koW Name . Detee N0RSSWONAL Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

’,

Address ..\, oo . Q0% Q-""\%:\;TQN\’\Q\W\ Garh \.':Sb!(. : BUILT

OOOOOOOO 1 \llll.....-lll
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

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

Tecd 25 NOV 2013

\r | wish to object to the proposed development on the followin rounds:
) prop P 99 1= VIRONMENT
neertn

N (a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing-
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.

N (D) 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.




N, (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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Address .. 2. 10, RATH £oAR CUELTEMHAM QLS2. . TAE ST

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)
I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: Red 25 NOV 2013

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future hbu,s' 0 NT
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is prematuré‘m ﬁ“g'lgﬁe—

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 traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




(d) | am personally affected Laenplytbiietmett by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poilution that would result from the proposed development.

(e)  Wumy 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 ... & S ER. e S Gl Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address ... 2%k OLD DA™ B SRS CTENHRPT

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

--------- L LR LRV TS O L) -

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

| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: Rt 25 NOV 2013

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housi g IRONMENT |
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature Gst 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.




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

and,
(d) | am personally affected Adeeply 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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' s PPARD .
Name 74”0 Q’QL‘)“L‘SL&"OITP}S ............ - Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address DK&NQRW&AO%& ..... CQL\ £ Pef% ..... L-D\A—k .............. —

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) %W‘—

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

9 r?el.éd"iplv 2013
S

INT |

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future ho
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is prematufe
permitted until the JCS is finalised and the big uncertainties over housing need, traffi
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 prgblems.

(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 Ropad.




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

(e) 4 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.
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Name ﬁ/rp:?/b" ettt Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/QUT

Address /a?,’%w/mé/a&?/ ..... fechhes ﬂ[m,\./aé)ﬁﬂéa bz, A3 ONE..

(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 appiication 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) I / my family great"ly 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 (Q . -‘:\\G AEED. F.er. ................................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address g/mggﬁﬁwﬁ%%.oéﬁqﬁﬁ%ﬂ%N B3 VHE

(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 gridiock 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 Rdeaplyoonesmed by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) -Sdmy 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.

OBNET COMITIEIES: v exaveenssseaseesrmssessseas s eesrs e s a s s e T s e s EE L E s s s E T eSS
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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
applicationt 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 persenaliy-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 l.ocal Green Space for its
amenity vaiue, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from Leckhampton Hill.
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ies over housing need, traffic and transport,
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(d) lam Pmaﬂyﬂm { deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and poliution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) M . | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preserving the land as a |ocal Green Space for its

amenity vaiue, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from L eckhampton Hill.

QOther comments:
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Name ...... RETER..DAMIELS . Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address .....[, KENEUD  GARDENS ... CHEACTEN HAX, .. GLOS.... ES3. QT ..

(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 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 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.
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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.
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Neme ... Cptavan  BaeserT Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address . \B EINON CAGSE, cmecedian | cis3oea .

(include, delete or modify the foliowing 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 traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

PTa




(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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..........................................................

Address .0 OS2 LS G AD, (A ECTEM AN SLTF GEQ

(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 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) | / 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 . SV C QLA M'DV\QK ........ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address ?{rgt\—(%LmelQ(‘V\V\GV\ U’\;CMHQ/\V\OV\/\ ...............

(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.

- {g) 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
(d) | am personally affectec(h*leeply 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 vaiue 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: I’(““\Q\[’f ..... e "j&\ﬁl ...... FQQQ’\M\JSZ%{

.

...... A N R OIS XA NGX L ONC RN




Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address VDS oA G Tl LAE e I N i (EWQ’S qEe

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

(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 they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




(d) lam 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 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:

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




-------- 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

tenham, 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

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 cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




both
| am.personally affected / deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
qudues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

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

amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history ?nd 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) v Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing need in
Cheltenham, this Proposed development is unnecessary. The appiication 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) v The traffic congestion created by this development together with the other Proposed developments
south of Cheltenham would create horrendoys traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning
application offers no solution to the grave traffic problems,

(c) Ve The suggestions made in the application for Preventing traffic overload ang gridiock in Church
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even jf they work they wili cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




PR
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(d) v | 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 tﬂe 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)
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 cénsus 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.

et ok et



(d} i am personally affected +deeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed deveiopment.

(e} Ifmy 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, tandscape, wildlife, history and impact on views from L eckhampton Hill.
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NAME .S AR B2 558, Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address .%.. AOWILSE. .. ComsS. (EXHAYWTOA....&53 . .QAla....

{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 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 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.
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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:

) 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.



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

/ (e) I Amy family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made

g the land as a Local Green Space for its

mpact on views from Leckhampton Hill.

in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Plan for preservin
amenity value, footpaths, landscape, wildlife, history and i
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OFFICIAL VISIT: Rt Hon Georgé Osborne MP, Chan

Maidment at the Echo offices

celfor of the Exchequer, meets political reporter Jack

What hope when even Chancellor's views fall on deaf ears?

GEORGE Osbhorne, Chancellor of
the Exchequer, visited the Chel-
tenham area on April 30 and called
in to see the Echo staff.

Political reporter Jack Maid-
ment carried out an interview
with him, during which Mr Os-
borne made the following state-
ment:

“We absolutely want to protect
the greenbelt, but we aiso want to
make sure that people who grow
up in the towns and villages of
Gloucestershire have a chance of

living in the place they grew up,
and they aren’t going to if there
aren’t homes for them to live in
and house prices price them out of
the market and they can't get a
mortgage.

“We are trying to make sure that
more hotmnes are built, hut they are
built in the appropriate spaces, not
in the greenbelt or in the parts of
our countryside that are the most
beautiful,”

As Jack put in his article, Geo-
rge Osborne was trying to placate

angry campaigners who believed
the coalition government had de-
clared war on the countryside
with its plans to liberalise ‘plan-
ning law to boost house building.

Why haven't Cheltenham Bor-
ough Council officers, counciliors
and members of the JCS team
taken any notice of one of the most
powerful men in Britain when he
makes a statement like this to a
reporter in Cheltenham?

Jr
Cheltenham
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( meMIKS JACHKE T [ToT o~ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
(' ddress /KEQ’ZG:‘\‘WE/LECKH’AM] rand, CHEC ENHANM,

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

(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 properiy 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 traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

[ MEREE o TH AL 0F THE f?—ﬁ«:u:’:’J AND oVER THE @@E
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d Adeeply concerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic

/ ' (d) | am personally aifecte
gueues and Eollutlon fhat would result from the proposed development.
reatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made

\/ (e) | Amy family g
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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OFFICIAL VISIT: Rt Hon George Osborne MP, Chancellor of the Exchequer, meets political reporter Jack
Maidment at the Echo offices

What hope when even Chancellor's views fall on deaf ears?

GEORGE Qshorne, Chancellor of
the Exchequer, visited the Chel-
tenharn area on April 30 and called
in to see the Echo staff.

Political reporter Jack Maid-
ment carried out an interview
with him, during which Mr Os-
borne made the following state-
ment;:

“We absolutely want to protect
the gresnbelt, but we also want to
make sure that people who grow
up in the towns and villages of
Gloucestershire have a chance of

living in the place they grew up,
and they aren’t going to if there
aren’t homes for them to live in
and house prices price them out of
the market and they can’t get a
mortgage.

“We are trying to make sure that
more homes are built, but they are
built in the appropriate spaces, not
in the greenbelt or in the parts of
our countryside that are the most
beautiful ”

As Jack put in his article, Geo-
rge Osborne was trying to placate

angry campaigners who believed
the coalition government had de-
clared war on the countryside
with its plans to liberalise plan-
ning law to boost house building.

Why haven’t Cheltenham Bor-
ough Council officers, councillors
and members of the JCS tfeam
taken any notice of one of the most
powerful men in Britain when he
makes a statement like this to a
reporter in Cheltenham?

JP
Cheltenham

addresses must be supplied but can be excluded on request at the editor's discretion. Email:
acho.lettersglosmedia.co.uk Qur postal adtress is: Latters, Gloucestershira Echo, Third Fioor, St
quare, Chelfenharm, GL50 3PR. Foliow Kavan Blackadder on Twitter
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTUNE 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




BUILT Mr & Mrs A Webb
red 27 NOV 2013 46 Merlin Way
Cheltenham
ENVIRONMENT GL53 0LU
20 November 2013
CBC Planning
Municipal Offices
Cheltenham
GL50 95A

Your Ref: 13/01605/0UT
Dear Sir/Madam,
We wish to object to the proposed development of 650 houses on several counts:-

e We believe it is inadvisable to allow such an application given that the JCS has not been
agreed upon and may change from its current draft form. This planning application may not
be needed at all or may not fit well with the final strategy.

e The figures for housing needs in the JCS are contentious and we believe they are higher than
necessary, a view which we understand to be supported by figures from the ONS. Further to
that, any homes already built and permitted since the first issue of the JCS at Up Hatherley
should be deducted from whatever is determined as the total requirement. Given these
factors, this development is very likely not needed and should not be allowed at this time.

e We do not think sufficient consideration has been given to the traffic problems likely to be
caused by the development, particularly on the A46 inwards from the A417 and roads off it,
including Leckhampton Lane and Church Road. We believe Church Road is already beyond its
capacity and adding further traffic would cause serious problems. Only a week or s0 agoon a
relatively quiet afternoon we observed traffic having to back up just because a couple of
transit-sized vans were trying to pass in opposite directions.

¢ We are alarmed to learn that traffic pollution already exceeds permitted EU permitted levels
near the A46 junction with Moorend Park Road and at times in Church Road. The latter is
particularly worrisome due to the nearby Primary School and the potential harm to pupils.

e We remain unconvinced that the developer’s flood prevention is adequate due to the ponds
being well below the water table.

e We believe infrastructure should come first in development so that a chaotic and
unsatisfactory situation does not arise where housing is built without the proper support in
place. This particularly applies to schooling and traffic management, as mentioned above.

o The area affected is adjacent to an Area Of Outstanding Naturai Beauty and we feel that the
development will unnecessarily detract from that.

Yours faithfully,

Dl £ K ekt

Arthur & Kathy Webb



1, Kenelm Gardens,

Cheltenham,

Glos. GL33 0JW

21 November 2013

Tel: 01242 230331

E-mail: peter-daniels@bluevonder.co.uk

ENVIROM VIENT

J.C.S Team,,
Municipal Offices,
Cheltenham,

Glos. GL50 9SA

Dear Group Leader,
I'lodge my objections to planning application 13/01605/QUT

Firstly the number of homes in the Cheltenham area has been vastly over estimated.
The number of persons inhabiting each house in the Cheltenham area which has been
dropping and is currently 2.2 people per a house is about to start increasing which a
censis taken in 4 years time would indicate. These harsher financial conditions will
lead to more people living in each house as the population becomes less affluent.
Immediately in the vicinity of my house people living on their own have just died or
are not expected to live more than 2 years. About a year after their death the house
remains empty and the in most cases a family of 4 move into the house.

Housing for young people usually means that they have a family and within 3 years,
at least 4 people live in the house.

The result in 7 years time wil be 2.3 or even 2.4 people to a house.

The number of jobs in the Cheltenham area has been falling and I see no signs of it
increasing in the near future. Thus the position of these homes is wrong for people
working in Bristol or the Midlands, One solution is to have some of this housing near
Sharpness or nearer the Motorway with the infrastructure for schools and most
importantly roads and an improved link road onto the motorway to the north west of
Cheltenham.

The infor structure of roads etc must be included in any large development as it is in
Cambridgeshire with their track for the bus.

The need for new homes around Cheltenham in the period of consideration will
probably be about 9,000 and should not be built on the Leckhampton fields, a green
belt area right next to a Cotswold Heritage area of outstanding beauty.

I am very concerned with both the flooding risk on the Leckhampton site, on which
practical experience will proof the water pools will prove totally inadequate when
water pours of the Cotswold escarpment- the fields which I walk through are
completely waterlogged after a heavy wet storm and the water table is very high so
that any ponds are half full before the flooding from the escarpment.

Any local walker will confirm this.

The road system is already completely inadequate to take the existing traffic at busy
times and a new road system will require to be in place before additional houses are
built on this site.



I am already in danger of a motor accident when I leave my home in Kenelm
Gardens and turn right towards Brockworth as the road to the left is full of standing
traffic at Moorend Park Road traffic l;ights and completely obscures traffic coming
out of Cheltenham. Please don’t allow this new development- I don’t wish to add to
the death or serious accident list on this road in the future.

I also sufter from the pollution at the rush hour time in the morning and also in the
early evening with standing traffic belching out fumes.

At such times I already develop a chesty cough and it will become far worse if you
allow this development to proceed.

I also am a keen walker and try not to use my car by starting and/or ending my walks
through the Leckhampton fields- often using the bus to get to one end of my walk.

Trusting that you will make a full re-appraisal of the costs involved in the
infrastructure such as roads required before you start granting planning permission.
Houses near to peoples place of work and schools are essential in this modern world.
Please turn down the planning permission at this stage on Leckhampton fields until
the overall housing project for the whole of Gloucestershire is properly reviewed as
Cheltenham currently is a small area and has the short end of the stick.

Yours sincerely

b= Sopdb

Peter Daniels —



It is very important to respond on the proposed development. You can . ’

M -~ For B
Name M"S£/<Kf7/ ................................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

A€ =R R Tl R L33 0722
Address 147/)/Lt.f’htﬁ'!"'/d)§ ............... R E Lt RD

(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 r
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must notbe
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 overlo
Road are tenuous. They are likely to promote accidents and even if they wotk they
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

iduke big t
ks 7 6 NOV 2013
|ENVIRONMENT




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
queuss 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: ¢4 &%AWW/C@ . .... o0 oo eefhorrpilom Kol 45 aniionee #22
LA v ’ .
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.........................................
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Name ....J! (:'\*-‘I{‘&‘@VL:—/MQ ................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

. — >

Address .&5.,.Q@m@y..@u.@.,.mm{&ucVC Gl E

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) M@m 1 '}v' n"( .
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.

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.

\)p)/ 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 wor i i ffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

w72 6§ NOV 2013
ENVIRONMENT




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

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:

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

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



Name ... MR R NS A e e Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address SRUPPETTS gl CRRAETTS. LA, HELKHACLOTON, UG TSAMATL Ol a%T

(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 they wild¢guperbig traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

ret 76 NOV 7013

ENVIRONMENT




(d} | ampersonaily-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.

L0 (1= o o 113111 T=1 01 £ U

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

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



AddressleM{;b; LEQ‘C%&Q“Y\Q oM QH.’EL‘(_E'B\)

A AL EEEEEER EEE SIS SRR PIOAEE J S At Fen
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

I wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: wed 26 NOV 2013

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future h gusin
Cheltenham, this proposed development is un necessary. The application is prematurk Hnd-m
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 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) | / my family greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation. | strongly support the case made
in the LWWH and Shurdington Concept Pian 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: WVEM%W#MS@J ..................
gecaaman prten EL Soeon. s Ar A ad ok

ML&CKWPW\% Wt M‘Qﬂ_gxfmn.ﬂ-_«j .......

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

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

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

/
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........................................................................................................................................



i (a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future honiﬁaiﬁéﬁﬁﬁhNM ENT

J

’ _

Name Hﬂ .q-..H.ﬂS—....R. .~..\AJO.L.‘SI."E NCR.QF’T Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address .6 g ANDERCLEE. . ANE. ... . CHELTE Nﬂﬁﬂg’ﬁ“s‘ﬁ%ﬁ%—

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

j."i;'cd 2
{ wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: | 6 NOV 2013

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 they will cause big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.




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

/te) 4/ 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.

OHNET COMITIENES: +eeeeeeeerressennnuseeisesssaareaarees oo ee b e e e e s e rat e e e EE b L s eea e st o T bR s e s e e
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........................................................................................................................................
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Name ... [ROF K&V PEATTIE o Ref: Planning Applicatiom T30 TRySpHT ]

Address ..b6...CAMTALY COUAT, [0 THELLIEN G LovE . CM&TéMM%ﬁﬁ, f'?L.Ef. %Oﬁf'ﬁ’?%t?,
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) - _
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: el e ONMENT

(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.




(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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e = = = = = m=mmme=mmmemacoeoeesmesamesessmeeasmesasesmacamemamessmensssnseossonneseens
Name ... F ["" /’%j M’éd ........................ Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address /S CA/I/T%U'«\/ V\/A'i)( WM&D EN /‘-//LL‘ S ———

sstacssrssmEEtTesEte RN R RS REREE R A .....-.....n....“......./.............................. ...........: .......... B[TILT
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate)

Racd
t wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds: : 26 Nov 2013

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housing needinO N
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and mustn
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.




ammsmEmmEEREETEREER RS R PR ARARSEEE TSRS EE NS A A AR AETAAASATASSTERSEEEEasACaararanra e aee e R RPN E R PT T AR E e s

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

(e) We+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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---------------------------------------

Address .. ©...NOURSE CIDSE ,  LECKHAMPTON  CHELTENH

e I R A

Reed 2B
(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) NOV- 2013

[ wish to object to the proposed development on the foliowing grounds: L ENVIRCNMENT

(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 homrendous 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.




T L -

' (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) A/ 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: {Sfm%a/)pos&im)dw@(ﬂﬂmal%%ﬂwd‘&m@ﬁ
el and. charade. . Lowidd be. dartmgd.... ... 6. Papased. b, greated
o butdk... T tanbir. 8] kot Bk, ... deNRAReL... prip @AM Fo ...
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S % O TR § D M4 PSP Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address ... Newrzs... Close . ek gt ClaedCn hama

(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 houst
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) I 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 forits
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.................................................................

(include, delete or modify the following statements as appropriate) %’—-5 > QH%‘
| 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 igy w YT caube big traffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

res 7 6 NOV 2013
ENVIRONMENT|




(d) | am personally affectedoﬁﬂeeply 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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Leckhampton with Warden Hill 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 Hill (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 Planning), 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 . M& 9. WALe. G & . SmAt- - Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT
Address uatmmrmm‘?w*cnéﬂa

(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 futur
Cheltenham, this proposed development is unnecessary. The application is premature and must nof 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.



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 levels 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
poliution 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 [ater
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

W s
(d) Lam personatty-affeeted / 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 MELARS P RRYARS

.................................................................... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address .G )... COUABLTON. CANEL COENTEMAM GLSR.ADY

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

il e I e =g~y ity

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 they will ca
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Red 27 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) 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.
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gly support the case made



(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 ig 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 probiems,

{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 f ig fraffic
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Reed 27 NOV 2013
LENVIRONME T |
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(d) | am personally aj{gctadnkdeeply 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.
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Name .../ ﬁlfflﬁxj}va&w ........................... Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

: g D - I
Address ....[0 6. M LIrend (VK. foﬁd/ WA ‘-"’&'f"l"'[‘"” v f’é éLBEIETﬁI ..
include, delete or modify the following statements as appro riate I
( bt 9 Ppropriate) ket 27 NOV 2013
| wish to object to the proposed development on the following grounds:
(@)  Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on fut ; ! T

(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) | / 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.

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

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



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

|
el 27 NOV 2013

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

(a) Given the evidence from the 2011 census and ONS projections on future housifI NEEON MENT
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 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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........................................................................................................................................



17 The Lanes,
Leckhampton,
CHELTENHAM
Glos

GL53 6PU

26" November 2013

Dear Sirs,
REFERENCE: PLANNING APPLICATION 13/01605/0UT
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
needs 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 needs, traffic management, 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 even greater
horrendous traffic queues in the peak periods. The planning application offers no
solution to this grave problem. The traffic on the A46 is static in both directions
in both rush hours at the moment. This is made even worse when the A417 is
closed due accidents on Crickley Hill and the M5 closed due to accidents.

C. The suggestions to prevent overload and gridlock in Church Road are ridiculous
and move the problem to Moorend Park Road and other residential streets in the
near area which include a junior school.

D. My family would be affected by the health and accident risks from the traffic

. queyes and pollution that would result from increased traffic flows.
E. My family and I greatly value the Leckhampton fields for recreation, I 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. 1 use
the footpaths most days for exercise and to walk into Cheltenham.

F. The plan does take in the need for more primary and secondary school places as
Bournside and Balcarras are both currently full and additionally Balcarras has no
further land on which to expand.

G. 1believe that no one has sat down and objectively estimated the housing needs of
Cheltenham and have erred on the safe side of massive overestimation of the
number of homes required. At the moment I cannot guess which employers can
or will move into the area, and where in the area, to provide jobs to add value to
the economy. The only jobs to be created will be to service a growing population.

Yours Faithfully,

T H Bence
JCS Team, .
Municipal Offices,

CHELTENHAM, -
GL50 9SA
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17 The Lanes,
Leckhampton,
CHELTENHAM
Glos

GL53 OPU

26" November 2013

Dear Sirs,

REFERENCE: PLANNING APPLICATION 13/01605/0UT

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

A.

amo 0

o

The traffic on the A46 is static in both directions in both rush hours at the moment.
This is made even worse when the A417 is closed due accidents on Crickley Hill and
the M5 closed due to accidents.

The suggestions to prevent overtoad and gridlock in Church Road are ridiculous and
move the problem to Moorend Park Road and other residential streets in the near area
which include Leckhampton School.

There are many examples of wildlife in fields around the area which would be
destroyed if this development went ahead.

The local farmer would lose all his land from which he produces local meat products.
This area is vital for its open spaces where we exercise and dog walk.

The proposal is to build large family houses when there is a need for smaller
properties/ flats for the elderly.

Bournside and Balcarras schools are full with the latter unable to expand as there is
no land on which to expand.

Yours Faithfully,

b M

E L Bence

JCS Team,
Municipal Offices,
CHELTENHAM,
GL50 9SA



Cheltenham & Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign

Please reply to:

BUILT John Mailows,

Red 27 NOV 2013 63 Shurdington Road,
CHELTENHAM GL53 01G

ENVIRONMENT Tel: 01242 235072

E-mail: secretary @cyclecheltenham.org.uk

Planning Department (ref 13/01605/0UT)
Cheltenham Borough Council

Municipal Offices

Promenade

Cheltenham

GL50 9SA

My reference P9/017 22nd November 2013
Dear Sir or Madam,

Planning application 13/01605/0UT
Kidnappers Lane, Leckhampton

We have the following observations to make on this proposed development,

1. We acknowledge and support the proposal for two new traffic signal junctions
on Shurdington Road, the northern one of these being for exit from the
development by buses and cycles only (where both modes should share the
carriageway). This form of junction control will best assist cycling movements to
and from the development and by controiling vehicular movements at these places
will enhance safety.

2. We are concerned about the lack of a direct connection between the
development and Woodlands Road as the latter road has considerable potential to
provide good, low-traffic cycling routes, suitable for a broad range of people
cycling, to a wide area of western Cheltenham, including GCHQ, the railway
station, Bournside school, Morrison's supermarket and library in Caernarvon Road
and local shops and services in Woodlands Road itself. However, the present right
turns into and out of Woodlands Road are difficult for many people and are likely
to be the weak link that deters them from cycling. We believe that this junction
needs to be controlled at least for journeys between the development and

Cheltenham and Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign aims to improve conditions
and encourage cycling.

Chair Andre Curtis
Sec. John Mallows
ECF European Cyclists” Federation

EUNSPNSCAEE RADFALIES REEBAND » FEDERETVN FUMPSCHNE DES CYCLICIE ol

e federation of cycling campaigns
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Woodlands Road but preferably in a way that also improves cycle access between
Shurdington Road and Warden Hill more generally.

3. The development will extend the urban area of Cheltenham outwards on both
sides of Shurdingten Road and should increase the use of this road by pedestrians
and cyclists, including children. In these circumstances and given the relatively
narrow widths of both carriageway and footways along Shurdington Road, the 30
mph speed limit should also be extended, preferably to and including the
roundabout junction with Up Hatherley Way.

4. Within the development it should not be necessary to provide separate facilities
for cyclists (other than cycle parking), except perhaps through open space and
parks and to provide cycle/pedestrian only links to surrounding roads. Certainly
there should not be shared-use footways alongside roads as the roads should be
designed to contain vehicle speeds and thus be suitable for sharing by cyclists of
all kinds and ages. If and where paths for cycling are to be provided, they should
be built as full-standard cycie tracks at carriageway level, with particuiar attention
to sightlines.

5. All dwellings within the development should be required to provide cycle
parking for residents and visitors. For dwellings without garages, high-security,
covered cycle parking facilities should be provided close to main entrances, where
they are at least as convenient to access as parking for cars.

6. We understand that an area-wide cycle audit has been carried out for this
development. It should be used to inform the wider changes necessary to
maximise cycle use by the new residents.
Yours sincerely,

% M Cetrd =x 3
John Mallows

Secretary, Cheltenham & Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign

Cheltenham and Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign aims to improve conditions
and encourage cycling.

Chair Andre Curtis
8ec. John Mallows
ECF European Cyclists’ Federation

EUGSMIICIEY RADAEEN VEBLANG * FERCRAT N EAOPLAMY D5 COCLISTES wbk

The federation of cyeling campaigns
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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 thgy will caygg pig '
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.
Recd 28 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. | 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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Address ... 20, TAWESWOOD 2D, WALDEN iy

(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 property 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
increases elsewhere, such as in Moorend Park Road.

Rcd 28 NOV 2013

ENVIRGNMENT
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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
~ inthe 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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Comments & Observations on 650 House Application on Leckhampton Green Fields
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Name /??MMMW Ref. 13/01605/0UT
Address \RQPQCMJMAQRW@L\@ A~
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Red 28 NOV 2003 |
PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON OUTLINE PLANNING APPLICATIDN \KIDNAPRERS ~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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Name L\&ﬁ&fﬁ%
Address ... 2AZ- D\O.ATH- L0, (o ETentam




Name o S T e, Ref: Planning Application 13/01605/0UT

Address 2 Ce~rty (wRT Mrorstlellel cove cuécrc,@um Lifo 2%xA_

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

(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
sauth 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 gridlockId ¢Hurch
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. 4 79 Nov 2013
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(d) | am personally affected / deeply-eencerned by the health and accident risks from the traffic
queues and pollution that would result from the proposed development.

(e) | / try 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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