Address QRT@.«E&,\&MDQQL—O%{\E ....... Gr w53 OD .

..................................................

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
i wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overloa

Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they wor they
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

h
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(d) | am personally affested / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my-famity greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space forits
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big tr:
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. BUILT l
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(d) | am perserally-affected deeply concerned by the heaith and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) W my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hilt.

OB GO o none e eeneesoereuesaesasausasenssnesborssanrasannssasnsansnoanessshtsnsiananesannssassnnnsaeninenstsetseanss
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Address \&FﬁﬂmQToﬁmENS(TH’E RESDINGS...., CHELTENOM

---------------

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) QLS| LLS
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridiock in Church
Road are tenuqus. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work t i i
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. BUILT
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(d) | am persenally afferted / deepiy concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
Queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development,

(e) ' my family greatfly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

OET COMMENS: ottt

........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................



Name .Y i é[////// e/ / .............................. Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/QUT

Address/7q[—?(émm/¢/z"/)m ..... ( A()//()/%M ..... GLESQ/f/)

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work t ey wi ;
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

—— B
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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S B e Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address 2. wenELn LA YeNe G LSS0 TW
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
i wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload a
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work t
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

idlock in Church

fed 18 NOV 2013
ENVIRONMENT




-------------------------------------------------------------------

(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) I/ my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

.........................................................................................................................
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Name NH’W&"") \> [ol Css fou T

..................................................... Reference: JCS Cbnsultation

dress WU TEBENM  COTTHEE. CELK HANACTIN. LTS, ..

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) LHAUTONCTIN QL s !

(a) In accordance with the NPPF, the JCS must objectively estimate the housing need for Chelt@nhé{r%><
and not exaggerate it. Where there is uncertainty the JCS must use the iower figure and keep land in
reserve to respond flexibly if the housing need should turn out to be larger. The JCS must not risk
allowing building on the green belt and the Leckhampton fields and then finding foo late that this building
was not necessary to meet the actual housing need.

(b) in accordance with the NPPF, the JCS must properly address the need for building a strong,
competitive economy and must contain a genuine and realistic plan for fostering employment growth and

for the transport and other infrastructure needed to support this.

(c) In accordance with the NPPF, the JCS must promote sustainable transport. The housing
developments currently proposed in south Chelienham would have a devastatipg
completely break the transport system. This is utterly unacceptable.

Red 18 NOV 2043
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(d) I am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would resuit from the currently proposed developments.

(e) | am deeply concerned over future schooling and the danger that the proposed developments will
leave &gy / many children without local schools.

Other comments:




Name N & AV Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address L\)HITE.QG'Y}'W\QOTMGJLQKHMPWMNQSYLU&NQ Tond

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

AR WG

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

() The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Red 18 NOV 2013
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(d) | am personally affected / deepty-eencermed by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) “Ef my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Name /jcgj nacad disill I Otz 4. Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address . s A28k %ﬂ%gw&ﬂi/é/ﬂ/&olg

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

{c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload an
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work thdy will cause ig traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. -[w 18 NOV 2013
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{d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) I / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. 1 strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the iand as a Local Green Space forits

Other comments: I




R

------------

{(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the currently proposed developments.

(e) | am deeply concerned over future schooling and the danger that the proposed developments will
leave my / many children without local schools.

Other comments: mjxgww’éﬂ(—d niPvan. b
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Name . RAR.. .. GREENY Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address . UL IADRINGTON  CLOSE, LEZIHPmo TN, CHETEWHAM o =<2 oA+

...................................................

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheitenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock iB@Mh
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffi
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Ret 18 NOV 2013
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) 1 / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Name . YAYs . N.EM2.GREEN ..o, Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/QUT

Address ). -IPDNGTIOR, CLOSE | LELEHANLTON. . CHETENHAM. . GLS2 ORH
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlockmﬂch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big trﬁﬁ?
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. =t 19 NO




(d) | am persenattyaffacted / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) 1/ my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTLINE PLANNING APPLICATION KIDNAPPERS LANE
13/01605/0UT - Official End Date 18" OCTOBER (BUT probably to January 2014)

Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields
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To: Adam White, Planning Department, Tewkesbury Borough Council.
CBC Planning, Municipal Offices, Cheltenham.
JCS Team, Municipal Offices, Cheltenham.

Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields
Comments & Observations on the Joint Core Strategy, 33,000 houses te 2031

AdB Air Quality
The surge in popularity of cycling is evident on the A46 Shurdington road. Also prominent are the

joggers. These "green” minority road users are increasing and their vulnerability places an obligation
on planners. Moderate to strenuous exercise requires an abundance of unpolluted air and in heavy
traffic this is increasingly scarce. At slow traffic speeds a cyclist is trapped in air that is of poorer
guality than that typically monitored at the roadside. The deterioration of air quality along the A46
carridor is already of concern; additional vehicles channelled into theAd46 can only aggravate the

problem. The policy of developing green fields is abhorrent but when it may be at the expense of
jeopardising the health of those who are contributing most in reducing pollution it appears criminal.
There is no alternative route for cyclists.

Mr Pat Alexander has already been told (Meeting of Special Meeting (Joint Core Strategy), Council,
Thursday, 5th September, 2013 2.30 pm (ltem 8):

“The Local Transport Plan requires developers to assess the impact of their proposals in terms of air
quality and noise, and to mitigate any anticipated effects. There is no evidence (a) that atmospheric
pollution from development in this area will breach national thresholds or (b) that any atmospheric
pollution potentially arising that may breach national thresholds cannot be mitigated”.

This reply from a Cabinet Member should be a warning that unless pollution is treated seriously an
environmental catastrophe awaits. Leaving aside the ambiguity of “no evidence” (the public would
prefer positive evidence that there is no risk to health) the statements validity is restricted to local
developments. Local pollution levels are a synergy of diverse factors, many beyond the local area and
therefore control that are difficult to quantify and as a result pollution levels are more likely to
increase. Itis disingenuous to state that iocal housing development wiit not increase poliution leveis
as many developers would like to claim; how on earth does pollution arise in the first place if not from
a myriad of “local” developments? Neither is it clear if the poliution from developments includes that
generated through the associated vehicles, concentrated into a confined carridor that is already
obnoxious at times.

The Leader's postponement to answering Mr Alexanders supplementary question on how part (b)
might be implemented is understandable. The answer will be awaited eagerly in in many areas
suffering the same plight. The data providing this “no evidence” for part (a) and (b) hopefully will be
available for scrutiny.

As part (a) is poorly defined perhaps evidence that is crucial to the debate could be provided? The
poliution along the A46 Shurdington road is the cumulative contribution from all proposed JCS local
developments on top of that from cutside the JCS area. The effect of traffic congestion at peak hours
and race meetings are probably well researched and there is a wealth of data on the effect of pollution
on cancers, respiratory and heart problems. The reply to Mr Alexander’s question indicates a worrying
sense of a lack of expertise being brought to bear on a serious health issue. Air quality should be
measure in still air conditions at peak traffic at near standstill at the position where air is inhaled.
Residents along the roadside have a different problem with longer terms of exposure at reduced
concentration which will require a different assessment. Where there are health issues the public
need assurance from the environmental health department and not from a property developer.

Itis up to the JCS architects to ensure there is sufficient slack to absorb stresses from regional
changes and not just parochial developments; contingency plans need to be articulated. It is noted
that national thresholds are cited but as a member of the EU more stringent thresholds may apply.

Liability

An important issue arises. Should a cyclist or group of cyclists, with the assistance of one of the
powerful cycling organisations seek redress, and succeed, in the right to clean air, for example
through the European Court of Human Rights, just who would be held to account? Individual officials



or the Council? The former would hopefully absolve the taxpayer from costs whereas the latter would
not. With air quality having already fallen shart of European standards any legal defence looks weak.
Legislation removing the shield of collective responsibility so that individuals can be held to account
might focus minds more acutely. Those planning officials that are confident that local developments
will not result in deterioration in air quality should have no problem in insuring against litigation and
those officials that harbour doubts are able to preserve their integrity. Possible fines for breaking EU
pollution levels should also fall on officials rather than the taxpayer.

Qutlook

The A46 Shurdington road is an obvious restriction to future local developments unless a radical
restructuring of the road system along this corridor is envisaged. It would appear that the limit of
congestion has been reached if not exceeded. The one “green” solution to A48 traffic pollution that
does not involve massive disruption that fits well into renewable energy policies would arouse public
opposition far exceeding any plans for housing deveiopment on green fields.

There appears to be a lack of long term planning at all levels regarding sustainable growth.
Disastrous national immigration and energy policies together with an opportunistic attempt to boost
the economy have made planning for the future a tremendous challenge. The JCS is looking at
housing developments over the next few decades but the consequences of this policy for the years
beyond this are not considered; descendants of new housing schemes will, in their turn, want more
houses but this is deferred as somebody else’s problem. Engineers concemed with controlling
systems have developed the concept of feedback whereby the demand to a system is modified by
some function of the output; positive feedback augments the input whereas negative feedback
reduces it. Time derivatives of the output are incorporated to improve stability. Applied to housing
demand the political class need not worry too much about the magnitude of the initial feedback but
they must learn to get the sign right. The politicians need a lesson in system stability.

The JCS needs the courage to question the national demands being made for housing that may, long
term, be insatiable and grasp the opportunity to lead planning authorities in achieving a sustainable
future. The public mood suggests support for a stand against national diktats and a move to localism
so frequently advocated but rarely countenanced.

S.M.St Leger Searle
12 Justicia Way

Up Hatherley
Cheltenham

GL51 3YH

10" November 2013



(include,' delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted untit the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning

application offers no solution to the grave traffic

problems.

(¢).- The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gri:{l&:k in BRUGA
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic

increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

‘
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concermned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) Memy family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. 1 strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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1. ‘

In London the Council refused to reveal the number of homes given to
foreigners. London let 376,000 - 400,000 homes to foreigners, costing the tax
payer £62,000.

How many of the JCS homes will be for Cheltenham, Gloucester, Tewkesbury
families?

2.

A Traffic survey shows that if all the homes proposed by the JCS are built,
traffic would queue on the A.46 beyond the A.417 to the M5. It could take one
hour to travel from Cheltenham to the A.417.

The RAC say 2.6 million families have 4 cars or more (not the 1.6 cars per
family estimated by the JCS). Rising by 31.5 per cent by 2020, would Warden
Hil become a rat run and parking lot for the new homes across the road?

3.

Hayden Lane - would we be prepared to drink sewerage water? Thames Water
supplies 3.5 million homes. In London they face a deficit of 125 million litres
per day. Their estimate by 2020 is that Thames Water will have a 16% deficit,
leaving 2.2 million people short of water. Already around Reading and Oxford
people are drinking recycled sewerage water.

What are you doing about this as we have only one sewerage plant in
Gloucestershire which flooded in 20077

4l

Cancer Research UK has reported that harmful fumes from cars could result in
223,000 deaths globally every year through car poliution.

What will you do about the health of the residents of Cheitenham?
5.

We are already running short on gas and electricity supplies and have been
warned to expect possible "black outs" in 2014. Has this all been taken into
consideration? '

6.

Our children will face debt, unemployment, flood, drought, storms, and
massive immigration on a scale not so far seen in this country. Is the answer



to concrete over our glorious green fields and countryside? The Conservative
manifesto promised we will put neighbourhoods in charge of planning and
development, so listen to us. This must not be solved at the expense of our

children and grandchildren's heritage.

! pray they are up to the challenge ahead.

R
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Name ..8B3... MOREES . ARHAT T v, Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address ... 3 2. . MOORENR. .. BARK..BAA D e B O Y e,
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

v'(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

+(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

. (€) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and ridlock%@%%ch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they ill cause'mg trm
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Red 19
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v (d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the heaith and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: ...... ‘E'«}L}?quﬂv.— adondid. 2hnn.. daeds MM Lrverddinsy... ome
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Address ... 21 Fiefoke MWINVE  LECKHAMPron CHELIENHAM G533 Gz

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheitenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gri¢llock in BhU&H
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Rod 19 NOV 2013

‘ | ENVIRONMENT




Ban
(d) l-am=personaly-affeeted / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my-famity greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: 7 oo A Avad  Low Al cedieod o
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Name /V&%ﬁwy ...... s iAMS Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address I?ql»wkkwl?m . R«mo/ e Chratdershnsid.

{(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

...................................

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and cther infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overloa

&
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. i 19 NOV 2013
. Rec

|
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(d) I am personally affectéd / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) My family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be

/ permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
/ south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock isnOtukch
l/ Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. pee 19 NOV 2013

rVIRONMENT |




/ (d) | am personally affectedgdeeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) Mt my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation, | strongly support the case made
/ in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: ..... %ﬁMfM@JﬁO/JMMW/M}QﬁKMM
M%M ..... WW&&’@’%&M%}%M&W
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Name ... ¥l th SSUAC LI AD Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address %b MCQ . QE—*’“SB S-( ¢ CV\E\(TEMW + C&\EEC:EV\— .

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following gro
(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections

Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,

schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

unds:
on future housing need in

[

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning

application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock inﬁﬁm

Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if the
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

y work they will cause big traffic
2qcd 19 NOV 2013

ENVIRONMENT




(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) I / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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........................................................................................................................................



Name ... ‘g@\/ =¥,
Address 7{7(@ AL
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
ermitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,

p
lschooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous fraffic queues in the peak periods. The planning

application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.
(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and g

ridlock iBERLtLH

Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic

increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Red 19 NOV 2013

ENVIRONMENT
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|

(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | /' my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from l.eckhampton Hill.

Other comments:

................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................




Name . l:’] ] 2L ff\/ﬁl’h«l(ﬂ’] . Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address .L..(: m,dm.v..@wdau ...... CL%L (ZTAN VTV, -

(include, delete or modify the following statements as approprlate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be

permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
Echooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
outh of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c)  The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridiock inl8Ialkch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they wil! cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Red 13 NOV 2013

ENVIRONMENT




(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that wouid resuit from the proposed development.

(e) 1/ my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

18T el 11131 1
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........................................................................................................................................



Namebmw’l%fuyké ............................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address 67 ,“\B“VQ\@\[ ‘D&J\Qf DG\ J,LGCHWYVYE(\/\ e Cl L'E?g ..... CL—L’\

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in

heltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
ermitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
{schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved. ‘.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments ‘\{
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

{c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridiock inBIRLFCH
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. wi 19 NOV 2013

SN
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) 1/ my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments:

................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................



Name ..... I/M/Lf.. f%wﬁu ................................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address 67, /LWE.&I.@P@VE M,C 6@[«.&&&”1@0&1&‘«55(’&,{7‘

(include, delete or modify the following statements aé appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be

7 permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

‘i (b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems,

Bra® e

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church

Road are tenuous. They are likely fo promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would resuit from the proposed development.

(e) i / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

T GO NS, ..ttt ittt ittt et e et tesssansnransnnanneessossesnnnancnssssssnsnnnersnsssssstsssessnssossesssssseinssns

........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
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........................................................................................................................................



Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address b?,mOOVC‘\d\.%\\C_(\ZDC\A,LQLH\UWF&W\JLlL-'ig OLb

{include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,

' schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

{c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gfdiock irBLHItdh

Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they wjll cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Red 19 NOV 2043
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) i / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: ‘b@r&ﬁn{iﬁlz\%ﬂ}@&bt m\a\ ..... B e.bVH\EQV\
lau.\}C).\......@LL.NWM{RM..i‘dkf&....Y.’)MQ..D&Q!Q...CE\&:\/EL@.Y!@.{... .....

........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................



Name 20@3'171:52 ....................................... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

e 64 Moorenn, Tark R Cravmnemd . GhS3 P %

.................................................................................. Conar e ensranverndesvanrorerrinnaacnes
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridiocl in Chucch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work théy will c34EH bilj traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Red 2 0 NOV 2013
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(d) [ am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. 1 strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments:

................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................
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Name ... C-SARE L NILLIANME Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Agdress L e WARDEN, PLIG ROAD. CHe L TEN HAM SreSgoiit =

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

:R od
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds; =i 20 NOV 2013

(@)  Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future hbOEHRGNNTRNT |
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The pianning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

S MR S LT s B
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Name %QI’\W‘“ ................... .......................... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0QUT
6. M U L93 owE

..........................................................................................................................

(include, delete or modify the followmg statements as appropriate)

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
eltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
outh of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

@ The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
d are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will BalEebig traffi
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

=t 20 NOv 2013
{ ENVIRONMENT
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| am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
guéues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

e) I / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
i the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Name ... R 8 S AR I e, Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

------------------------------------------------

{(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltentham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overloa
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they worl they w use big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Red 20 NOV 2013

| ENVIRONDMENT |
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

OO GO S +nenenins s e v e ssenesaetnsastsnsansanasessnsetsatastassesssassssnssnsanessmeaossstsstssissasntinrsesnnssnras
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M

schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendouys traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

Red 20 NOV 2013
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------------------------------------

(d) | am personally affected Ldeepiy concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic d
queues and llution that wauld result from the pro osed,development. f‘@ a'tT-I o G OSARN
s _ap ACo N g e v(‘ésﬁ}w 2 et j

(e) | greatly value the Leckhampton fie for recreation. | strongly support the case made

in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

...................................................................................................




(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work ghey wil
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.
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(d)  |am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks 1 S traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) 1/ my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.




Y

Address
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

{b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload[and gncﬁqg:ni‘rrﬁChurch-
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big tra
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Red 20 NOV 2013
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(d) | am perscnaty-affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) kmy family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

conFinued.... éﬁ’\‘iﬁb{' ......

........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................




e mmmeessvmsoessnEoITITTETIITITTIITITITTT

,hM

Name M(fMFWﬂVKH ................................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address TR-E“MAW}LEZ.KV V.. kfols... Skuk pweToN  CLS! GFW. ...

...................................................

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
{ wish to object fo the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

{c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridiock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work th i i
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. : T

Reed 20 NOV 2013
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(d dam personally affected Ldeeply concered-

by the health and accident risks from the traffic
Gueues and pollution that would resuit from the proposed development.
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Address..oz/ Pacfelocle s /M /éélgf' §L§O @) O

.............................................. e e AR L T e,
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections ort future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gri in Church

Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they|will cauB&HilgTraffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. !

Red 20 NOV 2013
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(d) l.am-persorally-affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) -+ my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTLINE PLANNING APPLlCATILHN&IﬁMﬂSTqANE
13/01605/0UT - Official End Date 18" OCTOBER (BUT probably to January 2014)

Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields




PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTLINE PLANNING APPLICATION KIDNAPPERS LANE
13/01605/0UT - Official End Date 18" OCTOBER (BUT probably to January 2014)

Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields

...... va/ . @awcm%f“l
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Name B NPV Al Ref. 13/01605/0UT
Address  ..=%. ‘E' 7‘/./QIM‘AQA/ ..................... el 20 NOV. 201
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Dr S Pratt Portland Practice

Dr C Burgess St Paul's Medical Centre
Dr W Miles 121 Swindon Road
Dr S Davies Cheltenham
Dr A Owen ] BUILT Glos
Dr G Kamathia ; GL50 4DP
Dr M Stokoe Recd 20 NOV 2013

Dr M Crisp 01242 215020
Dr N Martyn L ENVIRONMENT

NP Sarah Gallagher
Practice Manager: Laurella Parffrey

Hatherley Branch Surgery, Glebe Farm Court, Up Hatherley, Cheltenham, Glos GL51 3EB 01242 864890
14th November 2013

Planning Team

Cheltenham Borough Council
Municipal Offices
Promenade

Cheltenham

Glos GL50 9SA

Dear Sir

Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/QUT

The partners of Portland and Hatherley Surgeries would like to register their objections to the proposed
developments.

There is, and will not be, adequate infrastructure to support the proposed developments.

Local doctors' surgeries are already extremely busy. No provision has been made for the immense influx of
additional patients with which such proposed developments would flood the local area.

Hatherley Surgery is already bursting at the seams. All usable physical space is used and we are already hot-
desking. There is simply no physical space left within the building to cater for the huge numbers of new patients
who would be introduced to the area.

The 'new GP surgery' shown in the plans for the Leckhampton fields merely represents the relocation of an
existing surgery to a different site.

We have made our concerns very clear to the developers, both at the Leckhampton Forum and at separate
meetings, but the developers have utterly failed to provide any solution to the problems their proposals would
cause,

We strongly object to the proposed developments.

Yours faithfully

L2y

Dr S F Pratt and Partners
Portland Practice & Hatherley Surgery
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary, The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload an gridlocﬁu%rch
Road are fenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will %ause l%ig Hﬁ\&ﬁc
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Rl 21 NO
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) I / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hiil.

Other comments: .
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) &LSR oPr
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheitenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload aftd gridlo%y%wlghurch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work thay wil%a%bigﬂt@fﬁc
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. {Reod

t} ENVIRQNMENT




(d) | am persenally-affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my-farmily-greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future h
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




------

----------------------------

(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / myfarmily greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: ......... Qb. . M)dﬂ. o




Name D(ANﬂﬁbgﬁKTS ............................... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address [G?) LEC’KHAM(TON E—OA—D CH‘EC'—{:/UNAM

......................................................... /--.-.n-..--.-..o..--.--....--..-.. Resan ..B.UTL.—T.--.---a .
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

f wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on futuydHedi ,
Cheitenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

{c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridiock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big fraffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: A@E . THP& .. ()RO fﬂEﬁ . H’OUQE S..Gonds. s @E e
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Name ...... N/‘f‘g MMO% ................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address %Cg/ ......... WWWQ‘%¢WW@—@7L ....... BUILT....

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) Rt 7 1 NOV 2013
| wish to object to the proposed developrnent on the following grounds:

ENVIRONMENT

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing n
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overioad and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




e

(d) | am personally affected ¥ deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Name MK-MELNC:“L”?QﬁWWN% ........ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address . 7. VIU%R;MSG—/CJ L53onN0. [T BULLTF- ...

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds);

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on fUTUrE MOTSTIG-RE6.
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the heaith and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development,

(e) I / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wiidlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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report warns that towns where traffic prevents people commuting will drive jobs away.
It is very important to respond on the proposed development. You can use this tear off slip if you wish

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) res 71 NOV 2013
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: IENVIRONMENT

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




Over 94% of people were opposed or strongly opposed to the proposed devélopment'.-

It is very important to respond on the proposed development. You can use this tear off slip if you wish

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

{e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTLINE PLANNING APPLICATION KIDNAPPERS LANE
13/01605/0UT - Official End Date 18" OCTOBER (BUT probably to January 2014)

Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTLINE PLANNING APPLICATION KIDNAPPERS LANE
13/01605/0UT - Official End Date 18" OCTOBER (BUT probably to January 2014)

Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields
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L.eckhampton with Warden Hil! Parish Council

PUBLIC CONSULTATIONS ON THE DRAFT JOINT CORE STRATEGY AND ON
A PROPOSAL FOR 650 NEW HOMES ON THE LECKHAMPTON FIELDS

The Gloucester-Cheltenham-Tewkesbury Joint Core Strategy has been opened a second time
for public consultation. Even if you responded to the first consultation in 2012, it is important to
respond again. You are also invited to respond on the planning application submitted by Bovis
and Miller Homes to build 650 new homes on the Leckhampton fields.

PUBLIC MEETING ON PLANNING APPLICATION FOR 650 NEW HOMES

Leckhampton with Warden Hiil (LWWH) Parish Council is holding a PUBLIC MEETING on
WEDNESDAY 27 NOVEMBER at 7.30 pm at LECKHAMPTON PRIMARY SCHOOL. Tracey
Crews (Cheltenham Borough Council Director of Pianning), Craig Hemphill (Planning Officer)
and Mark Power from Gloucestershire Highways will be attending to answer questions and hear
your views. All local residents, whether or not in the Parish, are invited.

MAIN OBJECTIONS TO THE PLANNING APPLICATION

1. The JCS may have greatly over-estimated how many new homes are needed

The JCS estimates that 10,800 new homes are needed in Cheltenham between now and 2031. It
proposes building 6699 of these on greenfield sites - 1075 in Leckhampton, 795 between
Chargrove Lane and Up Hatherley Way and 4829 in north-west Cheltenham. However, the
government Office of National Statistics estimates that only 6070 new homes are needed.

Based on the ONS figures, there is no need to build on the Leckhampton fields.

2. Traffic queue on A46

We already have long traffic queues on the A46. Expert analysis predicts that the 1075 new
homes proposed in Leckhampton plus 1548 also proposed in Brockworth would make the
morning A46 traffic queue over 3 miles long. It could take over an hour to commute into
Cheltenham. And this does not include the other 795 homes proposed. A recent government
report warns that towns where traffic prevents people commuting will drive jobs away.

It is very important to respond on the proposed development. You can use this tear off slip if you wish

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Name .......... R L, Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Ct NwO0! LOSE  LFCHAMPTON  GLS el
Address ........ 2 ....... 4 QR ........ C 0) ..... (‘ ........ B L »J ......... AP BUIET
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

t wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: kel 21 NOV 2013

Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housingdRAIRONMENT

Cheitenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

\,(.b)/ The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(e} The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




3. Traffic congestion in Church Road

The developers recognise that it is essential to prevent any substantial increase in the peak time
traffic in Church Road, which is close to gridlock. Their suggested solution is to partially close
Leckhampton Lane and to close Kidnappers Lane; then to make a tortuous route through the
new development to hopefully discourage through traffic between the A46 and Church Road. Not
only is this liable to cause many accidents but also it will substantially increase traffic ievels on
Moorend Park Road.

4, Traffic pollution from the A46 traffic queue and in Church Road

A new government report says that traffic pollution poses a serious health risk. Stationary and
slow moving traffic causes the most pollution. Measurements by the Borough Council show that
pollution levels already exceed EU-permitted limits near the A46 junction with Moorend Park
Road. Pollution in Church Road has exceeded EU-permitted limits in winter.

5. Risk of flooding

The developers’ flood prevention and drainage plan uses balancing ponds to capture run-off from
the proposed development. Many of these ponds will be deep and well below the water table. So
they might partially fill with water and would then not have sufficient capacity. The development
could also affect underground water flows under the A46 into Warden Hill. The developers
believe it should all work fine but they cannot be absolutely sure.

6. Lack of sufficient school places

The proposed development includes a new primary school, but this would not be built until a later
stage in the development. In the meantime there would be no primary provision for the first 300
or so homes. For secondary schooling, Balcarras and Bournside are always over-subscribed.
They are both academies and cannot be forced to expand. Balcarras has insufficient land to
expand anyway. At the JCS public consultation event on 19 October, the JCS team could give no
answer on secondary schooling to concerned residents.

7. The strong public opposition to development

The findings from the public surveys conducted by LWWH Parish Council at the exhibitions held
by the developers showed very strong opposition to development on the Leckhampton fields.
Over 94% of people were opposed or strongly opposed to the proposed development.

it is very important to respond on the proposed development. You can use this tear off slip if you wish

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

\/fd)/ | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

e} | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its

amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Joint Core Strategy Team
Municipal Offices
Promenade

Cheltenham

Glos

GL50 9SA

10" November 2013

Dear Sirs,
Re: Application 13/01605/0UT
Please accept this letter of objection in relation to the above proposal.

The whole infrastructure within this area will be unable to deal with the additional
properties being constructed.

Traffic along the Shurdington Road is already at a stand still at rush hour going
towards Brockworth and the Bath Road. There are no big employers in Cheltenham
anymore so people will be commuting out of town.

The risk of being flooded again is certainly only a matter of time. The ficlds at the
rear and side of Brizen Farm and land between Chargrove Lane and Up Hatherley
Way are already sodden. In parts the water is 3-4 inches deep.

I went to the consultation in December 2012 at the Hatherley & Reddings Cricket
Club. A question was raised about the calculations used for the drainage and where
the water course would run to. I was horrified to find out the calculations used did not
include the rainfall for the years 2007-2012. T asked the representative if he had taken
a walk over the fields (after heavy rainfall) to see how much water was sitting and
running oft the land. Sadly his reply was no!

Another question was asked about the continuous blocked drain situated on the A46
Shurdington Road in front of the Shurdington sign and by Brizen playing field and the
public footpath going into Brizen field. The reply received was ‘we don’t know where
that drain runs to, can’t find out’. So, once the houses are constructed and water needs
to go through the drains and they are blocked the water will obviously find its lowest
point and flood.

I would also like to point out that as we all know the recent predicted storms at the
end of October 2013 caused great concern and the Meteorologists issued severe
weather warnings. I walked along the Shurdington Road on Sunday 27" October 2013
and personally cleared the drains from mud, leaves and debris to ensure as much



water could run into the drain. Kidnappers Lane was also is a terrible condition.
Surely the local council should have had the relevant vehicles out clearing and

sweeping up? There had certainly been enough hype about the weather for at least a
week beforechand!!

The schools are already over subscribed so where will the new residents obtain their
education?

Has anyone taken into consideration the 2 new developments already recently
constructed at Manor Farm and Cheltenham Green within a 1-2 Mile radius? The

number of excess cars from these estates, people and general pressure in
infrastructure?

Yours faithfully,

Mrs J Walter

7 Tayberry Grove
Up Hatherley
Cheltenham

Glos

GL51 3WF



(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Red 22 NOV 2013

ENVIRONMENT




{d) | am personaliy-affeeted/ deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | { say-family. greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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/Name /l/ligbtjlg/ﬁ/zé’e .................... Ref: Planning Applicati;:n 13/01 605;’0U(‘Iéll”’___f.éﬂijd3
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(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

BUILT
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future ho gzr?ee'&% 2013
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is prematgre an E‘NT
permitied until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, tra '
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other‘proposed developments

south of Cheltenham would create homrendous traffic queues in the peak periodg. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems. /\,/9{ /zwz A 4«/ MW

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church : ; '
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
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(d) | am personally affeeted-/ deeply concerned by the health and aczfﬁent risks from the traffic
ueues and pollution that would result from the proposed development. %ﬁ
q po prop p pﬂlfwaw Wi 22‘:_‘ é;
(e) I / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case mdde

in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhamp}r,‘cipt

Other comments: .



(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
1 wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock infQhgrch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. ed 22 NOV 2013

ENVIRONMENT




(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: .. WER DERM . Hild.. HAS. . And AGE NG, LoPUCRTION. e,
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Name .CNR. & MRS ENVB L e Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address .\3... T A eSSl vRRTEN. B, SHE- TSN, GLeS., GLSL. 3D W
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
appilication offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gfidlock igCHErEh
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they wiill cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. red 22 NOV 2013

ENVIRONMENT
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would resuit from the proposed development.

(e) 1 my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: Qw\aﬂwmwmm P\L\-\a




(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
| wish to object to the pProposed development on the following grounds:
(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in

permitted untii the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved. -

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendovus traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in BhiJf
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. G NOV 2013
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. 1 strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the 1and as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: LT HE... CopMcit.. .4 GREL ... TOo .. Y SOTUTTSTT
E’Eﬁm&wﬂéwwﬂﬂdﬁ-ﬁﬂs ....... GreEr. .
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Name .Y \(3% . 2 O @Q ......................... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/QUT
Address %OCQH?@&\g@sa\kpl(\r@"l%—f:@—‘*f‘ ...... St e @‘]
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) “ s Swr 7T -

I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b} The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Reed 22 NOV 2013
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it is very important to respond on the proposed development. You can use this tear off slip if you wish

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

...............................................................................................
........................................................................
..................................................................

...........................................................
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Name {Z).8i. AniD.. o An. Trto MEQedo Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address] RECTOES .. LECKHANIY | HILL, CHELTENHAM . GLS2 TRG-.

................... LA LR LRI -4 . 3 b N P e sy

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:
(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in

Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport

schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resoived.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gri N
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Rt 22 NOV 2013
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(d) |-am-parsonaliy-effected / deeply concerned by the heaith and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) [my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the 1and as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildiife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other comments: ....... (;)Q 73 f/{m e vEs &«LW

.............................

....................................................




I wish to object to the Proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permiited until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would Create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work ey will
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

$€ big traffj
Red 22 NOV 2013
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) AFmy family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space forits
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

Other COMMENES: ..vveerrerrrmmarmrsrmessssesess e
S, ot SChealing... Ls.....ax.....ﬁm( ........ CONGELM e ereeenens
...... oite . Baleans Cné‘li?}QJf‘f\SLL*&d(w@uﬁs
...... .. Swhescals.

........................................................................................................................................
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........................................................................................................................................




Name . Eondan. 0. o Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address ?..—ﬁ\f.)"r\&\‘\)'—-é A\ ’?\V\(.-M\\’-ﬁ a.mm

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) ‘
I wish to object to the Proposed development on the following grounds: W22 NOV 2013

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future hodsﬁgqﬁg i)
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature-a e

NT

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other Proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would Ccreate horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. Thg planning _
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems. Ceeple v Ab Oedetd” hona vode "

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous, They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. Nz v Yo \olar Shents,

T~ - E\ (U.f\\u\) (A e U{\\\M\g\ﬂr\ & Ck}yeﬁ (l.) O Moj/‘bu& g\f \}\\(} -y
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the heaith and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would resuit from the proposed development.

(e) ki my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

S S
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Name ..AANDREN, UNDERDOWN.... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address .1, BARNCIELS, BLAKSTONE ELXE QL0 IP., LITTE BOUUR, LAV, oS OIL

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

{(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenrham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they Usp fiic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. !

lm 22 Nov 2013
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(d) | am peescriEsHested / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) ilﬂﬁy family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

O T GO IS .ot vnt s ene et sesaassaesnenranransessantaneansssannennreanmsmetsitssssianntonsossssnasntanesrnsstnatessastsnens

MY COmey HAVE. ENIOJED. AND. BEEN . EWVRICHED,  BY THE.  LECKHAMECTON

...................................................................................................................................

......................................................................................................
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........................ e Cerl> L Reft Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address [{vn-’éfuﬁﬁ ....... cwose, C Ht—t'?éptl' et G153 .92 ...

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate}
{ wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and gridlock |
Road are tenuous. They are likely 10 promote accidents and even if they work they Tli" caudsbid thaffic

increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.
ped 22 NOV 2013
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{d) | am personally affected Fdﬁep'l?-znnemned-by the health and accident rigks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) ’@my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hili.

......................................................................................................................
........................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................



Address ... WHITLEX.COY. &x..wc.xczm.ﬁam..&q...c&kELIaAJ.zmn,..QTéS?s..gﬁf
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds.

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved. ' -

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments

south of Cheitenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

rid|

{(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overioad and i
il causB Bid tHaffic

Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they
increase re, such as in Moorend Park Road.
———— -

Red 22 NOV 2013
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(d) | am persenally-affeeted / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would resuit from the proposed development.

(e) | / my-faraily greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space for its
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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Other comments: .../ IKLP(MW@HMWG\W ..... g

places, nit. st ol
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MANY PROBLEMS ARE Gong To B CREATED

THINK TRIROUGH ALL TEHS VERY CAREFU, v



Name .......°\. uJ\_ Q.wm\ A A Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address .\78 X(\\W + (‘\W&QN&V‘. v Q,\:%Q\M’\\’\\’\N\ . Q/\'L 2 S 8 E\l

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

{a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must not be
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffic and transport,
schooling and other infrastructure have been properly resolved.

(b) The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems.

(c) The suggestions made in the application for preventing traffic overload and g:’lufock mOhurch
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they work they Will cause big traffic

increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road. wd 22 NOV 2013
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a Local Green Space forits
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

O DIEE COMIMIEIES: e veesrrerserrersarssss s s eaeserea e nn s e e ar s e e aaaaaaaa et s s a b b L s e r e s st st
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