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Loughton & Great Holm Parish Council 
c/o 17, Mossdale, Heelands, Milton Keynes, MK13 7NE 
Telephone: 07779261364 Email: parish.clerk@loughtonmk-pc.gov.uk 
 

 
 
 

Monday 29th July 2013  
 
Neil Sainsbury 
Head of Urban Design and Landscape 
Milton Keynes Council 
Civic Offices 
1, Saxon Gate East 
Central Milton Keynes 
MK9 3HE  
 
Dear Mr Sainsbury 
 
Re National Bowl Development brief June 2013 
 
Thank you for inviting us to comment on the above. Please accept this letter as the 
formal comments of Loughton & Great Holm Parish Council on this document. 
 
The National Bowl is located within Loughton & Great Holm Parish. The Parish 
Council is presently consulting on a neighbourhood development plan for the whole 
Parish, including the National Bowl. An early draft has been published on the 
planning pages of the Parish Council website – and you may wish to refer to this so 
far as it touches on the Bowl.  
 
We attempted to engage with the former owners of the Bowl but they failed to 
respond to our attempts to consult them on the plan. They did not disclose that they 
were in the process of transferring ownership to MK Council. Now that MK Council 
has taken ownership, we hope that MK Council will engage with the Parish Council 
on this – and this development brief is a start in this respect. We would welcome a 
meeting to take these discussions forward and to agree a process by which these 
discussions can be continued. 
 
Section 2 : Planning policy context 
 
The brief does not refer to the Parish neighbourhood development plan which is part 
of the planning policy context. We consider it should be mentioned and discussed as 
to how it inter-relates to other policy. 
 
Section 3 : Contextual analysis 
 
The brief does not mention the fact the usage of the bowl for high profile concert 
events has significantly reduced in recent years. The site used to carry very 
significant events such as concerts by Queen, Robbie Williams, Bon Jovi, Oasis, 
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Eminem, Take That etc. This greatly boosted reputation of Milton Keynes as a centre 
of popular culture and a major pop music venue. 
 
Unfortunately however, the regularity and prominence of such events has severely 
dwindled in recent years and as part of the contextual analysis we consider that this 
change should have been noted and discussed. 
 
There ought to have also been a discussion about the reasons for this change. We 
do not think this was due to a lack of market for such events as open air pop 
concerts/festivals have mushroomed in recent years. There must be another reason 
for the downturn. 
 
We note that in licensing applications for events at the Bowl it has been evident that 
producers consider it is difficult to put on a good show at the Bowl due to overly 
restrictive licensing conditions that have been imposed on the Bowl by MK Council. 
The contextual analysis does not mention this or discuss whether this is or is not a 
fair assessment. 
 
The development brief seems to envisage a change of use for the Bowl away from a 
mainly music concert venue into what will be instead mainly a multi-sports centre. 
However, whilst the vision seems to be mainly about sports, the existing 
infrastructure of a major concert venue is also retained. This may inadvertently 
weaken the offering for both sports and as a music venue as the facility may not be 
inadequately suited to the one nor the other in attempting to cater for both – with the 
attendant compromises this would create. 
 
We have some doubts that it is appropriate for MK Council as a public local authority 
to be seeking to develop the Bowl itself as a sports/music venue. MK Council does 
not really have the expertise it needs to do this and neither does it have the 
investment available to it. We suggest that the venue might be better in private 
hands rather than developed by MK Council. In a time of national austerity where MK 
Council is having to make severe cuts to its services, we question whether MK 
Council should be investing large resources in developing an entertainment and 
sports venue, and this should really belong in the private sector. 
 
We suggest MK Council should reconsider as part of this analysis whether it may 
inadvertently have damaged the Bowl as a venue through overly restrictive licensing 
conditions. We question whether the vision should be for the Bowl as a sporting 
venue rather than primarily as a major music venue with subsidiary sporting facilities 
when not in primary use. We suggest the vision of the Bowl as primarily a music 
venue should be stated much more clearly in the document. It would appear from the 
document that the intention is that sports are the primary focus and music is not 
considered as a significant or long term use. 
 
Section 4 : Aspirations/requirements of potential users 
 
We note there are 4 users identified 

 MK and GB Cycling  

 MK Dons 

 Badminton England  
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 Concert venue 
 
In addition the site is well used by walkers (including dog walkers) runners and 
recreational/touring cyclists going from the Teardrop Lakes towards Furzton Lake 
and further down the linear park. This use should be recognised and protected. The 
path, alongside the Loughton brook is an important part of the linear park and linking 
the Teardrop Lakes to Furzton Lake and the points along the linear park beyond 
each of these. There is a risk that by severely intensifying the use of the Bowl that 
this important aspect of the Bowl is disrupted causing severe damage to the 
continuity of the linear park – a key feature which the Core Strategy aims to protect. 
 
We therefore suggest that this use is formally recognised and the development brief 
seems to protect this use by creating a transit through the Bowl in a landscaped path 
near to the brook and retaining as much trees around that as possible. The options 
culverting the brook and removing the trees should be seriously questioned as 
incompatible with this. 
 
Section 5 : Options Analysis 
 
As discussed above, we are concerned that the walker/runner usage has not been 
adequate considered and the proposals should include a protected landscape zone 
to enable this usage to continue as otherwise there will be a collision between 
intense users of the bowl and walkers/runners/cyclists transiting the linear park. The 
development should enhance the experience of walkers/runners/cyclists in opening 
up the brook and trees and encouraging wildlife/biodiversity to flourish. 
 
This problem seems worse in Option 1 and seems to improve towards Option 5. 
However the area of the brook and the path running alongside it should be enhanced 
for this use, and there should be more trees added to improve the aspect of the path 
and the experience of the linear park. The path should be wide enough to enable 
runners, walkers and cyclists to co-exist without undue risk of collisions. 
 
We are concerned that the facilities provided for the cycling track in the options 
proposed seem to involve a significant downgrade on the cycling facility and we 
suggest this is urgently reconsidered.  
 
Despite being enthusiastic about the New Badminton Centre Loughton & Great Holm 
Parish Council were somewhat baffled and highly disappointed when the MK Council 
did not listen to the Parish Council (endorsed by the vast majority of public opinion) 
in approving the development of its existing site for a housing development of 104 
new houses. Especially as this is immediately opposite Lodge Lake creating a 
sterile, inappropriately and over-intense development scheme which will destroy the 
well established rural atmosphere of the area together with the wildlife/biodiversity in 
the vicinity of the lake and in the linear park – as well as destroying or damaging the 
heritage assets. The local infrastructure can not coup with this number of new homes 
and was never included in any long term town plan to allow this. 
 
To compound this further we are also extremely dismayed that none of the s106 
contribution which ought to have been in excess of £2M is being invested in the local 
community to improve local community facilities. We understand the s.106 
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agreement has not yet been finalised so we suggest that MK Council reviews its 
position in that respect and engages in a positive dialogue with this Parish Council 
about this. We do not wish the embarrassment of having a state of the art, world 
class sports and entertainment facility at one end of our parish and extremely 
shabby, poorly funded sports and community facilities at the other end through the 
lack of our rightful dues.   
 
We hope these comments are helpful. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
Cllr Andy Sargent 
 
Chair Planning Committee 
 
Loughton & Great Holm Parish Council  
 
 
 
 


