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	Watchfield Parish Council




Swindon Borough Council

Wat Tyler House

Beckhampton Street

SWINDON SN1 2JH

March 20th 2018

Re: S/OUT/17/1990

Great Stall East Eastern Villages Swindon Swindon

Outline Planning Application for up to 1,800 homes; education provision including a 10 form entry secondary school and a 2 form entry primary school with attendant sports pitches; a sports hub and open space; a local centre up to 1,000sqm including classes A1, A2, A3, A4, A5 and D1 uses; public open space/green infrastructure; new informal and formal recreation spaces and the formation of two new accesses from the A420
Watchfield Parish Council has grave concerns about the effects of this development on traffic flow and congestion on the A420, as well as the documentation provided, and the methodology use to generate it. As it stands, we OBJECT to the application.
Along with Highways England, Watchfield Parish Council have concerns that all the committed development for the wider NEV development, as well as the infrastructure, are included in the capacity assessments undertaken. Given the current congestion levels on the A420, this application should not be merely considered on the Trip Rate Data in the Transport Statement of 1829 2-way trips in the morning and 1878 2-way trips in the evening. There appear to be omissions in the data, including Personal Injury Accident data for the wider impact area.
The Transport Statement contains no reference to the SBC agreed Transport Assessment of the A420 capacity, or the Memorandum of Understanding with Oxfordshire County Council and the Western Vale Villages on A420 improvements. There is also no reference to the Hindhaugh Transport Assessment, carried out in 2103 and updated in 2015 on behalf of the Western Vale Villages. This report concluded that the flow rates westward on the A420 at the morning peak and eastwards at the evening peak were already above the Department of Transport theoretical operating capacity for a route of this nature. This report was produced prior to major developments now in existence along the A420 corridor.
Stagecoach has highlighted concerns that there was no meaningful discussion with the authors of the Transport Statement and the plan contains no mention of the mooted in-development bus spine road which would avoid congestion on the A420. The bus company have stated that they would only provide bus service to the development if it had little impact on the timing/frequency of the 66 service, which would require such a road. This, in itself, indicates that Stagecoach believes that the A420 will be unusable as an effective sole route. There is also no firm indication of the necessary Park and Ride in the Transport Statement.

The Transport Statement provides limited transport evidence counter to the advice in SBCs relevant adopted policies and supplementary guidance and does not conform to NPPF Para 32. There seems no evidence that, as a phased development, the mitigation package associated with the wider NEV will be delivered in full, or when.
Stagecoach’s own response states that, “We do not see how the planning and highways authority has sufficient evidence to ensure that the residual cumulative unmitigated impacts of the development do not reach a ‘severe’ level, on key portions of the local and wider network, and the A420 used by service 66 in particular.” “It is already obvious that delays in the vicinity of the site are significant, chronic and lengthening. This is particularly the case westbound in the afternoon and evening peak, where capacity appears to be reached or exceeded at key junctions, most notably the Police Headquarters at Gablecross. Traffic queues now regularly extend beyond the county boundary towards and even beyond the Bourton Turn, west of Shrivenham within Oxfordshire.” Given that these statements are from the main bus provider for the area, they must be given some weight if the development truly intends to offer sustainable transport options or realistic access to a commuter network. From Watchfield’s perspective, we can also confirm that peak queuing traffic regularly extends beyond the Bourton Turn to the Watchfield roundabout. The Transport Statement modelling does not appear to include anything beyond the county border which is less than 1km from the site. The impacts on the A420 should be a material planning consideration.

There are no credible sustainable transport options, in the form of walking or cycling, to off-site locations. Cycling on the A420 is highly dangerous and causes significant delays due to the narrowness of the carriageway and there are no footpaths present. NPPF Para 29 states that residents should be afforded a real choice as to how they travel. This has not been provided. The A420 should not be considered a safe cycling or pedestrian corridor, even when PIA data is provided, as the low level of fatalities/injuries reflect the fact that very few people would choose to walk or cycle on the A420, rather than that it is safe to do so. No bus stops included on the development site is in contravention of NPPF 35.
The second access point to the development, that would allow the 66 service to flow through the site, is not firmly indicated as part of this phase and is merely mentioned as being provided ‘at an appropriate point’. This means that those wishing to access the 66 service will have to do so via the A420 with no current stops.

There is no mention of the cumulative impact on traffic flow of the developments along the A420 corridor. Large developments at Kingston Bagpuize, Faringdon and Shrivenham will impact on A420 traffic flow and 66 service use. Necessary liaison with Oxfordshire County Council and the impact of neighbouring networks are outlined in NPPF Paras 32 and 162 but have not taken place. The failure of the applicant to examine the impacts of the developments in Oxfordshire are counter to the national policy and the Duty to Co-operate. The Transport Statement submitted does not extend beyond the SBC boundary.

In Summary, Watchfield Parish Council believe that the Transport Statement is insufficient and has not adequately considered the impacts on the A420, within the SBC boundaries or beyond. The Council also considers that there are no realistic sustainable transport alternatives outlined for the development. We request that a full Transport Assessment is undertaken and must include liaison with authorities along the A420 corridor in Oxfordshire.
Kind regards

Claire Arnold
Clerk Watchfield Parish Council

All correspondence should be addressed to the Clerk
Chairman

Sue Nodder – Tel: 01793 780329 – e-mail sue.nodder@watchfield.org
Clerk
Claire Arnold - Watchfield Village Hall – Chapel Hill – Watchfield – Oxon – SN6 8TA
Tel: 07769 293392 – e-mail clerk@watchfield.org
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