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MK FUTURES 2050 
COMMENTS FROM POTTERSPURY PARISH COUNCIL 

 
We have read with interest, and frankly alarm, the Milton Keynes Futures 2050 document and 
the accompanying evidence.  
 
Please note that the name of our village is spelt ‘Potterspury’. We feel that it is insulting not to 
get the name of our village correct and this error is symptomatic of the lack of attention to 
detail that permeates this document. We realise that this is a long-term strategic consultation 
but in areas that are important to our community this manuscript presents proposals that 
indicate a clear lack of adequate research. 
 
We recognise that the long-term economic implications of the Coronavirus crisis may affect 
these proposals. Nevertheless, we have responded to the plans as set out in the January 2020 
document. 
 
General Comments 
Reiterated throughout the document are ambitions to ‘make our great city greater’. As is 
evident, Potterspury is not part of Milton Keynes or even the South-East and our village has no 
wish to become part of the city. We believe that the long-term plans, notably for what is 
designated the North-West Expansion Area will be detrimental to quality of life and 
environment of south Northamptonshire. Sadly, plans to improve Milton Keynes in this context 
would have quite the opposite effect on Potterspury and the surrounding rural area. 
 
Context 
Potterspury is an historic village of some 1,500 inhabitants located two miles north of Stony 
Stratford and five miles south of Towcester alongside the Roman Watling Street (A5). Since 
2011 the village population has increased by 11% and the Parish Council’s vision for the village 
can be seen in the Parish Plan published in 2014. 
 
We are not aware of any plans under development at South Northamptonshire Council for 
substantial development or infrastructure projects in our parish. We are therefore baffled as to 
the reasoning behind this proposal to extend the city boundary across county and regional 
borders. 
 
Proposed Northern MK Growth Area 
Proposals to expand the city north into Northamptonshire are unacceptable. The plans show 
new housing development on a footprint south of Potterspury which is twice the size of the 
existing village. We believe that this conflicts not only with our parish plan, but also with the 
spatial vision of South Northamptonshire Council’s Local Plan. 
(https://www.southnorthants.gov.uk/info/37/planning-policy/355/local-plan-part-1) 

https://potterspurypc.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/potterspury-parish-plan-2014.pdf
https://www.southnorthants.gov.uk/info/37/planning-policy/355/local-plan-part-1
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Mass Rapid Transit Scheme/Park and Ride 
Proposals to locate this large-scale facility within or bordering our parish boundaries seem crazy. 
While the village has suffered from increasing traffic flow along the A5 in recent years, this plan 
simply focuses traffic on our village. Hundreds of cars arriving locally to park in what is currently 
is valuable agricultural land is unacceptable. You should note that, unlike your researchers, we 
have been able, via a simple internet search, to determine the agricultural land classification for 
the area concerned. Between Yardley Gobion, Cosgrove and Potterspury land is either Grade 2 
(good quality) or Grade 3 (moderate to good quality). 
 
It also clear that you are unaware that the proposed park and ride facilities and their 
connections will decimate the site of the historic village of Furtho 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Furtho). The medieval deserted village has a long history which 
may be examined in detail in British History Online (https://www.british-
history.ac.uk/vch/northants/vol5/pp127-142). What remains of the village consists of two 
Grade II* listed buildings, St Bartholomew’s church and a dovecote, both of which have been 
extensively renovated at public expense and are located in an attractive quiet rural setting that 
would be destroyed by these proposals.  
 
As the Growth Options Assessment admits on page 120, ‘The A5 runs through the Option area 
and would be a localized source of air and noise pollution’. Bizarrely, the summary in the next 
line states ‘there are no specific issues relating to air quality within the area’. 
 
Furthermore, it appears on page 46 of the Draft Strategy that the proposed housing 
development south of Potterspury, with all the attendant vehicles, has been proposed almost to 
answer the need to construct the rapid transit scheme and the park and ride service. 
‘Development within South Northamptonshire to the north west of Stony Stratford could help 
to support infrastructure schemes to relieve pressure on the A5, perhaps with a park and ride 
service to further encourage more sustainable forms of transport.’ 
 
How is building more houses simply to support a park and ride scheme a form of responsible 
and sustainable development? 
 
Quality of the mapping and the ability for local residents to respond 
We are sorry to say that the quality of the maps reproduced for this consultation gave us 
problems in understanding exactly what you propose – although they are clear enough for us to 
recognise that you wish to urbanise the fringes of village and the treasured rural landscape 
between Potterspury and Cosgrove.  
 
Potterspury is but a small segment on your maps and despite modern technology it has been 
difficult for us to accurately assess some of developments proposed for our parish because of 
poor labelling. In particular, a red line on a map representing some form of connection between 
nodes needs to be properly identified since it could be a path, cycleway, road or even a rapid 
transit link.  This type of mapping is usually associated with the deliberately vague planning 
proposals submitted by ‘no-win no-fee’ property lawyers, not by Milton Keynes Council. 
 
Conclusion 
We are adamantly opposed to the proposals as they relate to Potterspury since the arguments 
for a North-West expansion appear to be misguided and based on poor evidence. They would 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Furtho
https://www.british-history.ac.uk/vch/northants/vol5/pp127-142
https://www.british-history.ac.uk/vch/northants/vol5/pp127-142
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bring no benefits to our community and would destroy the rural nature of our village and some 
of its important historic surroundings.  
 
 

Dr Steve Parkin 
Chair  
 
Judith Millidge 
Vice-Chair 


