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Following our submission of petitions to the JCS and the HM Planning Inspector, we thank the 
council for allowing us our 5 minutes to speak, very valuable time indeed. Through our committee 
we were all of the same opinion that we have already covered well, our main objections in the 
petition letters. The following are observations that have come from reading recent reports.

• Air Pollution – Cheltenham is noted to be one of the worst places in the country to live if 
you suffer from Asthma. (justify!!)

Referring to the proposal for 1,100 dwellings with an occupancy level of 2.5 people per 
household, and assuming 2.5 vehicle movements per day per person, together with 
employment of approximately 9,000 and attendant vehicles. We note key words which 
stand out from reading documents linked in the response to our petition, and which we 
struggle to believe, is that analysis appears to be based on the “Minimum impact from 
Traffic Pollution”. Yet by default the removal of nearly 200 hectares of Greenbelt, the very 
lungs of West Cheltenham, absorbing the M5 emissions will have a dramatic impact. The 
greenbelt must be maintained to mitigate the pollution we are already being choked with.

Attending the public consultation held by the developers this previous weekend, we were led 
to believe that the developers are willing to pay for the upgrade of M5 Jct 10, which surely 
makes the most logical scenario from this, is that the 45 hectares of employment land should 
be located directly next to this junction, after all, this will then be within easy commutable 
distance of the North West Cheltenham development, and making transport logistics 
immediate, removing any need for heavy vehicles to access Cheltenham, considerably 
reducing the air pollution for all.

• Odour – We note that in “The revised Statement of Common Ground”, yet another odour 
report has been commissioned by the developers and Severn Trent, therefore totalling 2 
reports by them, and we are also aware of another report of which the Council has been in 
receipt of, which is completely contrary to the 2 developers reports. Peer reviewing is not an 
acceptable solution when there is plainly such a difference of expert opinion, as a decision 
making body you must be seen as completely independent?

The most recent developer report makes for interesting reading as it is deemed that some cake bay 
storage will be in effect decommissioned to accommodate the business park development.

Our vision of the future scenario  

Elms Park development – 4,500 homes x 2.5 occupants
West Cheltenham – 1,100 homes x 2.5 occupants
West Cheltenham Business Park – Approx 9,000 employees



If they all have one movement per day, how much additional cake storage will be required 
for the processing of such movements and what will the mitigation requirements be then 
without the use of the offending cake bays?

As residents of Henley Road will attain, the odour level in our area over the last month has 
risen rather been mitigated and on at least 6/7 days this month the level of odour has been 
objectionably excessive.

We must say that our petition to the JCS Team and the HM Planning Inspector, with the final 
number of 1044 signatories being submitted, to coincide with the end of the consultation period, 
would have continued to grow. We were approached by many people afterwards, but sadly had to 
turn them down. This proves that the local community remain strongly opposed to the proposed 
change in the greenbelt boundary and any subsequent development.

Carol Kingsbury
Chair
West Cheltenham Greenbelt Group


