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FOR THE ATTENTION OF DAVID COX – CASE OFFICER 

PLANNING APPLICATION 20/03641/OUT No. 2003641/OUT 

Land South of White Horse Business Park Trowbridge Wilts 

We are writing to express our objections to the above Outline Planning Application.

We would emphasise that North Bradley Parish Council has developed the "North Bradley Neighbourhood Plan" which has, we understand, achieved the Regulation 16 stage. To ignore this and allow the outline application on this site would, we believe, be contrary to the National Policy Planning Framework (NPPF).

North Bradley is a large village as defined in the Wiltshire Council Policy Documents. The policy states that "Development at Large and Small Villages will be limited to that needed to help meet the housing needs of settlements and to improve employment opportunities, services and facilities". The recent Housing Needs Survey identified need from only 10 respondents. There is no compelling need for further employment in the parish given the proximity of the local trading estates and Trowbridge generally.

We strongly believe that North Bradley should only be required to provide housing to meet its own needs in accordance with Council Policy because other areas have suitable potential sites to meet their needs. The separation from other settlements and maintenance of greenspace is crucial to prevent total urbanisation and loss of individual character and amalgamation of North Bradley into Trowbridge itself. For these reasons we support the development of the small sites already within the village boundary and totally oppose this proposal which is clearly only part of much larger aspirations.

We strongly believe that new developments should first be directed towards brownfield and infill sites. Within Trowbridge there are several such sites that would be more appropriate for Wiltshire Council and developers to explore. Furthermore these are where housing demand exists now and into the future and would better meet the quest for sustainability. 

Development of greenfield sites is, of course, an easier and more profitable option than infill and brownfield sites where access, housing density and remediation works make these sites less attractive. However, once a rural greenfield site is lost to development, it is lost forever. We understand that Government is promoting the development of brownfield areas and therefore these issues should be strongly pursued by Wiltshire Council in preference to allowing the development of greenfield sites. This would have the added advantage of improving both the appearance and amenity within our dilapidated town centres. Not only would this improve the townscape but also provide easier resident access to shops, amenities, leisure facilities, public transport and other local services as well as reducing the impact on traffic flows and pollution by reducing the need for vehicle journeys.

We believe that what is required is more joined-up thinking and robust local governance to ensure that the needs and best interests of our communities are met together with the protection of settlement boundaries and our rural heritage, not just in the short term but long into the future. 

The Council, Developers and other parties should be encouraged to pursue innovative solutions such as gifting land, providing grants, relaxing planning and social housing requirements etc. to make these brownfield sites attractive investment opportunities. We do not want to put obstacles in the way of new developments but nor should the tail be wagging the dog.

It is also necessary to consider the loss of habitat for wildlife. On the perimeter of the village there is a great diversity of wildlife. Whilst the land may not be the best quality agricultural land, it does provide, along with the hedgerows, ditches and trees a very valuable habitat for this wildlife. Brownfield sites, arguably, have less to offer to wildlife and development can then be a positive improvement to habitat, amenity and community.

Fulfilling the Trowbridge demand with developments outside the town area also has a detrimental effect on transport, traffic and pollution levels. One only has to look at the traffic levels along Bradley Road, Southwick Road and Woodmarsh to realise that further development can only mean even greater traffic flows than currently exist. The site proposed would be on a route which is already heavily congested to dangerous levels. The traffic flow analyses and diagrams seem to take no account of the Bradley Road Retail Park and its effects on the traffic (exit and entry not marked) is also reference to schools. No improvements appear to have been made to the diagrams shown at the Consultation Event held in North Bradley on 7 January, where these points were raised.

It needs to be stressed that the Primary School is already, we understand, fully subscribed. We are advised that there is little or no scope for expansion due to site constraints. The Primary School is on Church Lane, which is a narrow road with no footpaths in parts. It is already very busy at school times and, despite being encouraged to walk, a great many drive and drop off outside the school even from very locally. The proposal here would only exacerbate the situation.

Equally, the secondary schools are all situated in Trowbridge are some 3km distant. It is unlikely that pupils will walk that sort of distance and, therefore, once again, private car traffic is likely to increase on these routes.

The NPPF sets out a presumption in favour of developments that recognise the importance of transport policies that focus on locations which are, or can be made, sustainable through limiting the need to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport modes. North Bradley does not offer this opportunity: there is a poor bus service, there are no safe designated cycle paths, footpaths are absent in some locations and rail services will require a car to use the stations at Westbury or Trowbridge.

It would seem to us that what we have highlighted in previous paragraphs mean that this development could not be considered sustainable.

In summary we believe this outline planning application should be refused as:

The application is outside the settlement boundary of North Bradley, in open countryside and as a result is contrary to Core Policies 1 and 2 of the Wiltshire Core Strategy;

The proposal is contrary to the North Bradley Neighbourhood Plan:

The proposal does not meet the requirements of sustainability and, is too large for local needs;

The community will suffer the long-term consequences of increased transport, pollution, loss of amenity, agricultural land and green space; and,

There seems to be no identifiable North Bradley community benefit.
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