MEMORANDUM

To: Development Management                  From:  Highways Development Management      
 Ref: 2026/01867                                                  Ref: PL/2026/01867 
                                                                                       Date: 21st September 2026
_________________________________________________________________________________
Erection of a building amounting to 6,968 sqm GIA (Use Classes E(g), B2 and B8) with associated facilities, access with security, parking, hard and soft landscaping, drainage and associated works; A new roundabout from the A345 with footways and bus stops; A new access to Chemring Countermeasures UK including turning and security; Solar Fields; and associated works.
I refer to the revised plans and documents which have been submitted since my previous response dated 19th May 2026. 
Roundabout design 
As requested, a full CD116 roundabout parameter plan has been provided at Appendix 1 of the Technical Note. The plan has been checked and is satisfactory for this stage of the design process. Minor adjustments to the design may of course be required during the more thorough design check which would occur at Section 278 approval stage. 
Stage 1 and 2 Audit 
I agree that a Stage 2 Road Safety Audit can be carried out at Section 278 stage when the full set of design drawings of the highway works are submitted for technical approval. 
The requested Stage 1 independent Road Safety Audit is provided at Appendix 2 of the Connect Technical Note. The Audit at Stage 1 stage identifies no issues with the roundabout design and its principle, the associated bus facilities, and no issues with the proposed access road arrangement and car park access. 
Note that a Stage 2 Audit looks in greater detail at the design of the scheme as Stage 1 is more about principle of the design (that a roundabout and access road are correct in their principle).
The auditors have commented outside their remit on the speed limit at the existing High Post signals and on the desirability of achieving a pedestrian route between the proposed development and the existing High Post garage shop. I shall shortly draw the attention of the Traffic Services team to the point raised about the speed limit for them to consider.   Regarding a pedestrian route to the garage shop I refer you to the comments from the Design Organisation at pages 5 and 6 of the Stage 1 Safety Audit. I agree with those comments, and require no further action on that point. 
Traffic levels at the development access and on the A345
A useful table has been provided 2.1 of the Technical Note. In the am peak hour the development will add around 44 vehicles to the A345 and in the evening peak hour around 71. For the evening peak hour this represents an additional vehicle on the A345 every 51 seconds. This in traffic terms is not a high level and does not warrant some of the concerns expressed by the Joint Parish Councils and other objectors. Adding in the Chemring re-routed traffic means that in the highest peak hour (evening) there will be 157 vehicles using the development site access road equating to 1 vehicle every 23 seconds. For this level a roundabout is considered to be an appropriate form of junction for this class I road location. 
Existing Chemring access points
I have noted the points made in the Technical Note and accept subject to a planning condition regarding accesses 3, 4 and 5 (see 2.3 of the TN). So long as clear closure to daily use of the Chemring vehicle access points to the C292 is achieved by condition, the benefits of removal of a large part of the Chemring traffic from the C292 and its redirection into the site by a well designed roundabout junction will be a significant benefit in highway terms.  
Car parking layout 
The car parking provision and layout is satisfactory for the proposed development. 
Layout of access road
I have further reviewed the guidance in LTN1/20 and I accept that the level of cycle use of the access road is unlikely to be at a level that requires more than the 3m wide shared use route proposed. 
Concerns raised by the Joint Parish Councils
The concerns raised by the Joint Parish Councils regarding transport sustainability have been carefully considered. I do not accept that the proposed development should be regarded as unsustainable in transport terms. 
It is important to recognise that the assessment of transport sustainability under planning policy does not require a development to eliminate private car travel or demonstrate that the majority of journeys will occur by walking or cycling. Rather, national and local policy seek to ensure that opportunities for sustainable travel are maximised where practical, that development is located and designed to reduce reliance on the private car where reasonable, and that any transport impacts can be satisfactorily mitigated.
The Joint Parish Councils place considerable weight on the fact that a significant proportion of journeys are likely to be undertaken by private car. Whilst this is acknowledged, the reality of travel patterns in rural Wiltshire should be recognised. Many established employment locations across the county exhibit relatively high levels of car-based travel due to the dispersed nature of settlements and employment catchments. The test is therefore not whether car use exists, but whether the location is so inaccessible that the development would result in unacceptable transport impacts or fail to provide realistic opportunities for travel by alternative modes.
In this regard, the proposed development differs materially from the previous planning applications around High Post. This application includes relevant transport infrastructure improvements, a new roundabout access and enhanced public transport facilities. These measures are specifically intended to improve accessibility and highway safety regarding the current use of the unsatisfactory C292 and its signalled junction. The measures represent a significant enhancement over the current situation providing clear benefit to the highway situation. The provision of dedicated bus infrastructure near to the roundabout provides a clear mechanism for increasing the attractiveness and practicality of public transport for future employees. Buses are  frequent and provide a good and useable alternative to the use of the private car. 
The Joint Parish Council objection also assumes that future travel behaviour will remain static and identical to historic patterns. Such an assumption is not justified. The purpose of the submitted Travel Plan is to influence travel behaviour over time through a combination of infrastructure improvements, travel incentives, management measures and monitoring. Planning policy encourages such measures precisely because travel patterns can evolve as facilities and choices improve.
Furthermore, the Joint Parish Council’s suggestion that the site should be rejected solely because alternative sites may exist elsewhere is not a matter for me as the highway consultee to comment on. 
I note that the location was suggested by Wiltshire Council to Callan Lenz as a suitable location for growth and for the area to become a location for a cluster of defence locations given its proximity to Salisbury Plain and other related operations. Again, this is not a highway consideration. I refer you to the comments in my earlier response. 
The development is situated adjacent to the strategic road network, benefits from direct access to the A345, and has synergy with the existing closely located Chemring business. Removing a significant amount of Chemring traffic from the C292 is an important consideration as above. There are other related defence orientated companies in the location, which fact also enhances transport sustainability.   
The existence of regular bus services connecting the site with nearby settlements remains an important sustainability benefit, even if not every employee chooses to use them. 
In summary, whilst it is accepted that private car travel will remain an important means of access to the development, this is not unusual in the context of rural Wiltshire employment locations. The proposal provides reasonable opportunities for travel by public transport, introduces meaningful highway and accessibility improvements, will remove significant traffic from the C292 unlike the previous applications that have received highway objections, and benefits from a location that is accessible to the area's principal population centres. When assessed in the round, the evidence does not support the conclusion that the site is inherently transport unsustainable. 
Transport contribution for cycling facilities towards Amesbury
I have considered the points made at 2.15 - 2.20 of the Technical Note, and I would refer you to those points. As set out above, the improved bus facilities, the roundabout access, removal of a proportion of the C292 traffic, provides significant highway and sustainability benefits. The proposed development will generate some cycling demand to and from the development towards Amesbury. There is an identified Council scheme to improve the Public Right of Way route which runs parallel to the A345 to make that route more convenient for cycle use. The point in the TN at 2.19 is not considered correct as when the route is improved I would expect a way to the A345 to be made available from the cycle route direct to the area of the proposed roundabout - enabling direct cycle travel between the development and the improved cycle route.
While the previously requested contribution of £468k does not deliver the whole route to Amesbury as required under the proposed scheme, the route improvement is considered relevant to the proposed development. Other sources of funding to deliver the final expected scheme will be identified in due course. I consider that there should be a proportionate contribution. A lower contribution of £55 per metre could deliver surface improvements to make the route useable for cycling. The length to Amesbury is 3.55km so a contribution of £195,250 should be agreed. This has not yet been drawn to the applicant’s attention. 
Conclusion
I have no highway objection subject to the following planning conditions and informatives and obligations:-
Obligations 
£195,250 time limited and index linked to improve the cycling facilities between the development and Amesbury.  
Conditions
No part of the development hereby permitted shall be brought into operational use until those parts of the Workplace Travel Plan capable of being implemented prior to first use  have been implemented. Those parts identified for implementation after first use shall be implemented in accordance with the timetable contained therein, and shall continue to be implemented as long as any part of the development is occupied. The Workplace Travel Plan Co-ordinator shall be appointed and carry out the identified duties to implement the Residential Travel Plan for a period from first occupation until at least 3 years following first use of the development. 
Reason: In the interests of reducing the amount of private car movements to and from the development.

Prior to the development hereby permitted being first brought into use, the vehicle parking and turning areas shall have been provided with the individual parking spaces being demarcated, and the areas shall thereafter be maintained and kept available for the parking and turning of vehicles. 
Reason: In the interests of safe and convenient use of the development.

Prior to the development hereby permitted being first brought into use the cycle parking spaces shall have been provided, and shall thereafter be maintained and kept available for the parking of cycles. 
Reason: In the interests of safe and convenient use of the development.

Prior to commencement of the development a Construction Traffic Management Plan based on the submitted Framework Construction Traffic Management Plan shall be submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The Plan shall include details of construction vehicle routeing, construction staff vehicle parking areas within the site, local road cleaning, undertaking to repair any identified highway damage caused by the site construction, and measures to prevent excessive mud and dust being deposited on the public highway. The site construction shall be carried out in accordance with the approved plan. 
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and road user convenience.

Prior to commencement of the development the site access roundabout as detailed on drawing 21106-SK20260616.1 (in the Technical Note), and including street lighting in accordance with BS5489-1;2013 BS EN 123201-2 2003, the associated bus layby and shelters including real time passenger information and lighting, the associated highway works indicated on the above drawing and any necessary alterations to highway drainage shall all have been constructed and made permanently available for use. 
Reason: In the interests of providing safe and convenient access to the development.  

Prior to first occupation the access road and shared use cycleway detailed on drawing 21106-SK20260616.1 (in the Technical Note), shall have been provided, and shall thereafter be maintained and kept available for development access. A cycle route for access to Chemring and the proposed development shall be provided and made available direct to the C292 road.

Reason: In the interests of safe and convenient access to the development.  

Prior to first use of the development hereby permitted all Chemring access points direct to the C292 shall be permanently closed by locked gates for daily motor vehicle use, and shall henceforth only be opened for motor vehicle use in emergency situations. (See Technical Note section 2.3)

Reason: in the interests of highway safety and road user convenience. 


Prior to first use of the development hereby permitted the existing access at 5 (Technical Note section2.3) shall have been permanently closed and the highway verge reinstated. 

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and road user convenience. 

Informative. 
The highway works will not be allowed to commence without the prior completion of a Highways Act 1980 Section 278 Agreement, completion of which will depend on full technical approval of a package of highway works drawings and a Stage 2 Road Safety Audit. 



Mark Wiltshire
Principal Transport and Development Manager 
Highways Development Management  

mark.wiltshire@wiltshire.gov.uk


