
This worked out to about £5,899 per dwelling 
 
Since the introduction of the SPG, the Council has applied this standardised approach to all its negotiations with 
developers and, until the recent slump in the housing market, this had largely gained acceptance by the 
development industry. Given the current financial problems with house builders, many now seek to reduce S106 
costs by negotiation with the Council. 
If the full SPG amounts were to be applied to Barratts current revised scheme of 40 dwellings (not 45 as approved) 
then the total amount that the Council would seek will be £707,892 , which equates to £17,697 per dwelling. I will 
send you a breakdown of what that total would cover. You will see that there would be more money for local play , 
parks, allotments and education, all of which would  be spent within the local area. However , the community hall 
element goes down to less than £9,000, and there is no specific contribution for traffic calming .I note from a recent 
site visit that a roundabout has been installed at the junction of Coronation Rd and the redway has been extended 
as far as the garage site , so part of the works has already happened. As part of this development, a second 
roundabout with Woolrich Gardens will be required, and as part of the negotiations we could seek to extend the 
redway across the front of the garage site as far as York House. I have checked with our Highways team and am 
told that there are no current proposals to increase traffic calming on London Rd, but there is still a desire to extend 
the redway into the town centre if possible. 
 
I have already received a letter from the York House Centre treasurer regarding the potential loss of the £150,000 
for community facilities , and requesting a meeting to discuss this, and it may be appropriate that the Town Council 
is involved in any such meeting. A contribution to community facilities is a requirement of planning policy MK12, but 
was the only financial item specified in the policy. I note that this letter was also copied to yourself, Councillors and 
the Business Association 
 
At this stage , it is by no means certain that Barratts will submit a fresh planning application, and may choose to 
implement their current permission which does not expire until 29.12.2010. So they have time to allow the housing 
market to recover, and need only start the development in some small way to keep the permission valid indefinitely. 
 
One further  aspect where there was different views expressed by the Town Council  was on the design of the 
houses. Planning policy MK12 which identifies this site for development sets down 8 criteria which any 
development should comply with, item (iii) of which states 
 'development proposals should be compatible with the character of the conservation area and the existing built 
form. Design should reflect the local vernacular' 
 Council officers took the view that the new housing should reflect the terraced ,red brick and slate form of the 
houses opposite, but were criticised by the Town Council and others for not getting a more modern, landmark 



development. If Barratts do decide that they wish to submit a new planning application, then it will be important that 
a clear steer is given on what design approach is most appropriate .I would welcome the views of the Town 
Council. 
 
 
I hope that this fully explains the current Council's position , and if you think that a meeting would be helpful please 
contact me to arrange a suitable date. 
Do you feel that it is appropriate for me to send a copy of this reply to local councillors for their information 
 
Alan 
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Hello Alan 
  
I met with Neil Gibbs from Barratt Homes yesterday, following your suggestion that he should contact the TC to 
discuss amendments to approved plans for the site development. 
  
One statement that he made that caused me some concern was that any new application that was made would be 
subject to a new s106 agreement and this would be done under the general planning obligations SPG's that have 
been adopted by yourselves since permission was granted for the site development in 2005. 
  
Is this correct and does this mean that the specific local benefits included in the original s106 will be lost - most 
particularly the monies to York House and road calming on London Rd? 
  
Look forward to your early response 
  
Regards 
Charles 
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Original Message -----  
From:  Paul Bartlett  
To:  Charles Brindley  
Cc:  bartletts.stony@hotmail.co.uk  
Sent:  Wednesday, February 25, 2009 9:49 PM 
Subject:  PLanning 
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Original Message -----  
From:  Harper, John  
To:  .All Councillors ; Allen, June ; Anderson, Peter ; Astwood & Hardmead / North Crawley PC ; Bacon, Tony ; 
Barton, Craig ; Bletchley & Fenny TC ; Bow Brickhill PC ; Bradwell PC ; Broughton & MK PC ; Byrne, Tony ; 
Calverton PM ; Campbell Park PC ; Castlethorpe PC ; Cecil Macaulay ; Chicheley Parish Meeting ; CLT (Corporate 
Leadership Team) ; CLT Secretaries ; CMK PC ; CMK P'ship (Carmel Blyth) ; Community Liaison ; David Stabler ; 
Edwards, Paul ; Emberton Parish Council ; Errington, Bill ; Evans, Kellie ; Filgrave & Tyringham PM ; Fogden, Chris 
; Gayhurst PM ; Graham Mabbutt ; Gray, Clare (Bucks CC) ; Great Linford PC ; Greenhalgh, Kay ; Hanslope PC ; 
Hassanali, Alefiyah ; Haversham PC ; Haynes, Ian ; Heads of Service ; Howell, Maurice ; Hughes, Chris ; Hunt, 
Steve ; Kents Hill & Monkston PC ; Kisch, Fiona ; Lancaster MP, Lancaster ; Lathbury Parish Meeting ; Lavendon 
PC ; Lawrence, Peter ; Little Brickhill PC ; Loughton PC ; Martin, Laura ; Mayors Office (Milton Keynes Council) ; 
Moulsoe PC ; New Bradwell Parish Council ; Newport Pagnell TC ; Olney Town Council ; Peck, Andrew ; Powell-
Shedden, Miranda ; Prop, Pauline ; Ravenstone PC ; Richardson, Elizabeth (Member Services) ; Shenley Brook 
End PC ; Shenley Church End PC ; Shenton, Sandie ; Sherington PC ; Simpson PC ; Stantonbury PC ; Stoke 
Goldington PC ; Stony Stratford TC ; Walton PC ; Watson, Edith ; Wavendon PC ; West Bletchley Council ; Weston 
Underwood PC ; Woburn Sands TC ; Wolverton & Greenleys ; Woughton PC ; Bradshaw, Joe ; Brighton, Malcolm ; 
Duggan, John ; Murray, Michael ; Skelton, Francesca ; Thorogood, Peter (HS) ; Wilkinson, Simon  
Sent:  Friday, February 27, 2009 5:51 PM 
Subject:  Milton Keynes Station Square - Consultation on Improvements  
 
Milton Keynes Station Square - Consultation on Impr ovements 
 
The consultation on improvements to Station Square begins on Monday 2 March 2009 and runs until Monday 27 
April 2009. The two Options will be presented at a permanent display located in Milton Keynes Central Rail Station. 
The display will be staffed by Milton Keynes Council officers between 3.30 pm to 7.30 pm from Monday 9 March 
2009 to Friday 13 March 2009 inclusive. There will also be a display at the Transport Road Show on Thursday 26 
March and Friday 27 March 2009 in the centre:mk. 
 
Copies of the consultation leaflet and the questionnaire to make your views known are attached. 
 
Alternatively,  
 

·  you can go to the website (viewable from Monday 2 March 2009):  
 
www.milton-keynes.gov.uk/station-square  
 

·  Send an e-mail to:  
 
TransportBusinessSupport@milton-keynes.gov.uk  
 

·  Call us on MK (01908) 252146  
 

·  Write to us at:  
 
Station Square Consultation 
Freepost ANG7058 
Transport 
Civic Offices 
1 Saxon Gate East 
Milton Keynes 
MK9 3HG 
 
 
What will happen next? 
 
We need to receive your comments by Monday 27 April 2009 to ensure they are fully considered, analysed and 
reported to the Cabinet at its meeting on Tuesday 2 June 2009. The Cabinet will then decide on what scheme will 
be delivered in Station Square.     
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PLEASE REFER TO SEPARATE CONSULTATION IMPROVEMENT FILES  HERE 
 



Original Message -----  
From:  Morris, Samantha  
To:  Gerrella, Philip ; Clark, Sandra (Cllr) ; Exon, Robert ; Morris, Catriona ; Mallyon, Alan ; Brock, Debbie ; Geary, 
Peter ; Fraser, Isabella ; Tallack, Cec ; McCall, Isobel ; Klein, Mick ; Latham, Alison ; Councillor Andrew Morris 
External ; Hoyle, Donald ; Jury, Ruth ; Dransfield, Andy ; Wharton, Phil ; Carstens, Brin ; Box, Amanda ; Lloyd, Jan 
; Edwards, Reg ; O'Neill, Hannah ; Coventry, Steve (Cllr) ; Miles, Norman ; Irons, Janet ; Galloway, Mike ; Barry, 
Michael ; McCall, Douglas ; Henderson, Euan ; Henderson, Irene ; lisa.courtney@bfstc.co.uk ; clerk@bradwell-
pc.gov.uk ; bill.dawson@campbell-park.gov.uk ; parish.manager@great-linford.gov.uk ; Janet.north@lineone.net ; 
TownClerk@newport-pagnell.org.uk ; simpsonparish@tesco.net ; Office@stonystratford.gov.uk ; 
sandragrummitt@olneytowncouncil.co.uk ; clerk@westbletchleycouncil.gov.uk ; 
office@wolvertonandgreenleystowncouncil.gov.uk  
Cc:  Harrison, Paul  
Sent:  Tuesday, March 17, 2009 3:53 PM 
Subject:  Formal consultation on "school keep clear markings" 
 
Dear Council/Ward Member 

 

 

RE:     FORMAL CONSULTATION ON “SCHOOL KEEP CLEAR” MARKINGS  

 
Milton Keynes Council intends to formally consult on the proposal to make a traffic regulation order (TRO) on the 
existing “school keep clear” markings (zig-zags) outside the following schools:  
 

·  Bradwell Village Middle School   
·  Bushfield School   
·  Christ the Sower Ecumenical Primary School   
·  Drayton Park School   
·  Eaton Mill Primary School   
·  Glastonbury Thorn School   
·  Holmwood School   
·  Holne Chase Primary School   
·  Milton Keynes Preparatory School   
·  Oldbrook First School   
·  Priory Common First School   
·  Queen Eleanor Primary School   
·  Simpson Primary School   
·  Southwood Middle School   
·  St Mary and St Giles CE School   
·  St Monica’s Catholic School   
·  The Redway School   

 
The purpose of this letter is to inform you of the process involved and invite comments on the proposals. 
 
The introduction of the TRO will enable the council  to deploy parking attendants to the schools and 
enforce these restrictions by issuing penalty charg e notice’s to any vehicle that is parked on them du ring 
the operational times.  The waiting restrictions wo uld apply Monday to Friday, 8am to 6pm. 
 
The advantage of having a TRO (instead of the current arrangement) is that the responsibility for enforcing the zig-
zag lines falls on Milton Keynes Council rather than Thames Valley Police (who can only issue tickets for 
obstructing the highway).  This should lead to more regular enforcement.   
 
This consultation applies only to the school keep clear markings, any other traffic management queries you may 
have should be treated as a separate matter. 
 
What happens next?  
�  I will carry out 6 weeks Formal consultation with the schools, governors, local residents, the Parish 

Council and local ward members.   

�  Following Formal consultation I will instruct the Council’s legal department to advertise the proposals, 
which will require 3 weeks statutory consultation. 

�   During Statutory Consultation I will instruct the Council’s contractors of the works required (such as the 
statutory signing and lining requirements) 

�  If there are no complications during the consultation processes (such as strong objections) then it is 
anticipated that the waiting restriction will become enforceable in the summer holidays 2009. 



 
If you wish to make any comments/objections to the Council’s proposals outlined in this letter, then you must send 
your representation in writing by Sunday 26 th April 2009  to: The Road Safety Officer (Safer Journeys), Milton 
Keynes Council, Civic Offices, 1 Saxon Gate East, C entral Milton Keynes, MK9 3EJ or 
Samantha.Morris@milton-keynes.gov.uk  
 
I will post plans of the zig zag lines and signs for the schools in each ward/parish directly to you; this should arrive 
in the next couple of days.  
 
If you require any further clarity please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
 
Kind Regards,  
 
 
Samantha Morris 
Road Safety Officer (Safer Journeys) 
01908 252357 

Milton Keynes Council   |   Environment Directorate |   Traffic and Transport   |   Civic Offices |   1 Saxon 
Gate East  |    Milton Keynes MK9 3HN  
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