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For the attention of KIeron Manning 
 
Ref western growth corridor 2019/0294/Rg3 
 
In reply to your letter dated 14/04/2019 relating to planning permission for the urban extension of 
Lincoln on the site of the western growth corridor My concerns are as follows: 
The lack of road infrastructure, the existing roads are in no way addiqiut to fit the needs for this 
development, IT is apparent that the council or the developers will not commit funds to build the 
required road infrastructure. I believe that the HIghways AUthority is actually opposed tho the WGC 
scheme due to the lack of appropriate road infrastructure. The development will significantly 
increase traffic in an already congested area. The safety of citizens must also be addressed, how can 
the emergency services access be maintained. Increased traffic will lead to an increased danger to 
pedestrians. 
 
At public meeting it has been suggested that a link road will be across the WGC site to Tritton Road 
with a following link road to Beevor Street. Drawings have been exhibited by Lincoln City Counci and 
or the developers showing the link roads. The application does not commit to building these roads.          
 
The development cannot be regarded as sustainable  
 
Your sincerely 
Jayne Thorpe    
37 almond crescent 
Lincoln 
ln6 0hn             
 

 

Having just read a flier which refers to the above Housing Development, I feel I must put on 

record my feelings to this proposal.  

1. The area is not fit for the development of 3,200 dwellings, plus other the other suggested 

proposals. Building on a flood plain is a bad idea as it is. You must be aware of what the 

people of Lincoln think about this proposal. Why deprive us of the very valuable green area. 

You have already grabbed every little bit of land you can around here. Can you not look 

elsewhere? 

 

Also, Skellingthorpe village is also planning to build a further 650 homes. This is not feasible. 

This will only add to the problem. 

2. A huge infrastructure would need to be developed. A suggestion put forward is to have a 

roundabout at the junction of Birchwood Avenue and Skellingthorpe Road. What sort of 

thinking is this. Talk about accidents waiting to happen! With the volume of traffic using 

these roads at the moment, plus the railway crossing constantly holding things up, it is a 

nightmare at the best of times. And the rail company is planning to increase the number of 

trains in and out of the city. Also, whenever the By-Pass is slow moving due to heavy traffic 

or, as has recently been the case, several accidents causing it to be closed down, motorists 

use Birchwood Avenue as an alternative route. Trying to either get out of our drive, or as 

recently happened trying to cross the road to catch a bus (which went off without us as we 

could not get across the roads quick enough) is a problem. 



2. Building the Birchwood Estate way back, which I appreciate was needed due to a 

shortage in housing, also led to a massive increase in traffic but nothing was done to provide 

the infrastructure to support this. There is a constant stream of traffic throughout the day 

(and at night). Just think of the nightmare that will happen if this planned development goes 

ahead. 

I hope you will consider this letter in the faith it was written. There is only so much you can 

suck up before someone sees sense. 

Yours sincerely 

Barbara Kennard (Mrs) 

 

 

 

Comments for Planning Application 2019/0294/RG3 
Customer Details 
Name: Mr Martyn Housley-Smith 
Address: 7 Parkside Nettleham Lincoln 
Comment Details 
Commenter Type: Member of the Public 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 
Comment:I would like to strongly object to this development based on the impact it will have on the 
wildlife and environment. Recent research is highlighting the fast degradation if our eco systems and a 
potential total loss of vertabrates in the next generations life tinw. Therefore, in an area well known for 
the quality of its biodiversity, this move must revconsidered and declined. Also, there are plenty if areas 
in Lincoln in dire need of upgrading and making more sustainable, and were 
this development not about profit this would be more likely a consideration. Regeneration would be 
more impactful for the inner city than would new building. The work involved in preparing this site would 
be negatively impactful on fragile eco systems, not least in the removal of several very mature trees. In 
a time where this is a highly contentious issue that would not be acceptable. I urge you again to 
recognise that this development may offer short term financial gain to a few but 
does not have merit when weighed against the impact on the environment 

 

 

Comments for Planning Application 2019/0294/RG3 
Customer Details 
Name: Miss Shannon Yellowley 
Address: 20 st chads way Barton upon humber 
Comment Details 
Commenter Type: Member of the Public 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 
Comment:This land should not be built on. The local nature and wildlife thrives on this area. Alternative 
building land should be sought. 
 

 

Customer Details 
Name: Mr Peter Radcliffe 
Address: 1 Barley Way Horncastle 
Comment Details 



Commenter Type: Member of the Public 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 
Comment:I fail to understand, knowing what we do regarding the climate emergency, why we are 
continuing to build housing on areas of land that are vulnerable to flooding. Even if this area was to be 
protected from flooding, I would like to know where the planners think that the water that often sits on 
this area of land will go? Will the risk of flooding in neighbouring areas be increased as a result of this 
ridiculous and desperate piece of planning nonsence? 
I'm also concerned over the plight of the resident and semi-resident wildlife. There are so few areas of 
wilderness in Lincolnshire and this is the best that we have on Lincoln's doorstep and one that should 
be preserved and treasured not covered in tarmac and concrete. 
I therefore urge you to reject this planning application and that you should suggest to the developers 
that they should find a less destructive and more suitable site. 
 

 



 



 



 



 

 

Directorate of Communities & Environment  

Simon Walters MBA, ACIS, MCMI  

City Hall, Beaumont Fee  

Lincoln LN1 1DF  

 

Date: 26th May 2019  

Dear Sir, 

I wish to make you aware of a number of strong objections that I have with regard to the 

proposed development of the Western Growth Corridor. As a local resident I am of the view 

that the proposed development will have a serious impact on the local and surrounding 

areas. 

It should be noted that there has been some difficulty with accessing all of the planning 

documents associated with this application due to technical errors with the City of Lincoln 

Council’s website planning portal and I understand my objections will still be considered. 

Firstly, I would like to ask how there is no conflict of interest with this planning application, if I 

have read this correctly the client is the City of Lincoln Council and the decision to allow 

development is with the City of Lincoln Council?  

I have heard that the council consider this new build sustainable, when clearly it is not. This 

is flood plains which is home to important wildlife habitats. 

Please find below my comments;  

1. Traffic Congestion - In the planning statement, point 2.14 states that the access to the 

proposed site would be via Skellingthorpe Road, Tritton Road and Beevor Street. As stated, 

the latter two roads would require link bridges over the existing railway line which would 

require funding so these must be discounted until funding is available. The new proposed 



roundabout located at the junction of Birchwood avenue and Skellingthorpe Road would be 

the main site access and the main route into and out of the site for construction traffic and 

the residents of the proposed 600 dwellings as shown in HG1264-45 Phasing Plan – Phase 

1. I feel that this road is already at maximum capacity and causes traffic delays every 

morning and afternoon, on top of this due to the high number of accidents on the A46, traffic 

is almost daily diverted down Skellingthorpe Road and the roads leading onto it causing 

gridlock in the area.  

Traffic has already been significantly increased in this area due to developments been 

previously granted for dwellings on Sampson Close, Primrose Place, the large LN6 

development which is still growing on Tritton Road and developments in Skellingthorpe, all of 

which lead traffic to Skellingthorpe Road.  

This proposed roundabout would not be suitable or sufficient for construction traffic 

accessing and exiting the site, regular commuters and the addition of residents from the 

proposed development. As previously mentioned, phase one would add 600 dwellings which 

could potentially add a further 798 cars using this junction (based on an average of 1.33 

vehicles per household based on a 3-year survey by Statista) and I feel that this is not 

acceptable.  

2. Proposed Skellingthorpe Rd/Birchwood Ave Roundabout – In addition to my comments 

above I do not see the benefits from the addition of the proposed roundabout, although a 

roundabout generally speeds up traffic flow this would have no benefits here, any decrease 

in time taken to pass the junction of Birchwood Avenue and Skellingthorpe Road just means 

that cars then access Skellingthorpe Road at a higher volume, this then means that the 

current large queues down to Skellingthorpe Road onto Tritton Road and from 

Skellingthorpe Road onto the A46 will get even bigger. In addition to this, any time saved at 

this junction will also be negated due to there now been four access roads onto the 

proposed roundabout instead of the three roads currently at the junction.  

I also assume that public monies will be spent to pay for the roundabout to simply allow the 

developer access to their site as I believe that they currently do not have any site access.  

3. Pedestrian and Cycle Facilities – In the planning policy, point 2.25 highlights the aim is to 

minimise the use of cars. In point 2.26 it states that there is ‘potential’ to separate cycle and 

pedestrian routes from the main carriageway. The use of the word ‘potential’ generally 

means that this will not happen, cars will be using this road as a ‘rat run’ to Tritton Road 

(subject to the bridges actually being built) and will be very busy, in addition to this, will the 

proposed 3200 dwelling actually have enough car parking so they will not be parked along 

the road side as per a lot of other large developments?  

4. Local Area – In the planning policy, point 2.29 states that the area will be enhanced by the 

retention of access/open corridors that will maintain views to city centre and Cathedral. 

Whilst I am fully aware that views are not protected, I feel that if the planning policy is 

highlighting the views from the potential development as a positive, it must also be 

mentioned that the current homes in Forest Park, Stone Manor Park and Swanpool area that 

currently already have these views that will now be blocked by this development.  

5. Affordable Housing – Point 2.32 in the planning policy states that less than the 20% 

requirement for affordable housing would be provided in the early years and this will be 

achieved in the later years of the scheme, as this is a 20 plus year development, I do not 

think that this is acceptable as there is a large demand for affordable housing. If as I predict, 

the developer walks away after construction of phase 1 or 2 due to the cost of trying to 



develop such a difficult area, this area will not meet the 20% requirements. Existing homes 

must be improved with sustainable additions such as solar powered electricity, for example.  

6. Leisure Village – Point 2.41 in the planning policy states the proposals for a leisure village 

even though a sports planning statement has already stated that there is limited need for 

further built facilities in the city, why would you go against a sports planning statement that 

has already said that there is no requirement for this? Point 2.50 states that it could include a 

gym and spa (of which the city already has), a hotel (of which the city already has including 

numerous new build hotels further adding to the traffic problems), a sports hall and 

swimming pool (of which the city already has) and a 10-pin bowling centre (of which the city 

had two but one has been knocked down and the site redeveloped due to lack of use).  

7. Park and Ride – Point 2.51 states that whilst a dedicated park and ride facility is not 

proposed there is scope to provide such facility. If there are no plans to incorporate this then 

why is this even mentioned in the planning policy? Why is this site not getting utilised as a 

park and ride site? Earlier comments states that this site is planned to encourage people not 

to use cars.  

8. New Bridges – These bridges are a key part of the development; I feel that NO 

construction should be STARTED until these bridges are in place due to the significant traffic 

problems in the area. The phases listed in the planning policy state when these bridges are 

planned for construction however, these are subject to funding.  

Criteria A, point 3.22 also states that if external funding is delayed then the bridge links will 

be funded through the generation of development returns which may take somewhat longer 

to deliver the infrastructure. This means that even though the bridges are included in the 

planning policy at the various stages, if someone else does not fund these then the 

development will continue until they can self-fund. This is a 20 plus year development and 

that is unacceptable.  

9. Environmental Impact – There will be a large environmental impact on the proposed 

development site and surrounding areas, the area is already at risk of flooding and any 

developer would normally walk away from this, as has happened on this site previously. 

Increasing the land level by an estimated one metre will involve heavy plant machinery 

working on site digging and transporting this material. The increase in level also provides 

instability around the proposed development due to settlement.  

As this development is estimated to be in excess of 20 years this will have a large impact on 

the local residents, living next to a construction site for this period of time I feel is 

unacceptable, with the noise levels and vehicle emissions given off from the site and the 

increase in traffic noise on a greenfield site.  

The EIA that has been submitted with the planning application is also 3 years old. The 

proposed development area is populated with dear, fox, rabbits, snakes, herons and other 

bird life from Hartsholme nature reserve and the surrounding areas. Further to this there 

appears to be no wildlife corridors provided along the catchwater drain for the wildlife as this 

area will be cut off by the proposed access road. A wildlife corridor could also be used as 

screening for the neighbouring properties on Forest Park, Stone Manor Park and Swanpool.  

The proposed construction site is a greenfield site, why have no other sites been looked at, 

there are old RAF bases around the city and with the upcoming closure of RAF Scampton 

these provide great opportunities for construction without the need to build on greenfield 

sites, the flood risks are low and access would be greatly improved compared to this 

proposed site.  



 

The question must be asked whether the City of Lincoln Council/Lindums would ever 

consider building on this land if they did not already own it?  

10. Low Carbon and Sustainable Design - Point 3.31 in the planning policy states that under 

policy LP30, the proposals for the WGC are to be ‘a development that maximises the 

opportunities for low carbon and sustainable design’ If this statement is adhered too, we 

should expect the development to contain rain water harvesting systems, solar and wind 

energy systems to name but a few low carbon and sustainable systems. As the policy states 

it should maximised and not just utilise one or two systems.  

I look forward to hearing from you and hope that you consider the points listed above.  

Kind Regards  

Lulu Woolner  

 

Dear Sir, 
We strongly object to the proposed development. 
We live at No. 7 Burghley Road, LN6 7YE and our back garden borders on to woodland, which has 
been kept untouched and relatively wild. It is a haven for wildlife: deer, foxes, rabbits, and a luge 
variety of birds, bees and butterflies. 
We are extremely concerned that part of the proposed development is to make Pig Lane Into a 
service road to reach the Lindum owned farmland beyond the drainage-canal. 
But worse, you are planning to deforest the Woodland adjoining the gardens of No.3, 5, 
7 and 11  Burghley Road, which is council owned land, to make room for some dwellings. 
This is outrageous!! It not only destroys the living space for a large number of wildlife and trees, but 
it is also contrary to the assurance the Planning Office gave us, when we bought our house at no. 7 
Burghley Road on 16.06.2000. We were then told that this bit of wildlife-haven would be left 
untouched and un-serviced by Lincoln Council. Also it still contains concrete ruins from a sewage 
works which was built in the 1940ees, to service the military barracks which stood in the area of 
what is now called Burghley Road or Stone Manor Park. 
 
Apart from this totally unwarranted land-grab, we also object strongly to the whole Development of 
up to 3200 dwellings on farmland, which is known to get flooded during heavy and prolonged rain 
periods, as it is the lowest lying land in the Lincoln area. 
If the rainwater has nowhere else to go, it will only come up, and cause flooded streets and houses, 
as has happened in 2007/8 in parts of South Yorkshire. 
It looks like that you do not care about the poor people who will have bought houses in this area.  
 
Finally, as your only access roads for this huge area of 3200 dwellings with a potential Of 6000-7000 
cars, are the already congested Skellingthorpe Road and Tritton Road, this whole proposed 
development  is thoughtless, careless, and greedy! 
 
If this is all that Lincoln Planning Office can come up with, than I feel sorry for the people Of Lincoln, 
who are governed by such an incompetent and uncaring council! 
 
Yours sincerely, 
Christine and Franz Funk 
7 Burgley Road, LN6 7YE 
 



 

 

 

 

 
 



 Moira Davenport  
5 Chalgrove Way  
Forest Park  
Lincoln  
LN6 0QH  
Mr K Manning  
Planning Manager  
City of Lincoln Council  
Beaumont Fee  
Lincoln  
LN1 1DF  
29 May 2018  
Dear Mr Manning,  
Ref: Hybrid Planning Application for the Western Growth Corridor Development dated 14 April 
2019  
Your Ref: 2019/0294/RG3  
I have received a letter from City of Lincoln Council relating to Hybrid Planning Application for the 
sustainable urban extension of Lincoln on the site of the Lincoln Western Growth Corridor, dated 14 
April 2019. I would like to give you my main reasons why I am opposed to such a development.  
Traffic  
If the aim of this project is to develop a housing scheme and improve the Lincoln traffic 
infrastructure then it can only be considered if the internal link road from Skellingthorpe Road to 
Tritton Road or Beevor Street is constructed first. Failure to do this will create far too many years of 
further misery for drivers and residents having to use the already busy and often bottlenecked 
Skellingthorpe Road. As the application makes no commitment to any additional access point other 
than the Skellingthorpe Road, the traffic flows can only get worse as more vehicles on this road will 
automatically lead to increased traffic congestion.  
Pollution  
Given the volumes of stationary and very slow moving traffic at present along Skellingthorpe Road, 
levels of pollution will only increase under the current development proposal, having adverse effects 
on the health of local residents. Wildlife and vegetation will also suffer.  
Noise and disturbance  
The residents along Skellingthorpe Road and the estates to the north end are already suffering from 
increased noise and disturbance from excessive traffic movements and ticking stationary vehicles. 
These same residents will suffer continual and increased noise and disruption during the project and 
then increased traffic noise and disruption for a lifetime thereafter. Increased traffic will also bring 
with it a greater number of accidents among pedestrians, cyclists and drivers and this will put further 
strain on the emergency services having to access an already busy and often bottle-necked road.  
 
In light of the above, your plans needed to be amended to deal with the issues raised in this letter.  
Yours sincerely,  
Mrs M Davenport 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 ATTACHED TO AN EMAIL TO : developmentteam@lincoln.go.uk  
And : DELIVERED BY HAND ON TUESDAY 28 MAY 2019  
Paul Frodsham  
2 Roxborough Close  
Lincoln  
LN6 0QL  
27 May 2019  
Ms Lana Meddings  
Principal Planning Officer  
City of Lincoln Council  
Beaumont Fee  
Lincoln  
LN1 1DF  
Dear Ms. Meddings  
Ref : Further Comments about and Objections 2 to the Hybrid Planning Application for the 
Western Growth Corridor Development  
dated 14 April 2019 : Your Ref : 2019/0294/RG3  
I have split this Comments and Objections 2 Letter into 5 sections  
1. Construction Traffic  
2. Green Buffer Zones and Path Ways  
3. Tree Replacement and New Tree Planting Policies  
4. Planning Document : 10D HAWRAT Assessment  
5. Discussions with the Association of British Insurers  
1. Construction Traffic  
1.1 Access and exit routes onto and off the proposed Western Growth Corridor Development.  
Following the City of Lincoln Council’s late abandonment of the Hartsholme Drive access fiasco 
to this proposed Development, one wonders with some trepidation what your next proposals 
will include.  
 
Whatever the proposed access points, the use of Skellingthorpe Road and the A46 Western 
Bypass are a given. It would appear from the CofLC Site Construction Phasing schedule that 
construction traffic access from the Tritton Road end has been dismissed until later in the 
development. This option would of course require the costly construction of a road bridge over 
the railway.  
Will Birchwood Avenue or Tritton Road be used for construction traffic?  
As the residents and users of Skellingthorpe Road and Birchwood Avenue are well aware these 
roads are very congested during daylights hours and have been for years and years. So adding 
construction traffic to these roads would make a bad situation so much worse giving rise to even 
more lengthy queues and delays.  
Please announce your Development site’s construction access and exit routes, without delay.  
1.2 Volume of Construction Traffic  
So apart from the normal construction traffic that would be expected for a typical housing 
Development, this one has the added requirement to move vast quantities of material around 
this proposed WGC Development and also transport material onto this site from distant 
locations. I quote from the Planning Application “engineering works to inform development 
platform”. In plain English this means, constructing a bank of material to allow houses to be 
constructed so that they sit above the highest flood level expected on the site.  



In your Planning Statement, under Proposal section, the reader is advised that these engineering 
works comprise the excavation of 182,000 cubic metres in the northern part of the site to form 
developments platforms in the southern part of the site.  
The reader is later advised in section 2.11, that the construction of the raised development 
platforms will require additional material being sourced off site, but surprisingly does not 
specify the cubic metres that would be required. Why is that and please advise the amount of 
cubic metres? After all, the joint applicant for the WGC Development is Lindums, a construction 
company.  
 
The proposed height of this new bank is possibly 1.6 to 2.0 metres above the existing ground 
level for a considerable length and width along the land facing the Boultham Catchwater Drain.  
How many HGV vehicle movements including levelling equipment vehicles will this involve on-
site and off-site?  
So the on-site movement of 182,00 cubic metres this would require an estimated number of full 
HGV movements 6,600 to 10,000 dependant on the capacity of the HGVs used, then the same 
number returning empty to the excavation site, making an estimated total of up to 20,000 HGV 
movements. For one year, this equates to about 64 HGV movements per day. This activity will 
be in close proximity to the residential estates backing onto the Boultham Catchwater Drain. 
Please confirm or amend this figure for HGV vehicle movements.  
In the absence of the number of cubic metres needed to be transported from off-site, the 
number of HGV vehicle movements is unknown. But remember these will have a greater impact 
on the traffic congestion on Skellingthorpe Road and the surrounding roads. Please supply these 
details.  
1.3 Environmental impact of pollution from HGV Diesel Construction Vehicles Exhausts  
These would include Noise, Dust and Diesel engine exhaust emissions oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 
fine particulates and hundreds of chemical elements created during incomplete combustion of 
diesel fuel.  
These would be generated from the high volumes of HGV movements outlined in 1.2 above and 
would impact greatly on the residents of the adjacent residential estates.  
The Noise impact would I suspect be continuous during daylight hours causing much 
disturbance to the surrounding residents.  
Dust by its very nature gets blown up into the air and gets distributed over a wide area and into 
the adjacent homes.  
The diesel engine exhaust NOx and the fine particulate emissions have the potential to cause 
problems to the lungs of many residents, both young and old but particularly to those 
individuals who have pre-existing respiratory related conditions.  
 
Also affected by this pollution would be the many school children using Skellingthorpe Road 
from around the Birchwood Avenue junction who walk or cycle to their primary and secondary 
schools along Skellingthorpe Road and perhaps beyond.  
Summarising this pollution, the product of the large number of HGV movements in the 
construction of the proposed WGC Development is unacceptable and has in the past been a 
reason for Planning Applications to be rejected in the United Kingdom.  
2. Green Buffer Zones and Walk Ways  
2.1 A Green Buffer Zone should be incorporated along the whole length of the north side of the 
Boultham Catchwater Drain.  
2.2 The footpath along the north side Boultham Catchwater Drain to Skellingthorpe should be 
improved. In particular, the head room under the A46 Bypass road bridge is very restricted and 
should be increased. In my view it is no longer safe for pedestrians to cross the A46 Bypass at 



the Skellingthorpe – Birchwood roundabout due to the increase in the amount of traffic. This 
footpath route upgrade would go a long way to increase and add variety to the network of 
public footpaths in and around this Development.  
2.3 An inclusion of a Green Buffer Zone and Walk Way along the west side of the Stone Manor 
Park Estate onto the WGC Development would be a good idea. This would allow pedestrians to 
access the WGC Development without using part of the new roundabout and the Development 
Link Road to Tritton Road, a much safer option. This pathway could also be used by cyclists and 
mobility scooters etc.  
In fact it may be possible to incorporate a similar set up as indicated above, for the west side of 
the new access link road, with a walk way onto the estate that avoids part of the roundabout 
and the new link road.  
3.0 Tree Replacement and New Tree Planting Policies  
I could not find a planning Document covering this topic.  
It would appear inevitable that mature trees will be felled to make way for this WGC 
Development. What are the City of Lincoln Council’s plans for tree replacement and the planting 
of new trees in excess of those felled to provide a greener environment?  
 
4.0 Supporting Planning Document : 10D HAWRAT Assessment  
Curiously this Document : “10D HAWRAT Assessment Document : Methods A and D Results” ; 
does not have a full explanatory title nor in fact who prepared it and when nor the responsible 
Organisation for this Supporting Document. Its origin lies with the Highways Authority method 
of assessing water run-off from roads. Which organisation compiled this Document and when? 
Please provide the full details.  
[And similarly, the following Supporting Documents do not have who complied them and when 
….. : 10E CONSTRUCTION GIUDANCE ….. etc. ; 12A NOISE PERCEPTION …..etc. ; 12B ACCOUSTIC 
MODELLING …. etc. ; 13A TRAFFIC DATA ; 13B TRAFFIC DATA ; 15A CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT 
…. etc. and so on and so on, I suspect.]  
Furthermore, there is no indication to which primary document these “appendices” belong to. 
The list of Supporting Documents looks like a random list that makes it difficult for the reader to 
appreciate the whole picture of what information is being presented. In my view the Supporting 
Document list should have been assembled in groups, listing the primary documents first with 
the list of appendices following on.  
5.0 Discussions with the Association of British Insurers  
Has the City of Lincoln Council had any contact with the Association of British Insurers to discuss 
whether they would be willing for their members to guarantee affordable home and contents 
insurance, including flood damage cover, for all the proposed houses on the proposed WGC 
Development?  
Thank you for reading this letter and I should be grateful if you would incorporate it in the on-
line Document responses as an Objection to this Planning Application, thank you.  
Yours faithfully  
Paul Frodsham  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 



 

 The Western Growth Corridor  
The latest proposals (3000+ houses) have done nothing to alleviate my concerns about this 
proposal, indeed the very opposite is true. However, can I first say that despite the widely held 
view that I have always been opposed to any development at this location that this simply is not 
true. I do agree that new homes are required but the infrastructure required to support any 
proposals must not simply be an afterthought as it has been so many times in the past, hence 
the problems we all encounter already particularly on Skellingthorpe Road and at the A46 
roundabout.  
Unsurprisingly according to a recent survey Lincoln is in the top echelon of the most congested 
City’s in the Country. Surely then any new proposals must not simply be “traffic neutral” but 
must include measures not just to satisfy that particular planning application but to improve 
substantially the overall picture.  
Government Rules make it clear that legally enforceable agreements should be put in place 
requiring developers to provide, and pay for, any infrastructure improvements including 
schools, health centres, or road schemes required before planning permission is given so that 
you and I as Council Tax payers do not have to pick up the bill at a later stage.  
I was involved in the proposals that were forwarded back in 1996. I Chaired a public meeting on 
the 16th May of that year at the Stone Arms here in the village and also attended a public 
meeting the night before at the Wild Life on Birchwood where the City Of Lincoln Council 
explained the plans regarding the building of 1790 homes on this area between Tritton Road 
and the A46 Western bypass.  
These proposals were not simply just about housing growth but recognised also the traffic 
issues. They included a park and ride site with a dedicated bus only “greenway” directly from 
the park and ride into the City with a commitment to extend this dedicated “greenway” into 
Skellingthorpe. They also included an additional road access to link the bypass with Tritton 
Road.  
Unfortunately, these “proposal benefits” have inexplicably disappeared as part of the new 
proposals which seems to fly in the face of the “green” credentials which are often championed 
locally by the decision makers. Have previous concerns regarding air pollution in and around the 
City been seriously considered given the massive increase in domestic and business traffic as a 
consequence of these proposals?  
Skellingthorpe Parish Council obtained a previous commitment regarding the dualling of the 
bypass between the Skellingthorpe and Doddington Road (responsibility of Highways England) 
roundabout but these do not appear as part of the new proposals.  
Also, how can it be that the section between Doddington and Whisby road had to be dualled as 
part of the planning application for Teal Park and yet this one with potentially far more traffic 
does not?  
When I questioned this, I was told there would be a slip road put in place at the Skellingthorpe 
roundabout to allow traffic travelling from Lincoln on Skellingthorpe Road to filter onto the 
single carriageway. Frankly this is an absolute nonsense, how can a filter have any impact at all 
when you simply are unable to find any carriageway space on the existing single carriageway 
road?  
I have also questioned the number of lorries and tonnage that will be required to bring the 
“spoil” on to the site to raise the ground levels. All of this will need to use the A46 bypass, 
Skellingthorpe Roundabout, Skellingthorpe Road, and proposed Birchwood roundabout. This  



will create massive problems and I wonder if residents understand the chaos that is to ensue 
before even a brick is laid. I have still not received an answer to this question.  
However, I understand the County Council as the Highways Authority are undertaking an 
updating exercise of the Lincoln Transport Strategy which was last reviewed in 2013. This is a 
critical and timely review. The document states “In early 2017 the new Local Plan was adopted 
by the Central Lincolnshire Joint Strategic Planning Committee…. the plan includes very 
significant ambitions for growth in and around Lincoln and a new strategy is required to identify 
access and transport focussed proposals to help support that growth”.  
The report goes on to say, “The involvement of stakeholders, Council Members, and the public 
is vital to the development and delivery of a strong strategy…it is NOT intended to be a process 
which simply tells, stakeholders, Members and the public what will happen”.  
The development and production of the survey is expected to be completed in the Autumn and I 
will be writing to the County Council for confirmation that they, as the Highways Authority, will 
strongly object to any large-scale planning applications including the Western Growth Corridor 
being considered by the relevant Planning Authority until the results and implications of the 
new Transport Strategy are known.  
After all, not to do so would simply allow Planning Authorities to inexplicably “put the cart 
before the horse” and once again make the current intolerable situation even worse.  
As I stated earlier I have been involved in previous proposals on this site and I am aware of the 
financial difficulties of a return for investors given the infrastructure costs associated with it. 
However, I do believe in the principle that the “developer pays” and none of the burden of 
infrastructure costs should be met by Council Taxpayers. Neither do I agree that infrastructure 
needs should be ignored or reduced simply to make a proposal viable.  
I do expect the City of Lincoln Council as the Planning Authority to act in a responsible way with 
regard to this matter. It should wait until the outcome of the County Council traffic survey in 
order that we can be sure that this proposal (along with any other large planning applications) 
have been properly assessed in terms of improving the current and future traffic and air 
pollution issues in and around the City and the that burden of this falls rightly on the developer 
and does not fall upon the Council Taxpayer.  
Cllr. Chris Goldson  
North Kesteven District Councillor, Skellingthorpe Ward. 
 
 
 
Comments for Planning Application 2019/0294/RG3 
Customer Details 
Name: Mr Philip Jackson 
Address: 58 Princess Street Lincoln 
Comment Details 
Commenter Type: Member of the Public 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 
Comment:Philip John Jackson 
58 Princess Street 
Lincoln 
LN5 7QL 
Directorate of Communities & Environment 
Simon Walters MBA, ACIS, MCMI 
City Hall, Beaumont Fee 
Lincoln LN1 1DF 
30/05/2019 
Dear Sir, 
RE: Planning Application for the Western Growth Corridor 2019/0294/RG3 



I wish to make you aware of a number of strong objections that I have with regard to the proposed 
development of the Western Growth Corridor. As a local resident I am of the view that the proposed 
development will have a serious impact on the local and surrounding areas. 
It should be noted that there has been some difficulty with accessing all of the planning documents 
associated with this application due to technical errors with the City of Lincoln Council's website 
planning portal and I understand my objections will still be considered. 
Firstly, I would like to ask how there is no conflict of interest with this planning application, if I have read 
this correctly the client is the City of Lincoln Council and the decision to allow development is with the 
City of Lincoln Council? 
Please find below my comments; 
Traffic Congestion - In the planning statement, point 2.14 states that the access to the proposed site 
would be via Skellingthorpe Road, Tritton Road and Beevor Street. As stated, the latter two roads would 
require link bridges over the existing railway line which would require funding so these must be 
discounted until funding is available. The new proposed roundabout located at the junction of Birchwood 
avenue and Skellingthorpe Road would be the main site access and the main route into and out of the 
site for construction traffic and the residents of the proposed 600 
dwellings as shown in HG1264-45 Phasing Plan - Phase 1. I feel that this road is already at maximum 
capacity and causes traffic delays every morning and afternoon, on top of this due to the high number 
of accidents on the A46, traffic is almost daily diverted down Skellingthorpe Road and the roads leading 
onto it causing gridlock in the area. 
Traffic has already been significantly increased in this area due to developments been previously 
granted for dwellings on Sampson Close, Primrose Place, the large LN6 development which is still 
growing on Tritton Road and developments in Skellingthorpe, all of which lead traffic to Skellingthorpe 
Road. 
This proposed roundabout would not be suitable or sufficient for construction traffic accessing and 
exiting the site, regular commuters and the addition of residents from the proposed development. 
As previously mentioned, phase one would add 600 dwellings which could potentially add a further 798 
cars using this junction (based on an average of 1.33 vehicles per household based on a 3- year survey 
by Statista) and I feel that this is not acceptable. 
Proposed Skellingthorpe Rd/Birchwood Ave Roundabout - In addition to my comments above I do not 
see the benefits from the addition of the proposed roundabout, although a roundabout generally speeds 
up traffic flow this would have no benefits here, any decrease in time taken to pass the junction of 
Birchwood Avenue and Skellingthorpe Road just means that cars then access Skellingthorpe Road at 
a higher volume, this then means that the current large queues down to 
Skellingthorpe Road onto Tritton Road and from Skellingthorpe Road onto the A46 will get even bigger. 
In addition to this, any time saved at this junction will also be negated due to there now been four access 
roads onto the proposed roundabout instead of the three roads currently at the junction. 
I also assume that public monies will be spent to pay for the roundabout to simply allow the developer 
access to their site as I believe that they currently do not have any site access. 
Pedestrian and Cycle Facilities - In the planning policy, point 2.25 highlights the aim is to minimise the 
use of cars. In point 2.26 it states that there is 'potential' to separate cycle and pedestrian routes from 
the main carriageway. The use of the word 'potential' generally means that this will not happen, cars 
will be using this road as a 'rat run' to Tritton Road (subject to the bridges actually being built) and will 
be very busy, in addition to this, will the proposed 3200 dwelling actually have enough car parking so 
they will not be parked along the road side as per a lot of other large 
developments? 
Local Area - In the planning policy, point 2.29 states that the area will be enhanced by the retention of 
access/open corridors that will maintain views to city centre and Cathedral. Whilst I am fully aware that 
views are not protected, I feel that if the planning policy is highlighting the views from the potential 
development as a positive, it must also be mentioned that the current homes in Forest Park, Stone 
Manor Park and Swanpool area that currently already have these views that will now be blocked by this 
development. 
Affordable Housing - Point 2.32 in the planning policy states that less than the 20% requirement for 
affordable housing would be provided in the early years and this will be achieved in the later years of 
the scheme, as this is a 20 plus year development, I do not think that this is acceptable as there is a 
large demand for affordable housing. If as I predict, the developer walks away after construction of 
phase 1 or 2 due to the cost of trying to develop such a difficult area, this area will not meet the 20% 
requirements. 
Leisure Village - Point 2.41 in the planning policy states the proposals for a leisure village even though 
a sports planning statement has already stated that there is limited need for further built facilities in the 



city, why would you go against a sports planning statement that has already said that there is no 
requirement for this? Point 2.50 states that it could include a gym and spa (of which the city already 
has), a hotel (of which the city already has including numerous new build hotels further adding to the 
traffic problems), a sports hall and swimming pool (of which the city 
already has) and a 10-pin bowling centre (of which the city had two but one has been knocked down 
and the site redeveloped due to lack of use). 
Park and Ride - Point 2.51 states that whilst a dedicated park and ride facility is not proposed there is 
scope to provide such facility. If there are no plans to incorporate this then why is this even mentioned 
in the planning policy? Why is this site not getting utilised as a park and ride site? 
Earlier comments states that this site is planned to encourage people not to use cars. 
New Bridges - These bridges are a key part of the development; I feel that NO construction should be 
STARTED until these bridges are in place due to the significant traffic problems in the area. 
The phases listed in the planning policy state when these bridges are planned for construction however, 
these are subject to funding. 
Criteria A, point 3.22 also states that if external funding is delayed then the bridge links will be funded 
through the generation of development returns which may take somewhat longer to deliver the 
infrastructure. This means that even though the bridges are included in the planning policy at the various 
stages, if someone else does not fund these then the development will continue until they can self-fund. 
This is a 20 plus year development and that is unacceptable. 
Environmental Impact - There will be a large environmental impact on the proposed development site 
and surrounding areas, the area is already at risk of flooding and any developer would normally walk 
away from this, as has happened on this site previously. Increasing the land level by an estimated one 
metre will involve heavy plant machinery working on site digging and transporting this material. The 
increase in level also provides instability around the proposed development due to settlement. 
As this development is estimated to be in excess of 20 years this will have a large impact on the local 
residents, living next to a construction site for this period of time I feel is unacceptable, with the noise 
levels and vehicle emissions given off from the site and the increase in traffic noise on a greenfield site. 
The EIA that has been submitted with the planning application is also 3 years old. The proposed 
development area is populated with dear, fox, rabbits, snakes, herons and other bird life from 
Hartsholme nature reserve and the surrounding areas. Further to this there appears to be no wildlife 
corridors provided along the catchwater drain for the wildlife as this area will be cut off by the proposed 
access road. A wildlife corridor could also be used as screening for the neighbouring properties on 
Forest Park, Stone Manor Park and Swanpool. 
The proposed construction site is a greenfield site, why have no other sites been looked at, there are 
old RAF bases around the city and with the upcoming closure of RAF Scampton these provide great 
opportunities for construction without the need to build on greenfield sites, the flood risks are low and 
access would be greatly improved compared to this proposed site. 
The question must be asked whether the City of Lincoln Council/Lindums would ever consider building 
on this land if they did not already own it? 
Low Carbon and Sustainable Design - Point 3.31 in the planning policy states that under policy LP30, 
the proposals for the WGC are to be 'a development that maximises the opportunities for low carbon 
and sustainable design' If this statement is adhered too, we should expect the development to contain 
rain water harvesting systems, solar and wind energy systems to name but a few low carbon and  
sustainable systems. As the policy states it should maximised and not just utilise one or two systems. 
I look forward to hearing from you and hope that you consider the points listed above. 
Kind Regards 
Philip John Jackson 
I would like to make a personal representation at the planning committee when it considers the 
application please. 
Thank you! 
 
 
Comments for Planning Application 2019/0294/RG3 
Customer Details 
Name: Mr Paul Banfield 
Address: 24 Rochester Drive Lincoln 
Comment Details 
Commenter Type: Neighbour 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 



Comment:I object strongly to the WGC planning application, specifically the proposed road 
infrastructure changes on Skellingthorpe Road. 
The traffic modelling estimates presented at the planning roadshows were greeted with complete 
mistrust by all attendees at the meetings that I attended. Despite Council representatives' reassurances 
that these figures have been provided by qualified traffic assessors, they seem highly dubious in 
accuracy. At MOST times of the day, Skellingthorpe Road is already at maximum capacity and at peak 
times currently resembles a car park up to the A46. Whilst a through road that circumnavigates the 
Skellingthorpe Road level crossing would certainly have an effect on the Tritton Road junction, the 
simultaneous addition of hundreds of new homes & businesses will completely swamp the capacity of 
Skellingthorpe Road's outer reaches. The proposed roundabout at Birchwood Road will be gridlocked 
by the volume of traffic trying to enter the A46 and anyone with a pair of eyes can see this. Proposed 
alterations to the Skellingthorpe Road / A46 roundabout will have only slight efficiency gains, particularly 
whilst the A46 is single lane heading South and is 
also gridlocked at peak times. The stretch of Skellingthorpe Road between the WGC Birchwood Road 
and A46 roundabouts is destined to be a traffic disaster if the current plans go ahead. 
Previous planning suggestions that included a direct new link road between WGC & the A46 have been 
dropped, clearly on profitability grounds. The City Of Lincoln Council seems to be determined to push 
the current plan through, despite the vociferous objections at every consultation meeting by the 
residents that will have to live with the final result. Any property that is in the vicinity of Skellingthorpe 
Road outer reaches will have a permanent problem accessing their homes and I do not wish to be in 
the position to say 'I told you so' in the years to come. 
Whilst the building is in progress, Skellingthorpe Road will be under even greater strain; this will then 
impinge on Lindum's access to the site and therefore, its efficiency. This will doubtlessly cause problems 
for the site's building vehicles and will then affect Lindum's profit margins, as well as bringing the area 
to a frequent standstill for all other traffic. 
In summary, my objection is that the planned road infrastructure at the outer region of Skellingthorpe 
Road will be TOTALLY inadequate for the volume of traffic that will result from the WGC development 
plan in its current form. 
 
 
 
Comments for Planning Application 2019/0294/RG3 
Customer Details 
Name: Mr Ian Whiting 
Address: 5 Burghley Road Lincoln 
Comment Details 
Commenter Type: Neighbour 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 
Comment:My previous comments concern the bigger picture aspects of the proposed development. 
I've now had chance to look at some the maps and plans in more detail and am amazed that boundaries 
appear to have been moved since previous discussions / consultations. 
Having tried to keep informed over 20 years on the status of plans for this proposed development, I'm 
amazed that basics like development boundaries have continued to change. How is this allowed? 
I've had previous assurances from council representatives and agents at public meetings that specific 
boundaries of the development would be maintained. This related to wildlife corridors, existing tree 
lines, existing wooded areas, existing lanes and rights of way. separate attachment includes more detail 

 
 

Mr Philip Jackson 58 Princess Street Lincoln LN5 7QL (Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Thu 30 May 2019  

Philip John Jackson 
58 Princess Street 
Lincoln 
LN5 7QL 



 
 
Directorate of Communities & Environment 
Simon Walters MBA, ACIS, MCMI 
City Hall, Beaumont Fee 
Lincoln LN1 1DF 
 
30/05/2019  
 
Dear Sir, 
RE: Planning Application for the Western Growth Corridor 2019/0294/RG3 
I wish to make you aware of a number of strong objections that I have with regard to the 
proposed development of the Western Growth Corridor. As a local resident I am of the 
view that the proposed development will have a serious impact on the local and 
surrounding areas. 
It should be noted that there has been some difficulty with accessing all of the planning 
documents associated with this application due to technical errors with the City of 
Lincoln Council's website planning portal and I understand my objections will still be 
considered. 
Firstly, I would like to ask how there is no conflict of interest with this planning 
application, if I have read this correctly the client is the City of Lincoln Council and the 
decision to allow development is with the City of Lincoln Council?  
Please find below my comments;  
Traffic Congestion - In the planning statement, point 2.14 states that the access to the 
proposed site would be via Skellingthorpe Road, Tritton Road and Beevor Street. As 
stated, the latter two roads would require link bridges over the existing railway line which 
would require funding so these must be discounted until funding is available. The new 
proposed roundabout located at the junction of Birchwood avenue and Skellingthorpe 
Road would be the main site access and the main route into and out of the site for 
construction traffic and the residents of the proposed 600 dwellings as shown in 
HG1264-45 Phasing Plan - Phase 1. I feel that this road is already at maximum capacity 
and causes traffic delays every morning and afternoon, on top of this due to the high 
number of accidents on the A46, traffic is almost daily diverted down Skellingthorpe 
Road and the roads leading onto it causing gridlock in the area.  
 
Traffic has already been significantly increased in this area due to developments been 
previously granted for dwellings on Sampson Close, Primrose Place, the large LN6 
development which is still growing on Tritton Road and developments in Skellingthorpe, 
all of which lead traffic to Skellingthorpe Road. 
 
This proposed roundabout would not be suitable or sufficient for construction traffic 
accessing and exiting the site, regular commuters and the addition of residents from the 
proposed development. As previously mentioned, phase one would add 600 dwellings 
which could potentially add a further 798 cars using this junction (based on an average 
of 1.33 vehicles per household based on a 3-year survey by Statista) and I feel that this 
is not acceptable. 
 
Proposed Skellingthorpe Rd/Birchwood Ave Roundabout - In addition to my comments 
above I do not see the benefits from the addition of the proposed roundabout, although a 
roundabout generally speeds up traffic flow this would have no benefits here, any 
decrease in time taken to pass the junction of Birchwood Avenue and Skellingthorpe 
Road just means that cars then access Skellingthorpe Road at a higher volume, this 



then means that the current large queues down to Skellingthorpe Road onto Tritton 
Road and from Skellingthorpe Road onto the A46 will get even bigger. In addition to this, 
any time saved at this junction will also be negated due to there now been four access 
roads onto the proposed roundabout instead of the three roads currently at the junction.  
 
I also assume that public monies will be spent to pay for the roundabout to simply allow 
the developer access to their site as I believe that they currently do not have any site 
access. 
 
Pedestrian and Cycle Facilities - In the planning policy, point 2.25 highlights the aim is to 
minimise the use of cars. In point 2.26 it states that there is 'potential' to separate cycle 
and pedestrian routes from the main carriageway. The use of the word 'potential' 
generally means that this will not happen, cars will be using this road as a 'rat run' to 
Tritton Road (subject to the bridges actually being built) and will be very busy, in addition 
to this, will the proposed 3200 dwelling actually have enough car parking so they will not 
be parked along the road side as per a lot of other large developments?  
 
Local Area - In the planning policy, point 2.29 states that the area will be enhanced by 
the retention of access/open corridors that will maintain views to city centre and 
Cathedral. Whilst I am fully aware that views are not protected, I feel that if the planning 
policy is highlighting the views from the potential development as a positive, it must also 
be mentioned that the current homes in Forest Park, Stone Manor Park and Swanpool 
area that currently already have these views that will now be blocked by this 
development.  
 
Affordable Housing - Point 2.32 in the planning policy states that less than the 20% 
requirement for affordable housing would be provided in the early years and this will be 
achieved in the later years of the scheme, as this is a 20 plus year development, I do not 
think that this is acceptable as there is a large demand for affordable housing. If as I 
predict, the developer walks away after construction of phase 1 or 2 due to the cost of 
trying to develop such a difficult area, this area will not meet the 20% requirements. 
 
Leisure Village - Point 2.41 in the planning policy states the proposals for a leisure 
village even though a sports planning statement has already stated that there is limited 
need for further built facilities in the city, why would you go against a sports planning 
statement that has already said that there is no requirement for this? Point 2.50 states 
that it could include a gym and spa (of which the city already has), a hotel (of which the 
city already has including numerous new build hotels further adding to the traffic 
problems), a sports hall and swimming pool (of which the city already has) and a 10-pin 
bowling centre (of which the city had two but one has been knocked down and the site 
redeveloped due to lack of use). 
 
Park and Ride - Point 2.51 states that whilst a dedicated park and ride facility is not 
proposed there is scope to provide such facility. If there are no plans to incorporate this 
then why is this even mentioned in the planning policy? Why is this site not getting 
utilised as a park and ride site? Earlier comments states that this site is planned to 
encourage people not to use cars. 
 
New Bridges - These bridges are a key part of the development; I feel that NO 
construction should be STARTED until these bridges are in place due to the significant 
traffic problems in the area. The phases listed in the planning policy state when these 
bridges are planned for construction however, these are subject to funding.  



 
Criteria A, point 3.22 also states that if external funding is delayed then the bridge links 
will be funded through the generation of development returns which may take somewhat 
longer to deliver the infrastructure. This means that even though the bridges are 
included in the planning policy at the various stages, if someone else does not fund 
these then the development will continue until they can self-fund. This is a 20 plus year 
development and that is unacceptable.  
 
Environmental Impact - There will be a large environmental impact on the proposed 
development site and surrounding areas, the area is already at risk of flooding and any 
developer would normally walk away from this, as has happened on this site previously. 
Increasing the land level by an estimated one metre will involve heavy plant machinery 
working on site digging and transporting this material. The increase in level also provides 
instability around the proposed development due to settlement. 
 
As this development is estimated to be in excess of 20 years this will have a large 
impact on the local residents, living next to a construction site for this period of time I feel 
is unacceptable, with the noise levels and vehicle emissions given off from the site and 
the increase in traffic noise on a greenfield site.  
 
The EIA that has been submitted with the planning application is also 3 years old. The 
proposed development area is populated with dear, fox, rabbits, snakes, herons and 
other bird life from Hartsholme nature reserve and the surrounding areas. Further to this 
there appears to be no wildlife corridors provided along the catchwater drain for the 
wildlife as this area will be cut off by the proposed access road. A wildlife corridor could 
also be used as screening for the neighbouring properties on Forest Park, Stone Manor 
Park and Swanpool. 
 
The proposed construction site is a greenfield site, why have no other sites been looked 
at, there are old RAF bases around the city and with the upcoming closure of RAF 
Scampton these provide great opportunities for construction without the need to build on 
greenfield sites, the flood risks are low and access would be greatly improved compared 
to this proposed site.  
 
The question must be asked whether the City of Lincoln Council/Lindums would ever 
consider building on this land if they did not already own it? 
 
Low Carbon and Sustainable Design - Point 3.31 in the planning policy states that under 
policy LP30, the proposals for the WGC are to be 'a development that maximises the 
opportunities for low carbon and sustainable design' If this statement is adhered too, we 
should expect the development to contain rain water harvesting systems, solar and wind 
energy systems to name but a few low carbon and sustainable systems. As the policy 
states it should maximised and not just utilise one or two systems. 
 
I look forward to hearing from you and hope that you consider the points listed above.  
 
Kind Regards 
 
Philip John Jackson 
 
I would like to make a personal representation at the planning committee when it 
considers the application please. 



 
Thank you! 

 

Mr Lee Wiles 7 Burghley Close Lincoln Lincolnshire LN6 7YH 
(Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Fri 31 May 2019  

Further to my previous comments I would like to object further after reading comments 
following my objection. 
 
A main trend from the comments is that not all information has been supplied as part of 
the application, various agencies asked to comment have noted parts of the application 
aren't available. The Highways Agency have noted that the roundabout drawing is 
incorrect, The Woodlands Trust have noted there is no notification which trees will be 
felled, the Transport Assessment does not contain sufficient evidence adequately to 
demonstrate the development can come forward without severe residual cumulative 
impacts on the network, the Environmental Statement Transport Chapter has not 
adequately assessed and reported the potential environmental impact of this 
development on the area and I have been advised directly from the planning team that 
"With regards your comments on traffic and air pollution, these matters are currently 
being considered by our statutory consultees and we are awaiting their advice. Once we 
have these comments we will be in a better position to make comment on whether the 
level of traffic and air pollution attributed to the development would be acceptable." 
 
Surely all this information should be available to the public and agencies before we 
make our comments and why isn't it available in the application. 
 
In regards to my previous objection in terms of air pollution, Hartsholme Academy have 
recently started a 'park and stride' scheme where children and parents are encouraged 
to walk from the Hartsholme Park relief car park to the school. This journey, undertaken 
by children as young as 4, involves walking down Skellingthorpe Road to the pedestrian 
crossing at Hartsholme Park and then walking further down Skellingthorpe Road. The 
road is always busy with traffic constantly moving or stationary, the paths are narrow so 
the walk is directly next to cars and the associated pollution. Air pollution is a major topic 
at the moment, especially affecting young children, and even phase 1 of this 
development will have a major impact on the already high levels of air pollution down 
this saturated road. A survey should have been completed BEFORE this application was 
submitted and the findings presented to the public. 
 
In addition to my previous objections I request that the Planning Committee, which I 
have been advised is a 'public meeting', strongly objects to this poorly situated and 
poorly researched development.  

Comment submitted date: Fri 03 May 2019  

I am writing to express my objections to this application, though I'm wary that any 
objections made wont be considered like the public concerns raised throughout the 
'consultation' period of the proposed development. It feels like the planners are 



determined to go ahead with the development ignoring concerns blinkered by the money 
due to be gained. It is also this lack of acknowledgement of said concerns that may lead 
to other residents not raising an objection. 
 
There are various reasons for my objection and I have no doubt that these reasons have 
been extensively raised by other residents through the 'consultation' period and have 
been ignored. 
 
Highway Safety and Congestion: 
Skellingthorpe Road is at capacity now at both on peak and off peak travel times then 
any traffic issues, such as accidents or road works, in other parts of the city have a 
knock on effect on the road, sometimes blocking the road from Tritton Road to 
Birchwood Avenue and beyond. Add in an additional 3200 dwellings and this will make 
travel unbearable. I don't think the traffic concerns have been suitably dealt with in the 
application and Lincolnshire County Council have raised their own concerns with 
Councillor Richard Davies stating "We would like the city council to make a commitment 
to residents that they will put the right highways infrastructure in place before people 
move in." and "It's far easier to include these measures from the start than try to shoe-
horn them in later...Of course, all these things cost money, and that may mean their 
development isn't as profitable as it might otherwise have been". It seems that the costs 
for such an infrastructure are being put to one side to get planning approval and to start 
the development so it can't be reversed. https://thelincolnite.co.uk/2019/03/councils-
tussle-over-western-growth-corridor-traffic-impact/ 
 
Noise and Disturbance: 
Throughout the development there will considerable noise and disturbance for residents 
and wildlife alike. The amount of site traffic via trucks and large vehicles will be constant 
and from what I've read the site access will be via one road from the new Skellingthorpe 
roundabout. This will cause constant noise and disturbance. 
 
Air Pollution: 
This amount of extra traffic from new residents and site workers will cause extra air 
pollution for the existing residents around the development, wildlife and nature. Climate 
change is a major topic at the moment and the size of this development will have a 
negative impact on our cherished open space. 
 
Effects on trees: 
This should also include the effect on wildlife as the area is a hotspot for various 
animals, birds and insects. We are constantly losing green spaces within the city and at 
some point it needs to stop. Foxes, deer and wild birds are constantly spotted in the 
areas marked for development, we should be leaving these habitats alone to flourish. In 
terms of trees, I'm sure the development will lead to a substantial amount of trees being 
felled, it has just been highlighted that we need to planting billions of trees in Britain, not 
building on areas where trees will be felled and more trees could be planted. 
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/britain-must-plant-billions-of-trees-says-committee-on-
climate-change-786mpclfr 
 
Overall this site has been denied planning permission before, due to good reasons, and 
I urge the committee to do the same on this occasion for the reasons described above 
for existing residents, wildlife, nature and the climate. Listen to your constituents instead 
of ignoring them in the pursuit of money.  



Mr Robert Clarke 12 Shaftesbury Avenue Lincoln Lincolnshire LN6 0QN (Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Fri 31 May 2019  

FAO Lana Meddings, Directorate of Communities & Environment, Lincoln City Council, City 
Hall, Lincoln LN1 1DF 
 
Re: Western Growth Corridor 
 
I wish to express my objection to the Planning Application for the Lincoln Western Growth 
Corridor on the following grounds: 
 
1) Highways Infrastructure: channelling all construction traffic and at a later date all 
residential traffic via the proposed Skellingthorpe Road/Birchwood Road roundabout and 
then along Skellingthorpe Road is unacceptable. At peak hours: 07.30 - 09.00 and 16.00 - 
18.00 current traffic congestion is bad enough in both east and west directions. Some years 
ago, in a previous application, there was provision for a road link between the A46 bypass 
(between the Skellingthorpe and Carholme roundabouts) and Tritton Road. This seems to 
have been forgotten this time around. It is unacceptable to start this development without 
having this latter road link in place. 
 
2) Environment: apart from decimating the natural habitat of wildlife in this corridor of Green 
Belt, there must be a concern that emission levels from increased road traffic on 
Skellingthorpe Road will breach national guidelines at the peak hours referred to in 1) above. 
Have these been modelled in this latest application? 
 
3) Strategic: There are other more suitable areas for development around Lincoln and 
identified in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan which would avoid the issues raised in points 
1) and 2) and could link into the Lincoln Eastern Bypass. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Robert Clarke 

 

 

Mrs Loraine Humphreys 1 Burghley Road Lincoln Lincolnshire LN6 7YE (Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Sat 01 Jun 2019  

Mr & Mrs K Humphreys 
1 Burghley Road 
Lincoln 
LN6 7YE 
 
 
Dear Ms Meddings 
2019/0294/RG3 
Western Growth Corridor Skellingthorpe Road Lincoln Lincolnshire 
 
The proposed development will damage the natural environment and result in a significant 
loss of biodiversity. The whole area is full of wildlife; many varieties of birds enter the 



gardens encouraged by the hedgerows and trees along Pig Lane which is home to deer, 
hedgehogs, squirrels and foxes. We are regularly visited by bats in the warmer evenings and 
listen to the fledglings this time of the year as they move along the Lane. For many years Pig 
Lane has been a permissive footpath used by the general public for walking, cycling and dog 
walking. The council even put a dog bin at the top of the Lane so was clearly recognised as 
a popular dog walking route (although this was strategically moved in the last couple of 
years). This joins the public footpaths along the Cathchwater Drain giving access to the town 
centre to the east and the Fossedyke Canal to the west via unspoiled countryside. Your 
proposal does not appear to support an enhanced environment for people to enjoy green, 
safe areas away from traffic, houses and noise; it does not appear to have taken account of 
the wildlife that will be driven away from the area and looks to remove trees and hedges that 
are currently used in abundance by the wildlife in this area. I am also at a loss to discover 
that your bat roost potential only shows evidence of bats on the periphery of the site - this 
area is a feeding ground for bats and we regularly watch them flying around in the warm 
evenings. Many of your surveys are out of date and have not been carried out in the last two 
or three years as best practice guidelines suggest. 
At one of the public consultations we were assured that Pig Lane would remain untouched. 
Should this plan go ahead Pig Lane will offer the only protection from noise and dust for 
those backing onto the proposed site on Burghley Road. We already have Skellingthorpe 
Road to the immediate south of our home (1 Burghley Road) and Pig Lane with its trees and 
hedges, offers a barrier to the traffic and provides us with a pleasant view to the west. For 
these reasons Pig Lane should remain as is and not be used as an access route for 
construction traffic either.  
I would also like to know how you propose to get walkers and cyclists safely across the 
roads at the proposed roundabout at the junction of Birchwood Avenue and Skellingthorpe 
Road? There are also elderly and disabled people in the area so thought needs to be given 
to safe crossings especially as the traffic will increase in this area dramatically. 
My other concern, as with many other people, is the potential for flooding; I can just about 
get my head round how the SuDs system works for the new development but again what 
about the surrounding area and existing homes? From what I read you will build the new 
houses on 'platforms', you intend to raise the levels of the ground and the new roads, you 
will install retention systems but what if the current flood plains do actually flood and the 
retention ponds over spill - where does the water go then? I can understand this system 
working in normal environments but is it fit for purpose in an area that is already a flood plain 
and will it have a detrimental impact to the surrounding properties? 
Lastly I note that the site boundary red line has moved since your public consultation and 
now includes the woodland at the rear of Burghley Road! This should equally remain 
untouched as any construction in this area will just have a greater negative impact on our 
wildlife. 
For the above reasons I object to the planning application.  
Yours sincerely 
 
Mr & Mrs Humphreys 

 

Mr Richard Johnston 8 Waterloo Lane Skellingthorpe Lincoln LN6 5SL (Objects)  

Comment submitted date: Sat 22 Jun 2019  

Following further information,post my April submission. I make further comment reflecting my 
Ward members concerns.  
These concerns are those gathered and expressed by my residents in Skellingthorpe: 
Traffic Congestion 



Skellingthorpe Road and the A46 by pass is currently overloaded with vehicles. The thought 
of linking these roads to the new development and adding the vehicles from 3,200 houses 
and business will just make a difficult situation into an impossible one. It is obvious to 
anyone who has had to sit in traffic queues on Skellingthorpe Road both ends; that we need 
to reduce the amount of traffic in these areas, not add to it. The 3000+ housing coupled with 
a further 600+ in Skellingthorpe itself MUST add to an unacceptable traffic explosion. 
Currently virtually NO mitigation of the situation is apparent (other than a slight 'filter' on to 
the A46! ( into what is already a bottleneck)! See Highways England Comments HEPR 16-
01 also comments with regard to A46/B1378 mitigation. 
The plan to simply add a roundabout on Skellingthorpe Road, at the junction with Birchwood 
Avenue, will not make any positive impact on traffic at all. The developers MUST completely 
improve the suitability of all the roads in this area, including making all of the A46 into dual 
carriageway BEFORE any building work is to commence. 
If the planned new occupiers (approx. 7,000 people and possibly 60% new cars = £4200 
cars per day!! ) will want to travel North, South or West of Lincoln the obvious route they 
would take would be to exit the Western Growth Corridor area via the New roundabout at 
Birchwood Avenue / Skellingthorpe Road Junction, turn right and head for the A46. This 
section of Skellingthorpe Road is chaos every morning and evening already. Adding another 
3- four thousand vehicles will make this section of Skellingthorpe Road impossible. That's 
before they divert traffic off the A46 because of regular road closures! 
 
The Large Number of Heavy Construction Vehicles 
The Development of the Western Growth Corridor will entail vast amounts of earth 
movement, which in turn will require large numbers of Heavy Vehicles moving in and out of 
the site. This will be for many years not weeks. What access will the heavy construction 
vehicles use for the 10 - 20 years the development will take? The projected HGV 
movements per day is enormous conservative estimates indicate 64 HGV movements per 
day. A large increase in NOx and CO2 from construction vehicles, with likely short term 
effects on children, The Priory School on Skellingthorpe Road), elderly residents and asthma 
sufferers and long term effects on all 
Increase in Noise Levels -  
The objection due to the increase in noise is obvious The construction of this massive 
development will only bring noise and pollution and all the other undesirable aspects of 
large-scale building over a period of up to 20 years. This is a long term critical impact upon 
the area. I see minimal consideration for mitigating the impact over such a long period. 
Councillor Richard Johnston Cllr_Richard_Johnston@n-kesteven.gov.uk  
Independent Councillor for Skellingthorpe on North Kesteven District Council  

 



 

 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Customer Details 
Name: Mr RICHARD JOHNSTON 
Address: 8 WATERLOO LANE SKELLINGTHORPE LINCOLN 
Comment Details 
Commenter Type: Councillor 
Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application 
Comment Reasons: 
Comment:Following further information,post my April submission. I make further 
comment reflecting my Ward members concerns. 
These concerns are those gathered and expressed by my residents in 
Skellingthorpe: 
Traffic Congestion 
Skellingthorpe Road and the A46 by pass is currently overloaded with vehicles. The 
thought of linking these roads to the new development and adding the vehicles from 
3,200 houses and business will just make a difficult situation into an impossible one. 
It is obvious to anyone who has had to sit in traffic queues on Skellingthorpe Road 
both ends; that we need to reduce the amount of traffic in these areas, not add to it. 
The 3000+ housing coupled with a further 600+ in Skellingthorpe itself MUST add to 
an unacceptable traffic explosion. Currently virtually NO mitigation of the situation is 
apparent (other than a slight 'filter' on to the A46! ( into what is already a bottleneck)! 
See Highways England Comments HEPR 16-01 also comments with regard to 
A46/B1378 mitigation. The plan to simply add a roundabout on Skellingthorpe Road, 
at the junction with Birchwood Avenue, will not make any positive impact on traffic at 
all. The developers MUST completely improve the suitability of all the roads in this 
area, including making all of the A46 into dual carriageway BEFORE any building 
work is to commence. 
If the planned new occupiers (approx. 7,000 people and possibly 60% new cars = 
£4200 cars per day!! ) will want to travel North, South or West of Lincoln the obvious 
route they would take would be to exit the Western Growth Corridor area via the New 
roundabout at Birchwood Avenue / Skellingthorpe Road Junction, turn right and head 
for the A46. This section of Skellingthorpe Road is chaos every morning and evening 
already. Adding another 3- four thousand vehicles will make this section of 
Skellingthorpe Road impossible. That's before they divert traffic off the A46 because 
of regular road closures! 
 
The Large Number of Heavy Construction Vehicles 
The Development of the Western Growth Corridor will entail vast amounts of earth 
movement, which in turn will require large numbers of Heavy Vehicles moving in and 
out of the site. This will be for many years not weeks. What access will the heavy 
construction vehicles use for the 10 – 20 years the development will take? The 
projected HGV movements per day is enormous conservative estimates indicate 64 
HGV movements per day. A large increase in NOx and CO2 from construction 
vehicles, with likely short term effects on children, The Priory School on 
Skellingthorpe Road), elderly residents and asthma sufferers and long term effects 
on all 
 
Increase in Noise Levels - 
The objection due to the increase in noise is obvious The construction of this 
massive development will only bring noise and pollution and all the other undesirable 
aspects of large-scale building over a period of up to 20 years. This is a long term 



critical impact upon the area. I see minimal consideration for mitigating the impact 
over such a long period. 
Councillor Richard Johnston Cllr_Richard_Johnston@n-kesteven.gov.uk 

Independent Councillor for Skellingthorpe on North Kesteven District Council 

 

 



 



 



 



 

From: Peter Arbourne  

Sent: 07 February 2020 13:28 

To: Meddings, Lana (City of Lincoln Council)  

Subject: Western Growth Corridor - Floodplane 

 

 

 

Dear Sir / Madam 
 
Attached are a couple of photos I took on December 30th 2019 at the back of Almond 
Avenue Lincoln. This area is Part of the Proposed Western Growth Corridor development. 
As you can see from the photos the area is flooded, this is NOT and isolated event. This 
area is often covered with "Standing Water" and the water stays there for weeks rather than 
days 
To build anything on this Floodplain will cause major problems in the future. 
 
The other major concern I have is the possibility of up to 6,000 vehicles trying to access 
Skellingthorpe Road, via one Roundabout at the end of Birchwood Avenue at peak times of 
the day. 
This traffic would then, I assume, go on to Skellingthorpe and head towards the A46 to travel 
North or South. This section of Skellingthorpe Road is already a nightmare at peak times 
without an extra 6,000 vehicles  
 
Please forward a copy of this email and photos to Mr K Manning as I don't have an 
email address for him.  
 
Regards 
 
Peter Arbourne 
3 Chelsea Close 
Forest Park 
Lincoln 



LN6 0XF 
01522 859410 

 



 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 
 

 
 



 



 



 
 

 
 



 



 



 





 

 



 
 



 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 

Simon Cousins 

City Hall, 



Beaumont Fee 

Lincoln LN1 1DF Ref: 2019/0294/RG3 

 

Dear Sir, 

In response to your letter of 17th September I wish to register my concerns about the development of The Western Growth Corri dor, 

Skellingthorpe Road, for the following reasons. 

The size of this large development is too close to so many other properties and roads. 

The land floods very quickly after even after small downpours huge areas of standing water are present for several days. I 

understand it is a flood plain. 

The enormous extra noise and disturbance to existing residents, the surrounding area in Birchwood is already heavily populated. 

The extra traffic will cause huge extra congestion and safety problems to an already serious problem, particularly in Skellingthorpe 

Road 

The houses planned are far closer to Grosvenor Avenue than original planned and will have an enormous impact on all the residents 

with extra noise, loss of light, air pollution and possibly on the stream/catch water that runs behind the houses in Grosveno r Avenue. 

The impact on wildlife will be enormous as the fields are home to Foxes, Deer, Herons and the countless other animals that live on 

this land 

 

Yours Sincerely, 

David Beckers 

Margaret Beckers 

 

 



 



 

From: Hilary Campbell  

Sent: 12 October 2020 12:09 



To: Cousins, Simon (City of Lincoln Council) <Simon.Cousins@lincoln.gov.uk> 

Subject: Planning permission 

 

 

Having difficulty accessing your link so sending this e mail to you. I live on westwood drive and am 

very concerned about skellingthorpe rd development. The risk of flooding, traffic congestion, noise, 

pollution are my main concerns. The traffic on skellingthorpe road is dreadful , especially in rush 

hour and being held up by trains. Flooding is a serious threat for the country in general, but the land 

to be used is a flood plain. I hope you are in receipt of this message, and request my thoughts are 

noted. 

--  

Sent from my Android phone with mail.com Mail. Please excuse my brevity. 

 

 

mailto:Simon.Cousins@lincoln.gov.uk
http://mail.com/


 



 



 



 

 
 



 



 



 

From: Sheila Buck  

Sent: 11 October 2020 13:00 

To: Cousins, Simon (City of Lincoln Council) <Simon.Cousins@lincoln.gov.uk> 

Subject: Town and Country Planning Act 1990 Western Growth Corridor 

 

Dear Mr Cousins,  

 

My name is Mrs Sheila Buck and I live in Westwood Drive, my property backs on to the Academy and 

so the new building proposals are not in my back yard, so to speak as they would do if I lived on the 

opposite side of Westwood Drive, however I do have my objections and concerns about this 

proposal and they are as follows: 

 

My biggest concern is not about the building of houses per say but the pollution and traffic this will 

bring to the Skellingthorpe Road. With 3,200 houses and other businesses and facilities there will be 

mailto:Simon.Cousins@lincoln.gov.uk


at least well over an extra 3,000 cars daily, either travelling to work, town, shopping, school runs or 

simply social trips.  

Skellingthorpe Road already suffers from long traffic queues caused from being a narrow single lane 

road which when built was never intended to take anywhere near the volume of traffic it does now. 

The road has a railway crossing the barriers of which are continually down and this alone causes long 

tailbacks, as just across from the crossing is the Junction of Skellingthorpe and Tritton Road which 

has traffic lights.  

This road is in a fairly rural part of Lincoln having Hartsholme Park to one side and playing fields to 

the other. 

The pavements are very narrow and it is difficult and dangerous for two people to walk side by side 

now so with such an enormous increase in traffic this would become increasingly dangerous for 

pedestrians alone. 

 

Had the link road been constructed first, before the housing, which would take a lot of the traffic 

away from Skellingthorpe Road, I could understand some of the reasoning behind the new estate. 

The serious increase in pollution alone is a factor that should be taken into account. The 'green' area 

between Lincoln City and the suburb of Swanpool on which this Western Growth Corridor is to be 

built on gives not only 'breathing space' to those residents living in this area but also helps 

enormously to dilute the pollution created in Lincoln City itself, which then helps the residents of 

Lincoln as well.'  

 

The City has now become a University Hub and houses an enormous amount of young people, 

students with the one intention in life of bettering themselves for the future, our future, your future 

and the future of Lincoln itself. If this Planning Application is successful it will only go toward choking 

the life out of the young who are already suffering from our mistakes of our past. 

 

The 'green belt' on which this proposed building is to be carried out can be seen clearly from the top 

walks on the walls of Lincoln Castle. Should it go ahead the amount of houses and other 

establishments will only create an outlook of congestion of commercial, retail and residential 

properties. Not the pleasant rural green countryside that Lincoln is famed for.  

 

My other concern is where the proposed building is to be. 

 

The area is used as a flood plain and is very low lying. Huge amounts of soil would be necessary to 

build up the land to make it suitable for building on and taking into account the amount of rain we 

have been having over the past two or three years and the climate change which we are having, 

which is ongoing to such an extent that already the scientists are warning us all could cause severe 

flooding everywhere, surely even with a 'raising of the land' this will not suffice in the future. 

 



The water table is very high in this area, our back garden was completely underwater in November 

2019 and we are on the opposite side of Westwood Drive, this was caused by excessive rain which 

could not dissipate due to the poor drainage which passes into and through the Western Growth 

Corridor area. Some of our neighbours also had this problem. This has happened on several 

occasions over the past few years. This is not caused by a 'once in a hundred years' occurrence! (We 

have photographs if you should require proof). 

 

It is simply a case of poor drainage in this area, we have several dykes to carry away water and yet 

we still flood. At the end of our back garden there is the Academy playing fields and when we have 

heavy rain a river of water appears along the back of the bungalows as it too cannot drain away. This 

is also supposed to drain away into and through the area intended for the Western Growth. 

 

If you were to walk over the fields and woodland intended to be built on, after periods of rain, you 

would realise just how boggy and waterlogged the land really is.  

 

Surely there must be higher land around Lincoln which would be more suitable to build on, as water 

drains 'downhill' there would not be a risk of housing and other buildings sitting in water  

for weeks during rainy seasons?  

 

Regards 

Sheila Buck 

 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 
 



 



 



 



 
 



 

 
 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 



 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 



 



 







 





 

 
 



To Whom it may concern (Our Concerns) 

 

May we put together a few choice words relating to the proposed development of land, 

only and I repeat only accessed via Skellingthorpe Road/ Birchwood Avenue! Accessed as we 

are to believe, by traffic lights at the Birchwood Junction for all HGV's, for what time to 

complete proposed land height increase to give better land drainage! All pointed in the 

name of Lindum over what period of time? Is there a time scale for access/completion of 

Phase 1,2 and 3? We would see and endure road traffic chaos at anytime of day due to 

trains, particularly with Goods trains now increased, to extended levels day and night. What 

period of time does the present railway crossing close for an average in an hour? Today 

whilst travelling down Skellingthorpe Road, at approximately 3.44pm the crossings stayed 

down for 9 minutes for 1 goods train, followed by the Azuma!!! 

 

From the A46 Skellingthorpe roundabout to Tritton Road, we encounter 6 sets of traffic 

lights, controlling traffic and pedestrians! When an unfortunate encounter on the bypass 

occurs ie: accident! Everything comes to an absolute standstill! We are very aware that 

development has to take place, but surely the road access to Beevor Street should be 

completed first, to give traffic at least a proper flow off Skellingthorpe Road! 

 

Standing traffic causes increased volume of exhaust gases that are emitted and then 

ingested by our youngest members of ours and your community! 

 

Questions? 

Standing traffic for Lindum access to proposed development? 

Scale and proposed timescales for works? 

Scale and proposed timescales for Lindum's first projected build? 

 

In our opinion, the proposed road development access in and out, should be at least 

completed first to ascertain the flow rate of traffic that would or could migrate that way, to 

lesson the load on Skellingthorpe Road. This all requires the Bridge, Money and the 

permission from British Railway! Show us all, that this process is in place, as we have been 

given no concrete proof! Particularly British Railway's agreement and confirmation of where 

the monies are coming from to complete this thoroughfare at this time! 

 

Surface water has always been an issue with ourselves at 39 Westwood Drive! When heavy 

and persistent rain raises the water table and water stands in the field directly behind us for 



months at a time! It was discussed at the last meetings that work was ongoing with Anglian 

Water Authority, but building properties in any number increase water flow dramatically. As 

can be seen in Hartsholme Park Lake increased and the flow is only seen when it gets to the 

water course behind ourselves! At some point foul water has to be brought into this 

conversation, as to where all the new effluent flows too! Foul and Storm never go together! 

 

We are aware that all issues have to be allowed for, but disclosure of some of these details 

and proposed ongoing work in the name of Lindum (under the Covid cover), without a 

public meeting, does not seem to be acceptable at this time!!! 

For the peace of mind, for the future of through traffic, we would like to know the expected 

levels of yearly increased known numbers for both the County and City? 

The road in my opinion should be, the first choice in the ongoing project, that will give a 

second route designated for both build traffic and local traffic! That would indicate the City 

traffic increase and your ability to address flow both ends! 

Skellingthorpe Road / Birchwood Roads to Beevor Street! This is only achievable with the aid 

of a bridge which is either fact or fiction!!! 

Will the thoroughfare be weight limited? A given route only for specific vehicles? 

My understanding of the proposed development 2020, means we will see an increase of at 

least 9000 + vehicles on this side of the city at any one time! And it has to be controlled. 

Take note that the first set of traffic lights could and should be on the A46 roundabout, this 

is where the stationary traffic starts and the next set of traffic lights would be able to 

monitor how many vehicles turn into the proposed development 2020/2021, also how many 

come out on a hourly and daily basis, easily done on a modern traffic light system. 

 

Complete your route through the said land and exits proposed, and then let the 

development take place. 

 

Please understand that we are in receipt of development plans dated 1919 for this swathe 

of land, but not with the volume of traffic encountered today in the year 2020 or the coming 

future. 

Regards 

Brian Dines & Jane Halliwell 

 



 



 

Western Growth development ref-2019/294/RT3 

Morning 

 

For many years after being elected as County Councillor for the division of Boultham the subject of 

the Western Growth Corridor has always been there and in fact attended public consultation on the 

issue however seems change after change been made until we are at the situation where we are 

now 

Therefore would like to put forward comments and views of people of the division and hope the city 

council will address the said issues 

 

The development is supported by most however issues come straight to the fore front firstly the 

Beevor Street connection what a great idea joining the development with the east –west link road , 

now it seems this is merely a wish list item for the future and it seems more interest is being shown 

with the Tritton Road connection which means just transferring traffic from one spot to another 

hence congestion still there 

 

For many years raised issue of Dixon Street x High Street , it appears no right turn onto High Street 

wish to know then where traffic will go hope this traffic will not simply move to Boultham Ave 

 

In conclusion funding should therefore be sought before the development starts to have connection 

to Beevor Street in place, then Tritton Road connection the way it seems now starting the 

development at the Birchwood end all that is going to achieve is additional traffic on Skellingthorpe 

Road , 

 

County Councillor Clarke 



 



 



 



 



 

 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 







 



 



 
 



 



 



 



 



 

 
 



 

 



 

 
 



 





 



 

To Mr. K. Manning, Assistant Director, Planning. City of Lincoln 
  & Mr. Simon Cousins. 
Re: Your Ref. 2019/0294/RG3.  Reconsultation on Application for Planning Permission, WGC. 
 
Dear Mr. Manning, 
 
Thank you for your letter of the 12th May regarding the above reconsultation on Planning Apllication 
2019/0294/RG3 by the Independent Highway Advice BSP, transport advice note dated 19/04/2021 
and submitted 21/05/2021, and the opportunity to comment on it. 
 
It appears that Highways England, in response to it, has already recommended that planning 
permission is not granted for a specified period ( Martin Seldon, 14/05/2021.) This is the fifth time 
that Highways England has rejected the submitted plans and their amendments ( 21/02/20, 
18/08/20, 18/11/20 and Feb 2021.) Having read this BSP submission I can not find anything to 
recommend it. 
 
BSP paraphrase the objections LCC Highways made in November 2020 as; 1. Single access point of 
300 dwellings onto Skellingthorpe Road. 
2. The severe impact and lack of sustainable travel modes in accordance with NPPF guidance. 
3. No plans to develop past Phase 1a. 
 
I believe these objections are still valid. 
 
The NPPF(2019) guidance given in Paras 108,109,110 and 111 indicate the reasons. 



Para 108(b) directs that " safe and suitable access to the site can be achieved for all users; and (c) 
any significant impacts from the development on the transport network ( in terms of capacity and 
congestion) or on highway safety, can be cost effectively mitigated to an acceptable degree." 
Phase 1a of the proposed development remains only accessible by ONE road. Should this become 
blocked for any reason, NO emergency vehicles would be able to attend. 
Vehicles turning right on to it from Skellingthorpe Road are liable to increase any congestion on the 
road even if a roundabout was to be constructed. 
 
Ibid, Paragraph 109 states that the development can be refused if there is an unacceptable impact 
on highway safety or that the residual accumulative impacts on the road network would be severe. 
The developers current review suggests that 300 homes  are not to have an unacceptable impact. 
Using modelling does not always equate with reality. 
The Phase 1a Mitigation Plan A talks still of a bus lane on Birchwood Avenue PRIOR to development, 
also improvements to the Doddington Road/Birchwood Avenue junction within 12 months of 
development. The Mitigation continues to suggest moving city bound traffic south to then drive 
north on already busy roads. 
 
Ibid, Paragraph 110, talks of priority to pedestrian and cycle movements both within the scheme and 
neighbouring areas. These, and bus lanes, the developer states, are to be constructed prior to the 
commencement of Phase 1a, but who bears the expense of these additions and where does the 
extra land come from to widen Skellingthorpe Road, Birchwood Avenue, Doddington Road etc.? 
 
If development of Phase 1 is to be completed over a 6 year period as suggested in this submission, 
but final development of the entire site will not be completed for 22-23 years then for up to 16 years 
the completion of the infrastructure of roads, footpaths, cycle ways and bridges will NOT occur, 
causing restricted access, movements and congestion. ( Ref: The Applicants letter to LPA dated 
16/12/20.... Developers Planning Statement, Paragraph 2.59.) 
 
Paragraph 4.2 of the BSP consultation document states that a new survey of traffic took place in 
February 2020. Was this during the schools half term holiday?  If so, then it was not a " normal" time 
to monitor road movements. 
In the same document Para 4.24 suggests that only 81 vehicle movements on to Skellingthorpe Road 
from 300 homes are predicted into the early morning traffic. Can this be tested again? 
 
Moving the traffic onto Doddington Road via Birchwood Avenue and then over the railway crossing 
on Doddington Road towards the busy junction with Tritton Road, bearing in mind that that bus 
lanes and cycle paths are to be created on all these roads prior to the development of Phase 1a 
sounds imaginative to say the least. 
 
Yet now, in Paragraph 4.67 of the BSP submission there are stated reviews of timetables proposed 
by the Applicant indicating that all of Mitigation Package A will be brought forward to the 
completion of the 100th dwelling. Does this mean that the developer hopes to build 100 homes in 
Phase 1a BEFORE any mitigation to the existing congested roads? 
Does this imply a change to their earlier statement that all Mitigation Package A will be completed 
PRIOR to commencing the development? 
 
 
Part B of the previous objections to this development is Sustainability. 
The LHA states Phase 1a is NOT a sustainable development in terms of access to local amenities, 
education, workplaces etc by sustainable modes of transport. It says there are NO plans for walking 



and cycle access in Phase 1a and bus services will be adversely affected by the additional traffic to 
the local network. 
Paragraph 5.5 of the BSP document states that Phase 1a of the proposed development will NOT 
have access to ANY proposed on site facilities for at least 10 years including accessing the proposed 
new school. 
This information does not reflect Sustainability. 
 
In summary, I continue to object to the proposed development ( please see my previous responses 
of the 29/04/2019 and 13/10/2020.)  The current submission by BSP Consultation Transport Advice 
Note has not remedied the problems of safe vehicle access, congestion nor sustainability. 
There is a continuing need to clarify what Mitigation Package A is and when it would be 
implemented. Initially it was to be completed prior to the commencement of the proposed 
development. 
What has become of the proposed alterations to the roundabout junction of Skellingthorpe Road 
and the A46 bypass? 
 
Has a Sequential Test been carried out recently to ascertain alternative sites for housing 
development now that the Eastern Bypass section of the A46 has opened? 
Land may be more easily accessible from the eastern area and not on Flood Plain Levels 2 and 3. 
Guidance from Central Government Planning Policy on Flood Plains ( Planning Policy Statement 25 ( 
Dec 2009)) continues to suggest seeking alternatives to building on flood plains, given new evidence 
of Climate Changes, is required. ( Section 4, Paras 4.2, 4.3, 4.5.) The NPPF (March 2012) Ministry of 
Housing, Communities and Local Government, Section 14 paras 148-169, concur that housing on 
land likely to flood should be avoided. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Mrs Gillian Newton, 
12, Grosvenor Avenue, 
Lincoln LN6 0XT 

 





 



 



 



 

 



 









 



 
 

From: Christine Lynn Jefferies   

Sent: Monday, May 31, 2021 13:31 

To: simon.cousins@licoln.gov.uk 

Subject: Western growth corridor  

 

Dear Sir 

 

As a resident of Westwood Drive Swanpool I want to again STONGLY OBJECT to the above 

development. 

 

1) My property backs onto the proposed development site and I have lived there most of my life and 

every winter this land floods. 

2) The development will cause untold damage to the enviroment and the wonderful wildlife that 

exists in the area. 

3) I do not acept the trafic report reflects the situation in the Skellingthorpe, Dodington, and Tritton 

road area at peak times with the rail crossings often making 

many journeys a realy painful one and I understand that the number of trains will increase and in 

addition it only takes a problem on the by-pass or major road works to make 

any trave a disaster and this is without thousands of additional vehicals that this development will 

bring and the councils solution to this problem appears to 

be public transport, cycling or walking into the city are they realy serious? 

mailto:simon.cousins@licoln.gov.uk


 

4) The increased pressure on public services ie Police, Fire Brigade, Hospital, Doctors and Dentists 

from this and all of the other developments taking place in and around Lincoln. 

5) Where are all the jobs coming from to cater for the thousands of additional people especialy as 

the pandemic as seen a major reduction in employment in certain sectors, jobs that may never 

return or are the council expecting mass imigration from Englands southern counties as people 

retire and take advantage of our lower priced housing, if so this will put more presure on our local 

services 

6) Why is it that the public, LCC, NKDC, other landowners and the departments of the Enviromrnt 

and Transport object to this development and only Lincoln City Council is in favor, is it cynical to say 

they are looking at long term future income?? 

 

I expect this email to be registerd in the list of correspondence as my last letter is in the list but the 

document is not there. 

Regards 

Christine Jefferies 

 



 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 
 



From: Franz Funk 
Sent: 01 June 2021 20:35 
To: Cousins, Simon (City of Lincoln Council) <Simon.Cousins@lincoln.gov.uk> 
Subject: Your ref: 2019/0294/RG3 - WGC 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links, open 
attachments or reply unless you are confident that the content is safe. 
 
Dear Sir,                                                                            Lincoln, 01.06.21 
 
I herewith strongly object again to the proposed development of Western Growth Corridor, and 
would like my objection to be registered: 
 
1) the infrastructure for the roads linking the WGC with Skellingthorpe Road/Birchwood Avenue is 
not at all good, given that the narrow Skellingthorpe Road is already congested to a large extent 
mornings afternoons and evenings. The same can be said For the planned Railway bridge to link 
WGC with Tritton Road. The costs for this bridge Alone runs into more than 30 Million Pounds, and 
Lincoln City Council has not got the money to fund this enormous project, so who would be paying 
for this? 
 
2) I am very worried about the environmental damage this whole project will do. 
 Building on a flood plain is dangerous. The water table on this plain is close to ground level, and 
with a lot of rainfall most of the fields are covered in inches of water. 
You want to raise the ground by one meter. This would need thousands upon thousands of HGV 
lorries to transport hardcore material into the low lying fields. This will cause enormous air pollution 
to the people who live near this crazy building site, myself included. You also want to clear some of 
the woodland adjoining the gardens of some of the houses on Burghley Road. This is the habitat of 
hundreds of birds, some owls, bats, swallows and a fox. And you are happy to destroy all this for the 
building of a few more houses? When I bought my house on 7 Burghley Road in June 2000, I was told 
by your Planning Office, that the woodland behind my garden was off limits for house building, and 
that it would be left untouched. You quietly changed that in the last 2-3 years, and we were certainly 
not told about this U-turn. 
 
3) there is plenty of land available on the new A15 bypass to the north/east of the City, without the 
problems of flooding, the environment and infrastructure! 
Apart from that, there is already a lot of house building going on in and around Lincoln and the 
surrounding villages. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
Mr. Franz Funk 
7 Burghley Road, 
Lincoln LN67YE 
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Dear Mr Cousins 

WESTERN GROWTH CORRIDOR 

I refer to the above and would ask that our previous objections to this proposal are taken fully 

into consideration when this application is being considered. 

We have both very carefully read and taken into account the views expressed within the "BSP 

Transport Advice Note" but nothing contained within this document persuades us not to 

maintain our fullest possible support for the previous real objections and concerns expressed 

by Lincolnshire County Council Highways Authority on the fundamental transport issues 

associated with this scheme.  

We have both also been sent copies of a letter dated 4 June 2021 containing Skellingthorpe 

Parish Council's objections to the scheme and fully support the views expressed within their 

letter. 

Any such substantial scheme on this area of land that does not fully take into account and 

address the problems it creates is likely to have a hugely detrimental effect on the residents 

within our Ward. Therefore until and unless these fundamental transport and flooding issues 

are fully satisfactorily considered and comprehensively resolved we maintain our objections 

to this scheme.  

Yours sincerely 



Cllr. Chris Goldson Cllr. Richard Johnston 

NKDC Councillors for the Skellingthorpe Ward. 

 

 
 

 
 
 


