
AYLESBURY VALE DISTRICT COUNCIL 
Department of Planning, Property and Construction Services 
Please ask for: Mr M Thomson 
Direct Line: (01296) 585431 
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16 April 2003 
 
Bernie Lyons 
The Planning Inspectorate (Development Plans Division) 
Temple Quay House 
2 The Square 
Temple Quay 
BRISTOL  BS1 6PN 
 
By e-mail and post 
 
Dear Bernie 
 
Aylesbury Vale District Local Plan 
 
I am writing regarding Part 2 of the Report prepared by Mr Beasley following the Inquiry into 
objections on the above plan. 
 
We are very grateful to Mr Beasley for his thorough report, and I am pleased to report that we 
have only identified two issues on which we would like to ask for clarification, as follows. 
 

1. Newton Longville Brickworks site, the subject of AVDLP policies RA.44 and RA.45, 
to which section 11.36 of Mr Beasley’s Report refers.  The recommendation is based 
on the assumption that none of the development site falls within Aylesbury Vale 
District; however, a small part of the site does extend across the Milton Keynes 
boundary.  It is understandable that Mr Beasley has come to this assumption, as we 
have now found that the site is not explicitly marked on the Proposals Maps, but is 
only shown as being land excluded from the proposed Strategic Gap between Newton 
Longville village and the MK boundary.  The nature of the objections did not lead us 
to identify this error on the proposals maps, nor were any plans submitted in evidence 
on this site that could have informed the Inspector.  With regard to this site, therefore, 
we would ask Mr Beasley to clarify his conclusions given the understanding that a 
small part of the site is, indeed, within the District. 

 
2. Pitstone Development site, to which section 12.66 of Mr Beasley’s report refers.  We 

would request clarification of the following points: 
• that the “land beyond that already identified”, which the Inspector suggests should 

not form part of the development in 12.66.8, refers to the former quarry areas, and 
does not refer to the land put forward in the consultation referred to in 12.66.5-6 
(i.e. the waste transfer depot site and the land between the former cement works 
site and Pitstone village); 
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• that, consistent with the recommendation in 12.66.10 to insert the new policy put 
forward by the Council in the proposed changes etc listed, the recommendation in 
12.66.11 seeks the identification on the Proposals Maps of the “Pitstone 
Development Area” (i.e. comprising the former cement works site, the waste 
transfer depot site and the land between the works site and the village, known as 
the Hawkins’/Parish land) on the Proposals Map partly as a mixed-use commitment 
and partly as an allocation for mixed-use development including an additional 175 
houses. 

 
I trust that this is in order.  I would be grateful if you would confirm when a response to these 
questions can be expected.  Should you have any query that you wish to discuss with me prior 
to passing on this letter to the Inspector, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Martin Dalby 
Plans Team Leader 
 


