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[bookmark: Cotswold_District_Council][bookmark: Have_your_say_in_our_Local_Plan_Regulati]FORM 10: MEDICAL INFRASTRUCTURE & PUBLIC HEALTH 
Have your say in our Local Plan Regulation 19 consultation - Have your say: Regulation 19 Consultation
[bookmark: Instructions]Instructions

 	Write as clearly as you can— these forms might be scanned
[image: ] 	We cannot accept anonymous comments

[bookmark: Personal_data][bookmark: First_name(s)_(optional)]First name(s)



[bookmark: Last_name_(optional)]Last name



[bookmark: Email_address_(optional)]Postal address



Postcode



Email address (optional)



Personal data
We will submit your input to Cotswold District Council's online participation platform. Please note that we will publish and share your name and your representation with all interested parties in relation to the relevant consultation document. Contact details such as postal address, email address and telephone number will be redacted and will not be shared or published. Please see the Council’s Privacy Notice for further details: https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/support/privacy-and-data/service-privacy-notices/local-plan-making-consultation-privacy-notice/

Page 1

[bookmark: Section_A:_Have_your_say_in_our_Local_Pl]Section A: Have your say in our Local Plan Regulation 19 consultation
The purpose of this consultation is to gain your feedback on the soundness and legal compliance of our Local Plan.
Please note: each survey entry should comment on one aspect of the plan. If you would like to comment on more than one aspect of the Local Plan, you will need to complete a separate survey for each topic.


1. [bookmark: 1.Are_you_responding_to_this_question_as]Are you responding to this question as a private individual, or on someone else's behalf?
*Only choose one option.
A) [image: ]I am responding as myself
B) [image: ]I am responding on behalf of another person
If you answered A for Question 1, go to Section C next. If you answered B for Question 1, go to Section B next.
[bookmark: Section_B]Section B

2. [bookmark: 2.Please_provide_the_name_of_the_person_]Please provide the name of the person on who's behalf you are commenting



3. [bookmark: 3.Please_provide_the_organisation_of_the]Please provide the organisation of the person on who's behalf you are commenting


[bookmark: Section_C]Section C

4. [bookmark: 4.To_which_part_of_the_Local_Plan_does_y]To which part of the Local Plan does your comment relate?
Please provide the chapter, map, policy number or appendix and the page number on which it is located.


Chapter: Chapter 7 (North Cotswold Area Strategy) & Chapter 14 (Healthy and Safe Communities)
Policy Number: Core Policy 4 (Mickleton Settlement Strategy), Core Policy 19 (North Cotswold Area Strategy), & Core Policy 68 (Planning for Health and Well-Being)
Map / Appendix: Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) — Healthcare Tracker, Public Transport Tracker, & Infrastructure Delivery Report (Page 4734)

5. [bookmark: 5.Do_you_consider_the_Local_Plan_is_lega]Do you consider the Local Plan is legally compliant and sound?
If you would like to comment on more than one aspect of the Local Plan, you will need to complete a separate survey (Sections C to E) for each topic.

*Only choose one option.
A) [image: ]Yes
B) [image: ]No

[bookmark: Section_D]Section D

6. [bookmark: 6.Please_give_details_of_why_you_conside]Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan is/is not legally compliant or sound. (optional)
If you would like to comment on more than one aspect of the Local Plan, you will need to complete a separate survey (Sections C to E) for each topic 
"Please CIRCLE the point(s) below that matter most to you and ADD AT LEAST ONE SENTENCE IN YOUR OWN WORDS about how this affects your family/property.

I object to the housing allocations for Mickleton in Chapter 7 (Core Policy 19) and the health infrastructure assumptions under Chapter 14 (Core Policy 68). The infrastructure baseline data used to justify these housing targets is fundamentally flawed. The plan fails the tests of plan soundness under NPPF Paragraph 35, as it is neither 'Justified' by a robust, proportionate evidence base nor 'Effective' and deliverable over the plan period.
The Regulation 19 plan forces an unprecedented total allocation of 1,387 dwellings (comprising a 1,238-dwelling strategic extension and 149 units across non-strategic sites MK2B, MK2C, MK7, and MK11A) onto a rural settlement with an existing stock of just 954 homes. This 145% expansion represents a fundamental restructuring of the village that cannot be sustained by the primary healthcare network, emergency services, or utility infrastructure.

1.  Systemic Failure of Primary Healthcare & Operational Dependencies
The plan's healthcare strategy relies on deferred, out-of-settlement infrastructure updates that ignore local baseline data:
· The Vulnerable Demographic Reality: The Council's evidence ignores the demographic reality of Mickleton, where over 31% of the population is aged 65 or older, generating an intense requirement for localized, frequent primary healthcare. Mickleton currently contains zero local GP surgeries, pharmacies, or dentists.
· Out-of-Settlement Saturation: The planned Chipping Campden Medical Centre expansion is strictly capped at 1,500 patients, making it operationally unable to absorb the 2,800+ new residents generated by Mickleton. Chipping Campden is already facing unprecedented appointment backlogs and physical space constraints. Meanwhile, Meon Medical Centre across the county border is overwhelmed and struggling to cope with South Warwickshire's adjacent growth, including the 3,500-home Shackleton development where on-site clinical facilities have stalled.
· Operational GP Dependencies: Forcing an overstretched main practice to split its clinical staff to support a new settlement is an unviable planning assumption. Setting up local delivery relies on independent clinical dependencies entirely outside the council's control, requiring formal commissioning approval from the Integrated Care Board (ICB) and a clear patient density layout to be functional.
2. Harmful Traffic Emissions, Congestion, and Emergency Access Risks
The Council's transport forecasting for Mickleton is unevidenced and directly threatens public health and emergency response times:
· Flawed Traffic Modelling: Real-world monitoring via local surveys establishes that the B4632 High Street functions at an average volume of 500 vehicles per hour. South Warwickshire’s transport indicators estimate that adjacent growth at Meon Vale and Shackleton will flood an extra 2,500 vehicles per hour onto connecting corridors. Combining these baselines with the council's own housing trip projections causes the cumulative traffic model to collapse.
· Harmful Pollution Influx: The Integrated Impact Assessment (IIA) admits that high-growth scenarios cause significantly higher transport-related emissions and forced car dependency. Forcing this traffic through village bottlenecks (High Street convenience store and Chapel Lane) concentrates hazardous diesel fumes, noise, and idling emissions, directly harming the respiratory health of the village's 31% elderly population.
· The Golden Hour Crisis and Air Ambulance Reliance: Winding village gridlock directly compromises time-critical emergency routing for ambulances traveling to distant acute care hospitals over 20 miles away. Because road-based emergency transit is frequently blocked by local traffic congestion, the settlement is forced to rely heavily on helicopter intervention via the Midlands Air Ambulance and Great Western Air Ambulance for critical traumas. Forcing a massive population influx into an isolated corridor that already stretches standard road ambulance limits is entirely unsound.
3. Serious Water Stress & Thames Water Capacity Crisis
The Infrastructure Delivery Report (page 4734) formally categorizes the district under "serious water stress."
· Supply Capacity Strain: Thames Water has explicitly indicated that the existing water supply system is operating at maximum capacity, with no plans or funding secured to expand that structural baseline.
· Health Impacts on the Vulnerable: Allocating a massive 1,387-dwelling load onto a capped, water-stressed system introduces a critical threat of severe low pressure and routine utility interruptions. Such service failures present a direct public health hazard to frail, vulnerable, and elderly residents who are physically unable to manage water disruptions or maintain basic sanitation during system strain, trapping completed homes in a state of indefinite infrastructure limbo.

[Please add your personal comments here e.g. concern about availability of medical appointments, length of time to get appointments, quality of care, timely emergency care, proximity of A&E, ..)








[bookmark: Section_E]Section E

7. [bookmark: 7.Please_set_out_the_modification(s)_you]Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified. (optional)
Please note, in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues they identify for examination.

To render Chapters 7 and 14 sound and effective under the NPPF, I request the following modifications:

1. Deletion of Allocations: Total deletion of the proposed strategic housing allocation to the north and west of Mickleton, alongside the complete deletion of the 149 non-strategic home allocations (MK2B, MK2C, MK7, MK11A).
2. Alternative Cap on Housing Targets: Alternatively, legally cap the maximum housing growth at the original baseline of 439 units, realigned to match the strictly verified capacity of the existing primary healthcare network.
3. Mandated GP Commissioning & Utility Triggers: Introduce a legally binding Grampian condition within Core Policy 19 stating that no housing completions or occupations can proceed until the Gloucestershire ICB has formally approved and commissioned a localized consultation facility or weekly mobile health clinic hub within Mickleton, a permanent strategic public bus network is fully operational, and Thames Water has legally certified that local water supply capacity has been structurally upgraded.
4. Comprehensive Cumulative Traffic Assessment: Require a fresh, transparent transport volume and air quality emissions survey for the B4632 corridor to accurately calculate the real-world combined impacts of local allocations and South Warwickshire's regional growth projects prior to plan adoption.




8. [bookmark: 8.If_your_representation_is_seeking_a_mo]If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)? (optional)
*Only choose one option.
A) [image: ]Yes
B) [image: ]No

9. [bookmark: 9.If_you_wish_to_participate_in_the_hear]If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary (optional)







Disclaimer: This template has been prepared by local volunteers in good faith using publicly available draft council data and community observations to assist residents in formatting their representations. The official Cotswold District Local Plan consultation documents are available for residents to view via the council's planning portal.


APPENDIX: LOCAL PLAN DATA ENQUIRY SUMMARY 
 
Provided to help the Planning Policy Team file this comment correctly 
 
To the Data Entry Team: 
To ensure this public comment is recorded accurately in the consultation index, the Council's data entry team is respectfully asked to log this submission across all the connected areas of the Local Plan written by the resident on page 2 (Section C, Point 4). 
 
Our community templates have been put together to address the real-world way that local planning issues overlap. Depending on the specific topic being raised, an individual form may reference multiple separate 
chapters and several separate policies at the same time from anywhere across the entire Local Plan index. 
 
To ensure the full context of this objection is preserved within the Council's final index, the submission needs to be recorded under the details written in Section C, which span across: 
 
1. Multiple Strategy Chapters: Connecting regional targets and strategy areas across more than one section of the plan. 
2. Multiple Distinct Policies: Linking specific site development rules directly with policies protecting the community—including but not restricted to the Natural Environment, Built Heritage, Water Management, Infrastructure Delivery, Economy, Transport, and Climate Sustainability. 
3. Local Map and Figure Reference Lines: Binding the comments directly to local site frameworks, framework maps, and inset figures. 
 
Processing Note for the Planning Department: 
The resident has linked these distinct layers together because village infrastructure constraints, site deliverability, and plan soundness are naturally dependent on one another. 
 
If the Council's online database has been set up to use a single dropdown choice—thereby preventing the system from entering multiple chapters and policies for a single form—this physical paper document stands as the true, full record of the resident's submission. In line with standard public consultation guidelines, this page is an integral part of the form and is designed to remain permanently attached to the bundle to be scanned into the system in full.  
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