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1.

Introduction

1.1

A significant issue for the Madley Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) is how best to
make provision for new housing. The NDP has to show how it can meet the housing growth
target set by Herefordshire Council’s (HC) Local Plan Core Strategy – for a minimum of 89 new
dwellings between 2011 and 2031. It was clear at an early stage that it would be necessary to
identify a site(s) for housing in the NDP to meet this requirement.

1.2

To this end, a “Call for Sites” was undertaken in early 2017 to identify land which may be both
suitable and available for new housing development. Ten sites were submitted in response.
These were professionally reviewed in an Assessment Report (April 2017). This concluded
that five sites should go forward for further consideration and that there should be public
consultation prior to a decision on which site(s) to include in the draft NDP.1

1.3

In 2018 further work was undertaken on overall housing requirements and the five sites in the
form of professional and community assessments.2 The Housing Site Selection Report
(October 2018) recommended as follows:
•

•
•

Sites 1 and 2: that four options forming all or part of these sites progress to public
consultation. All the options, together with other elements of housing supply such as
completions, commitments and a windfall allowance, met the strategic planning
requirements;
Sites 3 and 4: that these sites not be progressed further in the NDP process; and
Site 5: that this site be held in reserve for further review if issues should emerge with
the recommended option sites.

1.4

A presentation on the work undertaken was given to an NDP open meeting on 25 September
2018. A Drop-In Day consultation was held on 20 October 2018, to seek views on the housing
options and associated village settlement boundaries.

1.5

This report sets out:
•
•

The results of the consultation; and
A preferred housing delivery and village settlement boundary option, to take account of
the consultation responses.

1

Call for Sites Assessment Report, April 2017, Kirkwells.
Housing Site Selection Report, October 2018, DJN Planning Ltd.; community assessment meeting, 19 June
2018.
2
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2.

Format and arrangements at the Drop-In Day

2.1

The Drop-In Day was held at Madley Parish Hall on Saturday 20 October 2018 between 11 am
and 2 pm. It was advertised by a flyer posted to households in the Neighbourhood Area
(Appendix 1), and on the Parish Council website and notice board. A display was prepared to
show the housing requirement and other background information; the five sites under
consideration; each of the four option sites with settlement boundaries; and to explain the
process being followed. The display boards were printed at A1 size and mounted on table top
mounts. There were two sets of boards, enabling space for circulation and easy access to the
information presented. The display board information is at Appendix 2.

2.2

The four options may be summarised as follows:
•
•

Options A and B both provided around 36 new dwellings north of the B4352 on the
west of the village, with option A also including significant open space.
Options C and D were both to the south of the B4352 on the west of the village,
providing 47 and 22 new dwellings respectively.

2.3

For each option, a suggested settlement boundary for Madley village was also proposed which
included each of the option sites in turn.

2.4

On the day, members of the Parish Council and the planning consultant, identifiable by name
tags, were available to explain the proposals and answer questions. Refreshments were
available. The weather was dry, warm, calm and bright throughout.

2.5

On arrival, those attending were welcomed and given a short comment form to enable them
to provide feedback (Appendix 3). The event was well-attended and 107 completed or
partially-completed comment forms were returned. Six forms were completed by people who
indicated that they live outside the Neighbourhood Area. In fact, three of these forms state
they are residents of Shenmore, which is a hamlet west of Madley village inside the
Neighbourhood Area. In any event, bearing in mind that NDPs are to be publicised widely to
“people who live, work or carry on business” in the Neighbourhood Area,3 it is appropriate to
take these returns into account.

2.6

The feedback received to the three multiple-choice questions on the comment form is given in
the tables below. Additional written comments can be seen at Appendix 4.

3

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012, SI 2012/637, Regulation 14.
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Welcome desk at the Drop-In Day

Viewing the display
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3.

Results of the multiple-choice questions
Question 1: We’ve set out four options for new homes and a settlement boundary at Madley.
Which one do you prefer?

3.1

The responses to this question were as follows:

Option A

No.
28

%
26%

Option B

13

12%

Option C

27

25%

Option D

36

34%

Percentage base = 107.
3.2

Option D was the most-favoured selection. There was closely-matched support for options A
and C.

3.3

Overall, there was more support for developing south of the B4352 (59% options C + D) than
to the north (38% options A + B).

Question 2: Would you prefer the NDP to just provide for the minimum amount of new
housing required, or provide for more than the minimum, if benefits to the
community could be shown?
3.4

The responses to question 2 were as follows:

Just provide for the
minimum
Provide for more than
the minimum
Percentage base = 107.
3.5

No.
43

%
40%

53

50%

The balance of opinion favoured providing more than the minimum number of new dwellings,
if community benefits could be demonstrated.
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Question 3: In providing for new housing, what’s most important to you?
3.6

The responses to this question were as follows:

Enabling more affordable housing, as a proportion of homes
built on larger sites (>10 dwellings)
Enabling more open space for the community, if this can be
agreed with the landowner
Building on as little farmland as possible so as to protect
the countryside
Making sure that there are good footpath links from the
new houses into the village
Other – please tell us below.

No.
25

%
23%

26

24%

40

37%

23

21%

12

11%

Percentage base = 107.
3.7

Replies to question 3 favoured protecting the environment over using development to deliver
community benefits. Using as little farmland as possible was favoured by 37% of respondents,
compared to lower levels of support for various forms of benefits which may flow from new
building (24% to 21%).
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4.

Comments received

4.1

A wide range of written comments were made on the comment form, in response to either
the ‘other’ option in question 3 or to question 4. These have been transcribed and are at
Appendix 4. In addition, three completed comment forms were accompanied by typed
submissions; these have been scanned and are included at Appendix 4.
Question 3: Other option

4.2

This option was selected on 12 of the comment forms (11%). The main matters raised can be
summarised as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Do not agree with any of the options (3 comments)
Development should be on the east using sites 3 and 5 (1) or the Glebe Field (1)
Land drainage and sewerage (2)
Traffic and roads (3)
Connectivity and links provided by footpaths (1)
Need more (1) or less (1) social housing
Need homes for young people (1)
Avoid large housing estates (1)

Question 4: Do you have any other comments?
This question was answered on 66 of the comment forms (62%). The main matters raised can
be summarised as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Housing, including delivery of more affordable housing, housing for young families, mix
of house types and sizes, materials and design, and off-road parking (21 comments)
Capacity of existing infrastructure including sewerage, school, surgery, and open space
(20 comments)
Traffic issues, including on Bridge Sollars Road, Brampton Road and the B4352 (10)
Footpath links and connectivity (7)
Comments on the four options, either in support of one or more options (5), or in
opposition to all (3)
Development of village should be to the east/Glebe Field, not the west (6)
Site 3 or the northern part thereof should be developed (4)
The development of site 5, both for (3) and against (5)
Environmental, including loss of farmland/use of previously-developed land (5)
Use and desirability of settlement boundaries (3)
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5.

Discussion

The preferred option
5.1

Of the four options on which opinion was canvassed, the expressed preference was for option
D. Responses to the multiple-choice questions and comments identified the following factors
supporting the choice of this option over the others:
•
•

•
•
•

It delivers the lowest number of dwellings whilst still allowing the overall strategic
housing requirement to be met.
It will minimise impacts on local issues of concern, such as loss of farmland (the top
priority in responses to question 3), traffic generation, and the capacity of public
services.
It is located south of the B4352, which is preferred to development to the north.
Taking direct access to/from the B4352 avoids adding traffic onto existing residential
roads or Brampton Road.
It enjoys good footpath links to the village using existing footways. Village facilities can
be accessed without crossing the B4352 (an advantage over options to the north of the
road). The site can also be connected via Forty Farm Road to the public right of way
which runs from Forty Cottage into the village. A number of comments point to such
connectivity being important in serving to link new development to the village.

Other locations for new housing
5.2

In comments and submissions, other potential locations for new housing development were
identified as follows:
•

•

Site 3/part: advocates of this site pointed to the 2015 Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment (SHLAA) prepared by Herefordshire Council. This identifies the site,
particularly its northern section, as having high suitability for housing development.
The purpose of the SHLAA is to identify land with or without development potential on
the basis of a relatively high-level assessment; it does not allocate sites. For present
purposes it is an information source to be used as an input into more detailed
evaluation. The site has been further investigated and considered in undertaking the
site assessment process for the NDP. Vehicular access to the site would need to be
taken through existing residential areas. If access was via Rosemary Lane, additional
traffic heading into the village/Hereford would be directed onto Brampton Road where
there is a lack of footway provision and limited opportunity for connectivity
improvements. It is these drawbacks which have led to this site option being
discounted in the community assessment and Housing Site Selection Report.
Site 5: the Housing Site Selection report recommended that this site be held in reserve
for further review if required. As such it was not included in any of the four options.
The balance of comments did not support its development, primarily on access grounds.
At this stage, there is no need to consider this site further.
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•

•

•

Glebe Field: this site is to the south of the B4352, adjoining the churchyard on the
eastern edge of the village. Although suggested in comments, it was not brought
forward in response to the 2017 Call for Sites. There remains no indication that it would
be available and hence it is not a viable option.
To the east of the village: several comments pointed to the desirability of new housing
development being to the east of Madley, seen as avoiding further traffic through the
village and better reflecting links to Hereford. However, Madley has historically grown
to the south and west. Submissions to the 2017 Call for Sites reflected this pattern,
with no significant available sites coming forward to the east.
Canon Bridge: this is a hamlet some 2.9 km north-east of Madley village in an open
countryside location. Disused agricultural buildings provide some potential for
residential re-use, and a recent planning permission confirms this. Canon Bridge is not
identified in the Local Plan Core Strategy as a settlement to accommodate
proportionate housing development, and falls some way below the relevant thresholds
in terms of size and access to facilities. Because of its countryside situation, residential
development is limited to those schemes which can show they meet the relevant
criteria, set out in policy RA3 of the Local Plan Core Strategy. Former agricultural land
and buildings are excluded from the national definition of previously-developed land.
For the NDP, any further new dwellings granted planning permission at Canon Bridge
will be accounted for within the windfall allowance, which is made in demonstrating
how the Plan meets the Core Strategy’s minimum housing requirements (see below,
section 6).

Type and size of new housing
5.3

A wide range of housing issues were raised in Drop-In Day responses and comments. There
was support for affordable housing (a scheme of 22 dwellings as proposed in option D will
enable delivery of eight affordable homes). There was also concern that dwellings provided
would meet the needs of younger families. Other evidence confirms that in the rural areas
around Hereford the main requirement will be for 3- bedroom dwellings, followed by 2bedroom (54.5% and 22.9% respectively).4 The NDP should include a planning policy to help
deliver houses of a range of size and types to meet these local needs. Materials and parking
requirements will also need to be addressed in NDP policies.

Services and infrastructure to support new housing
5.4

4

There were many references to the possible implications of new development for local
services and infrastructure, particularly Madley Primary School and Kingstone Surgery.
Relevant local bodies who commission or deliver these services should be consulted on the
draft NDP. This will include Herefordshire Council and the Herefordshire Clinical
Commissioning Group as well as the School and Surgery. There are no identified issues with

HC, Herefordshire Local Housing Market Assessment 2012 Update, November 2013, Table 50, p. 127.
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water supply or foul drainage, with Welsh Water identifying available headroom at the local
treatment works. Welsh Water should of course be consulted at the draft Plan stage.
Traffic matters
5.5

5

Comments raised a number of traffic-related matters, including the setting and enforcement
of speed limits, traffic volumes on Brampton Road, Bridge Sollars Road and the B4352, and
roadside/school parking. These are matters for the highway authority in the main, together
with the Safer Roads Partnership in respect of road safety. In allocating land for development,
the planning focus is on promoting sustainable transport modes, such as walking; achieving
safe and suitable access for all users; and ensuring that any significant impacts from the
development on the transport network (such as capacity, congestion, road safety) can be
mitigated to an acceptable degree. These are matters to be addressed in the NDP planning
policy allocating the site in the first instance; and then though consultation with the highway
authority (Herefordshire Council) on the draft Plan. It is worth noting that national planning
policy states that development should only be prevented on highway grounds if there would
be an unacceptable impact on highway safety or the residual cumulative impacts on the road
network would be severe.5

National Planning Policy Framework, July 2018, paragraphs 108 and 109.
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6.

Preferred option for housing delivery

6.1

Taking all the above into account, it is recommended that option D be progressed in the draft
NDP by allocating the site concerned for housing development. This will be as part of an
overall approach to housing delivery in the Neighbourhood Area, which comprises:
•
•
•
•
•

Acknowledging houses built since 2011 (12 dwellings);
Taking account of planning permissions granted (44 dwellings, as at 1 April 2018);
Allowing for new dwellings expected to come forward as ‘windfalls’ (16 dwellings);6
Allocating option D, land west of Archenfield, for residential development (22
dwellings);
Establishing a settlement boundary for Madley village.

6.2

Overall, this will demonstrate the delivery of 94 new dwellings, meeting the minimum housing
requirement of 89 dwellings set by the Local Plan Core Strategy.

6.3

The proposed site should be included within a suitable village settlement boundary. Draft
boundaries were identified for each of the four options at the Drop-In Day; few comments
were received. One comment queries their use in principle, but they are a well-established
planning tool and the Core Strategy expects their use in NDPs in order to clearly distinguish
between land and sites in settlements and those outside in open countryside. Madley is a
compact, nucleated village and a settlement boundary approach is entirely appropriate.
Another comment suggests the draft boundaries are too tight, but no proposals are made for
including additional land and there is no justification for a more generous approach given the
fact that the minimum housing requirements can be shown to be met. A final comment
agrees with the settlement boundaries proposed.

6.4

The recommended combination of the proposed site and settlement boundary is shown
overleaf (Plan 1).

6

Sites not specifically identified in the development plan. See the Housing Site Selection Report pp. 21-2 for
an explanation of the derivation of this figure.
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Plan 1: Preferred option for Madley village
© Crown copyright and database rights (2016) Ordnance Survey (0100057918). Not to scale.
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6.5

The NDP will need to include a planning policy to allocate the proposed site and set out details
of how it is to be developed. Work to date and comments made at the Drop-In Day point to
the requirements set out below. Further input will be made through the Design Workshop to
be held in early 2019. The planning requirements for the development of the site will then be
published for consultation, as part of the draft NDP:
•
•
•
•

•
•

The provision of around 22 dwellings, of a type and size to meet local housing needs
and taking into account the preference for smaller properties.
The provision of 35% of the new dwellings as affordable housing which is available in
perpetuity for those in local housing need.
Lower-rise/single-storey development on the higher (northern) part of the site, and
adjoining existing housing to the east.
Frontage treatment to the B4352 which reflects its village gateway location and
incorporates:
o a suitable vehicular access to the B4352 to the required standards;
o translocation of the existing hedgerow to the rear of the access visibility splays, or
the planting of a new hedgerow using native species if translocation is deemed
inappropriate;
o provision of a two-metre-wide footway along the site frontage, connecting to the
existing roadside footpath to the east;
o investigation of the feasibility and viability of providing a bus stop.
A footway connection to Forty Farm Road to enable pedestrian connectivity to the
eastern side of the village via Madley footpath 52.
Provision of landscaping using native species:
o to the east, to protect residential amenity
o to the south, to create and establish a new village edge.

Summary of recommendations
•

•
•

progress option D (land west of Archenfield) in the context of the Design Workshop and
then in the draft NDP, together with a suitable settlement boundary, both as shown on
Plan 1
no other sites or locations to be progressed further in the draft NDP
ensure that relevant service providers are consulted on the draft NDP to address issues
raised by Drop-In responses.
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Appendix 1: Drop-In Day flyer
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Appendix 2: Display boards
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Appendix 3: Comments form
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Appendix 4: Comments
Comment forms have been numbered to aid analysis; these are the reference numbers given in the
following tables.
Comments in response to Question 3/’Other’ option
Ref
1
5
12
14
30
40
49
52
53
78
95
97

Comment
Footpaths and good access.
Do not agree with any of the options.
Consider homes for young people.
Improve traffic calming – enforce 30.
All of the above. Re: option C – sewage system already under severe pressure
around Archenfield.
If possible increase % of social housing.
Please see attached letter. [See scanned submission, below]
We should be using the 2 infill sites 3 and 5 not extending the village westwards
and along the road (ribbon development).
Do not agree with any of the options.
Perhaps some land could be allocated for more shops.
Avoiding more traffic congestion on narrow roads.
Avoiding large uniform estates such as Persimmon in Clehonger.
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Submission attached to comment form 49 (name and address supplied)
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Comments in response to Question 4
Ref
1

2

3
5

10

11
14
15

16

17
19

20
21

22
23
24
27

Comment
Regarding option 5, access through Church Croft will be a danger to pedestrians
and vehicles. At present vehicles park on the pavements due to the limited width
of the road. If access to option 5 is considered residents would need to use the
pavements and vehicles would be parked on the road giving very limited access.
Access onto Brampton Road from Church Croft has limited visibility currently,
Brampton Road is very narrow, especially around the Church with no footpath
and no access to build footpaths.
We propose Church Croft site for further consideration to avoid traffic through
the village past the school. Traffic is dangerous with so many cars parked on the
road.
Access to Bridge Sollers Road is a problem. I have already request a 30 mph
speed limit some years ago but this was disregarded! Why?
Development would be better on the Glebe field to include a village car park to
ease the congestion caused at the school twice a day (pp vision impaired
husband who impaired).
It would be nice to see more green space around new buildings. Also build
housing for younger families to help keep the village alive. Access to houses is
also important.
As our villages are getting larger, then we will need a car park and surgery. Traffic
is increasing which is more risky for pedestrians as paths are inadequate.
A offers community space – i.e. rec ground and possible allotments but is a lot of
housing. D is minimum housing though and includes affordable.
I prefer option D as it provides access to village amenities without crossing a
main road. I chose it also because it would be less of a strain on the village
infrastructure.
Have the impacts on local amenities been considered? Eg doctor, school, road
infrastructure. Good quality housing would bring economic benefits to the village
as we currently have a large proportion of low income households.
Would like to lose as little farmland as possible.
Will the current infrastructure be able to cope? Buses/primary school/shop. Will
there be any increase in capacity/services when population of Madley increases?
Especially if the larger options are taken forward.
If new houses are built farmers will not have land to cultivate for our needs.
Providing houses that young people can afford or part ownership schemes.
Avoiding traffic accessing Bridge Sollers Road from housing development. Too
busy and narrow!
Linking rights of way are a main concern.
A mix of high and low dwellings (e.g. bungalows as well as houses) would enable
a good community mix/age range/needs range (e.g. mobility).
If in future option 5 came into consideration would new access be off main road.
As Brampton Road is not suitable and access through Church Croft is unsuitable.
As Madley has bat and great crested newt populations any development should
include suitable environments to encourage this wildlife to flourish. For example,
naturalised ponds, stone and log piles, long grass, pathways so as not to isolate
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Ref

29

31

32
33
35
36
37
39

40
41
43

44
45
46
48
49
50
51
52

53

Comment
communities. Options D and C are preferred as it promotes safety for that
community in not having to cross the road to reach the village.
Very careful consideration of roads/access/speed limits on very busy village
roads already! But, younger generation must have homes! Materials sensitive to
Madley, red brick, slate roofs. Parking per house, somewhere for children to play
near to their homes.
Affordable homes should be affordable to local people. Open space i.e.
allotments, play area, community gardens please. What about extra traffic on
Bridge Sollers Road? From other sites.
All the options in Q3 are important and should be given equal weight in final
decisions.
I would also like to see more homes for young families.
Enable community to be able to “link” well, encourage families and grow “village
ethos”.
Require the style of housing to fit the village i.e. wood clad/pebble dash. No red
brick.
The NDP team are doing a great job.
A car park is desperately needed as road gets blocked with school traffic. More
houses require Madley-based surgery – Kingstone Surgery is running at
maximum.
Ensure social housing designs provide generous (not mean) room sizes and
consider terrace housing e.g. opposite west end of church.
All new developments should be in keeping with village life and not bigger and
dearer dwellings built. Brampton Road needs attention more buses but smaller.
Traffic on Brampton Road needs to be dealt with asap. Much too fast and large.
Smaller buses would be more appropriate as buses never full. Hopper buses
come to mind.
The area marked in yellow looks the best option for development as it will draw
the village together.
Need to consider community activities such as schooling, bus links etc, parks to
be able to cope with additional population.
The area marked YELLOW on the plan looks the best area.
Large sites I think harm a small village so smaller sites of maybe 2-3 or 4 I think
are more suitable.
Settlement boundaries all too tight. Don’t like any of the options given above (A,
B, C or D!). What about Canon Bridge??
See attached results of careful study – too little space in this box. [See scanned
submission, below]
Any development should avoid Brampton Road as there is too much traffic going
down there and not appropriate access. Plot 5 should be dismissed.
The 4 options are not the best ones for the village. Good planning would involve
using sites 3 and 5, infill sites within the village boundary, which already have
access. See attached. [See scanned submission, below] PS there are about 17
houses due to go up in Canon Bridge – why do we need this anyway?
? Building on Glebe Field (owned by Church) including a village car park to ease
the school drop-off and collection chaos in the village twice per day.
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Ref
54
56

61

62

63

65

68
69

73
74
76
77

78
80

85

86
87

Comment
School is full.
Affordable housing only matters if it materialises – developers are clever enough
to submit applications in penny pockets to avoid building it (see site next to
Faraday House).
Option A B C D will all put additional traffic through the village past the school.
This is stupid as this is already a traffic trouble spot. A more sensible approach
would be housing on the east fringe of village, i.e. closer to the preferred
Hereford bypass.
To ensure a robust drainage plan as some parts of the village (e.g. lower end of
Church Croft) have serious foul water problems if pumping fails or blockages.
Safe walkways (a must have). The additional housing above the minimum limited
to a small no. of affordable homes. Additionally to ensure off-road parking for a
minimum of two vehicles. I have noted that many new developments give very
minimal, if any in several cases, of off-road parking, as this impacts severely on
local roads and verges.
Are the doctors surgery going to cope with the new influx of people as Kingstone
also has lots of new housing going up. Also the school I understand is already full.
There would have to be improvements to the road links!
It would benefit the village more if new housing were to be built outside the
village boundary to the east – there is already a great deal of traffic on our
narrow through road.
Houses of all types and prices should be built to enable the village to thrive.
Agreement and confirmation of the settlement boundary however, should be
reached quite soon. The development plan so far proposed has been clearly
formulated.
Good footpath links facilitate interaction between people – counteracting “static
living” created by advancing “internet entertainment”.
The most important points I think are more affordable housing and open space.
Please do not ever build on the playing field. Also, what about the Bridge Sollars
Road? It is very dangerous!
A + B are best sites as farmland they are blighted by proximity to housing
(children + dogs) the lanes to west of both should be a permanent boundary to
development.
House design to be in keeping with village.
Infrastructure Expansion of the school to provide placement. Parking off the
main road for school, safe pedestrian/cycle paths for children. Increased bus
services using small people carriers.
Considering fundamentally, the affordable housing is for local people. How will
you be making sure, local people will be given the opportunity to ensure the
above has been carried out.
I do think the footpath links are important.
I see that option (site) 5 has been dropped for now, but access would not have
been suitable anyway, either onto Church Croft or the Brampton Road as both
are very narrow and busy. There are no footpaths to the village and children
would have to walk on the Brampton Lane which is narrow and carried fast
traffic. Site traffic would also have had to come down Church Croft to access site
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Ref

88
89

90
91

93
97

98
99
100

101

102
106

Comment
5, which would have caused much disruption to residents as it is narrow and
busy with cars. For any new builds within the village we need a larger proportion
of ‘starter’ type homes – not ‘ affordable’ housing association homes. Sites 1 and
2 would be ideal as they would have good access on to a main road, safe
footpaths into the village. It would also be safer for site traffic to access sites 1
and 2.
Full marks for your presentation.
Option 5 no access to village. Dangers onto Brampton Road. Church not to look
over housing, traffic damage Church wall. No safe walk for children parents to
school. Find option B and D are more suitable with traffic exiting village options.
Access to school easy. Pavements there and light better. Road access onto sites
better.
Covenants to restrict houses for private renting/landlords.
With developments being built in adjoining Clehonger and Kingstone, our GP
surgery will need to extend to cope or Madley have one built. Excellent
presentation!
Keeping the feel of the village not turning into a suburb.
If duchy lands are the favoured site can we encourage them (Duchy) to apply for
outline planning permission to forestall other potential developers before the
NDP is complete.
A good mix is essential.
Very useful info.
Resident of Shenmore and I do have concerns about traffic on the road through
Madley. Already very busy at school times so the less houses being built means
less traffic congestion. We also do not have the facilities locally for a large
increase in population.
Live in Shenmore so, although not part of Madley, this will affect us for traffic,
services, amenities and facilities. Already grid-locked twice a day so the less
houses, the better.
I am not a Madley resident – Shenmore.
More pressure on medical centre with more houses being built, more shops
needed.
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Submission attached to comment form 50
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Submission attached to comment form 52
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