Mickleton Parsh Council Consultation on planning application 25/01621/0UT
for 120 houses: Brookworth Homes: Wednesday 23 July 2025 7pm King George’s Hall

Joanne Piper-Bourn, chairman of Mickleton Parsh Council (MPC), introduced the meeting, and
informed everyone that this is a community consultation, and, as such, MPC will be noting
key themes and concerns raised by members of the public for the council’s consideration.
These will be summarised (not verbatim) and names will not be recorded, in line with

GDPR [and ICO] guidance.

Tom Stowe and Gina Blomefield: Cotswold District Council (CDC)

Tom Stowe explained the situation CDC is in regarding the local plan, as summarised at: Public
consultation and extraordinary meeting in response to an application for outline planning
permission for 120 dwellings Land North East of Mickleton — Mickleton Parish Council.

However, protected areas still carry weight. Although the area sits just outside the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) [now National Landscape], Meon Hill is a scheduled
monument. This application will go to the CDC planning committee, and if it is refused it will go
onto the planning inspectorate.

Councillor Chris Cottam stated that MPC has three goals:

1. To give you, our parishioners, an opportunity to publicly voice comments, raise concerns and
ask questions.

2. To ensure sure everyone understands what actions individuals can take to influence the
outcome of the planning application, and how to do this.

3. As a community, we have to consider the possibility that some form of development

may happen in Mickleton. If it does, then we need to make sure that special investment money
put forward by the developer (known as Section 106 money) is spent on the most

important things for the village. See the separate s106 document: s106-information.pdf.

This is important for the whole village, not just those who live close to this development.
As Tom Stowe explained, we will be without an approved Local Plan for some time, and we
should anticipate more opportunistic applications during this time. Who knows where

the next one might be. And loss of historic land and the environment offered is a loss for
everyone in Mickleton. Please do not leave it to others to respond.

MPC is preparing a response for submission to the CDC planning site. It carries no more weight
than the comments that have already been submitted. Although there are negatives, some
positives are the benefit of social housing and an opportunity for our local businesses.

MPC is in contact with the developer through their agents. They were invited to attend

this evening but were not able to attend.

Gina Blomefield also pointed out that the move to a unitary authority will be happening in two to
three years’ time, so the local plan will be passed to the new authority.

There are three main actions that people can take. Guidance is on MPC’s website:
1. Submit a comment to the CDC Planning Website. PLEASE DO THIS.

2. Contact your MP.

3. Get involved with the Residents’ Committee: more information to come.


https://mickletonparishcouncil.gov.uk/news/extraordinary-meeting-in-response-to-outline-planning-permission-for-120-dwellings-land-north-east-of-mickleton-30-july-2025/
https://mickletonparishcouncil.gov.uk/news/extraordinary-meeting-in-response-to-outline-planning-permission-for-120-dwellings-land-north-east-of-mickleton-30-july-2025/
https://mickletonparishcouncil.gov.uk/news/extraordinary-meeting-in-response-to-outline-planning-permission-for-120-dwellings-land-north-east-of-mickleton-30-july-2025/
https://mickletonparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/s106-information.pdf

Finally, think about Section 106 money. If we are going to have any development in Mickleton,
then what do we want it spent on?

Please email me with your top three priorities by Wednesday 13 August:
cllr.chris.cottam@mickletonparishcouncil.gov.uk

Some points which were raised:

The views of Meon Hill will be changed.

Itis an inappropriate place to build 120 houses.

Growth has not benefitted the village regarding facilities: it no longer has a youth club,
petrol station or post office.

Businesses rely on tourism, if the appearance of the village loses that appeal the
businesses lose income. Meon Hill is an Iron Age Hill fort, not may villages have this.
Concerns regarding access: Furrow Way has blind bends going into other closes and itis
barely coping. How will it cope with 200 more cars using that road and construction
traffic? The roads are unadopted.

This development will overwhelm education sources in village: Mickleton Primary
School has a maximum of 210 spaces, with 195 children at present. Because of
development at Oak Grange you cannot enlarge Mickleton Primary School.

Traffic comments beyond the actual site: congestion, air pollution, reduce walking and
cycling. When a community is the other side of physical barrier it is cut in half, and they
become an isolated group.

Construction traffic concerns.

Stratford Road concerns: Furrow Way out onto Stratford Road is very tight. Speeds,
amount of traffic, lorries and same for Granbrook Lane, visibility, issues crossing the
road and the footpath.

Takes 25-30 minutes to get to Stratford. Other roads out of Mickleton are country lanes.
Concerns regarding extra traffic.

Medical facilities at Chipping Campden and Meon Vale. Difficult to get appointments.
This development will exacerbate the problem.

Biodiversity concerns.

There is nothing in the development that creates more employment, so people in social
housing need to travel to get jobs but public transport is limited.

The allotment site would be hemmed in by housing, so this may make it more likely for
this site to be built on. Potential request for water and electricity for the allotments:
s106.

People cannot physically get to work if they have not got a car.

Inability to walk to the next village and no cycleways. There is no encouragement to not
use cars.

Buses are unreliable.

The arborist’s report states once certain trees are 10 years old they are removed.
Regarding the Cala development: they were unaware they could ask for things and did
not ask for enough.

83 sewage spillages in Mickleton. Tom Stowe will look into this.

Ad-hoc application, the developer knows that CDC is vulnerable.

Overdeveloped land. Not desirable with a lack of landscaping.

If the number of houses is reduced, the affordable housing will be reduced too.
Wildlife concerns.



e Flooding at Stratford Road.

Questions and answers:

Q: Received a question regarding highways and access to the proposed development.

A: GCC has confirmed Furrow Way is not adopted, so this is a big challenge for the developer.
In an ideal world development would be local plan led, with an infrastructure statement, but the
way the government has imposed the new measures now means there will be piecemeal
development, so infrastructure will follow on. There will be further development in Chipping
Campden (150 houses), and any healthcare facility must be future proofed. Chipping Campden
School car park will become town car park, which was supported by local residents. Moreton is
having a lot more development, so this may help with the school issues regarding Chipping
Campden.

The Cotswolds needs social housing. The only way to deliver that is further development. This
application would be 40% social housing, so 48 units. Within this there are types of social
housing, we need socially rented housing.

Q: There is nothing for young people and anti-social behaviour has increased.
A: It is not fair to link this directly to social housing. How do we ensure extra funding for police so
that this means a police presence in Mickleton.

Q: What steps can CDC take to challenge government’s planning changes?

A: It takes time and money to challenge through courts, and this will not result in the
government changing its mind. It is better to use that resource to fast-track a new updated local
plan and adopt it before the unitary authority change. Then any plan will be the basis for five
years, or until the new unitary authority forms its own plan.

Q: Will MPC support the landscape officer comments?
A: Yes.

Q: As the development sits just outside the AONB, can AONB boundaries can be changed?

A: AONB boundaries were drawn up decades ago. However, boundaries are not completely
irrelevant. This development would have an impact into and from AONB. What we should focus
on is the balance of development.

Q: Brookworth do not mention overcapacity of school or doctors, should this be challenged?
A: Planning officers look more strategically. Regarding a doctors’ surgery, NHS England chose
not to pursue this previously, so it comes down to what the NHS deem is required. Further
development should ensure Chipping Campden surgery is future proofed. Could suggest
satellite set up or transport, but this is up to the NHS.

Q: What about sewerage, electric and gas, can it cope with this?

A: Severn Trent is a statutory consultee and it would have a statutory obligation to connect, and
the capacity is there. Aware there is a sewage problem in Willersey. Eco items are more
expensive, so pushes price of social housing up. Government rationale thinks that more housing
brings down the price.



