

NEWPORT PAGNELL TOWN COUNCIL

TOWN PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
WORKING GROUP
Minutes of the meeting held on
Wednesday 5th February 2025 at 8.00pm, using Zoom conferencing facilities 
Present: Cllrs Anne Butler, Ian Carman, Scott Humphries, Mark Lombardo, Diane Kitchen, and Phil Winsor (Chairman), and Abi Bassett (Deputy Clerk).
ITEM 1 FEB 2025/TPM:   
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

There were no apologies for absence.
ITEM 2 FEB 2025/TPM:
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

There were no declarations of interest made.
ITEM 3 FEB 2025/TPM:   
QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 minutes per person. Maximum of 20 minutes subject to Chairman’s discretion)

There were no questions or statements from members of the public
ITEM 4 FEB 2025/TPM:
PLANNING APPLICATIONS
4.1 The Working Group considered the following planning applications and made the appropriate
representations to Milton Keynes City Council Planning Department:

PLN/2024/2745 Variation of condition 19 (Strategic Highway Infrastructure) seeking to increase the

number of homes that can be occupied prior to completion of strategic highway infrastructure
from 250 to 500 (relating to permission ref. 21/00999/OUTEIS for Hybrid planning application
encompassing: (i) outline element (with all matters reserved) for a large-scale mixed-use urban
extension (creating a new community) comprising residential development; employment including
business, general industry and storage/distribution uses; a secondary school and primary schools; a
community hub containing a range of commercial and community uses, a new linear park along the
River Ouzel corridor; open space and linked amenities; new redways, access roads and associated
highways improvements: associated infrastructure works; demolition of existing structures and (ii)
detailed element for strategic highway and multi-modal transport infrastructure, including new road
and redway extensions; a new bridge over the M1 motorway; a new bridge over the River Ouzel,
works to the Tongwell Street corridor between Tongwell roundabout and Pineham roundabout
including new bridge over the River Ouzel, alignment alterations to A509 and Newport Road; and
associated utilities, earthworks and drainage works) EIA development at Milton Keynes East, Land
East and West of A509 London Road. The Working Group objected to this application in the strongest

possible terms. This appears to be a case of the developer “kicking the can” down the road, and is not
what was agreed to. The closure of the A509 and its delayed reopening, plus associated road works
and traffic diversions are already causing untold frustration to residents and businesses alike, and the
roads that are open are congested and are struggling to cope with the capacity.  This must not be
allowed to continue any longer than absolutely necessary, and the Working Group cannot stress
enough how strongly it is in opposition to this proposal. The working group request that this

application is determined by the DCC, and not under delegated authority.
PLN/2025/0059 Loft conversion with dormer to the rear elevation at 20A Carroll Close. The working
group made no comments or objections to this application. The working group made no comments or

objections to this application.
PLN/2025/0081 Approval of details required by condition 3 (Surface water run off) of permission ref.
24/01465/FULM at 124 High Street. The working group made no comments or objections to this

application.

PLN/2025/0102 Proposed erection of first floor and single storey front extensions, first floor and single
storey rear extensions and minor elevational changes at 31 Richmond Way. The Working Group
objected to this application as the proposed alterations would constitute an overdevelopment of the

site and is out of keeping with neighbouring properties. The proposed development would a negative

visual impact on the street scene. The working group request that this application is determined by the

DCC.
PLN/2025/0091 The erection of a two storey front extension and part single, part two-storey side
extension with associated landscape and drainage works at 32 Richmond Way. The working group

made no comments or objections to this application.
4.2 The working group received the updated schedule of planning decisions comparing TPEM's representations against MKCC decisions. 
ITEM 5 FEB 2025/TPM:
LICENSING APPLICATIONS

To consider the following application(s) and make the appropriate representations to Milton

Keynes City Council Licensing Department:
Renewal application for MSJ Ice Cream Services (Reg FJ69UYA Fresh Whip) for 1 ice

cream van to trade Boroughwide for the following times:  Monday to Sunday 15:30 to 17.30. The working

group made no comments or objections to this application.

ITEM 6 FEB 2025/TPM:
GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED REFORMS TO THE

NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWROK (NPPF)
The Working Group received, for information only, a consultation outcome paper detailing the
Government’s response to the proposed reforms to the NPPF and other changes to the planning system.
Items of specific interest are:

· Grey belt proposals.  It seems that the concept of use and identification of Grey Belt land will indeed become a feature of all local plans. 
· Acceptance that green belt land with good transport links, for example near a train station, can
be prioritised over grey belt or brownfield sites.
· Increases in social housing to 50%. 

All the above will be relevant to the preparation of Neighbourhood Plan V4. 

ITEM 7 FEB 2025/TPM:
CONSULTATION ON 20MPH ZONES IN NEWPORT PAGNELL
The Working Group received a consultation invite from Milton Keynes Council regarding the proposed 20mph zones in Newport Pagnell. After some discussion, the Working Group agreed to object to this proposal, citing the following reasons:
· MKCC have provided no evidence or rationale to support this proposal.

· There is no evidence to suggest that motorists who do not observe a 30mph limit are going to adhere to a 20mph limit. The most recent death on Marsh end road was caused by a driver that was found to be under the influence of drugs when his car hit a cyclist. This was not a speeding issue. 
· Lack of enforcement. There seems little sense in imposing a rule that can/will rarely be enforced.

· Lack of consultation. MKCC should have consulted residents and Councils before this point. 

· The proposed areas all seem to be within the conservation area, and not on roads that have a speeding problem. What is the rationale for choosing some streets and not others?
· There is no information provided as to what a 20mph limit will mean in terms of other traffic calming measures (speed humps, sleeping policemen, etc).

There being no other business to discuss, the meeting closed at 8.20pm
Page 2 of 2

