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Just bear in mind!

¢ The only eco-friendly
Motorway Service
Area is one that is
never built!

Pretty artistic illustra-
tions of a vision are
cheap to produce as
are statements prom-
ising jobs and gifts to
charities—promises
geared to fire the
imagination with that
eutopian image when
the reality could be
very different in-
deed—THINK HARD
before you are
hooked in!

Cotswold AONB

NO.MSA HEREE

What s going on? §

Yet again we are faced with
the possibility of a Motorway
Service Area in the Parish of
Brookthorpe-with-Whaddon,
in an area that has for all the
right reasons been protected
from development due to it’s
special status as a Special
Landscape Area overlooked
by the Cotswold Area of Out-
standing Natural Beauty. This
is a unique area with out-
standing views from Robins-
wood Hill, the last area of it’s
kind south of Gloucester and
one that is enjoyed by many
people both local and County
wide.

Attempts have been made in
the past by the two local land-
owners involved with
Gloucester Gateway to take

advantage of this beautiful
piece of landscape. This time
they have engaged the owners
of Westmorland Ltd to add
credibility to their latest at-
tempt and with such financial
backing and good marketing
are doing their best to con-
vince us all that this new part-
nership will be good for us all,
promising as they are a dream
world of an idyllic MSA with
lots of jobs and drawing in
tourists from all over the
world due to it’s unique con-
cept!

What? It’s a proposal for a
Motorway Service Area that
would be used by the same
client base that currently use
services at Strensham Online
MSA, offline Tewkesbury

Junction 9, Quedgeley Junc-
tion 12, Stroud Junction 13
and Michaelwood Online
MSA.

That’s all it can be, sharing and
thinning out the existing level
of business and leveling out
employment opportunities be-
tween them. There is even the
possibility of causing other job
losses locally along this corri-
dor of the M5 that currently
services the needs of the Motor-
way Uusers.

Whatever it may look like it
will still just be a Motorway
Service Area, not a tourist
attraction, it may have a
Farm Shop but remember the
DfT discourages any MSA
from being a destination in
it’s own right!

Two Major Policies of the Current Local Plan!

In the Local Plan adopted
in November 2005 there are
many polices regarding the
development and require-
ments envisaged up until
June 2011. There is no men-
tion of the need for a Motor-
way Service Area and in the
past Stroud District Council
has supported the well-being
of this unique area of
Gloucestershire.

Policy GE1-Pollution
states- Permission will not be
granted to any development
that would be likely to lead to
an unacceptable level of noise,
smell, fumes, loss of daylight
or sunlight , loss of privacy or
have an overbearing affect.

Surely any MSA whatever it
looks like would be in di-
rect conflict with this pol-
icy. The concerns over pol-
lution cannot be overrid-
den!

Policy NE8- Areas of Out-
standing Natural Beauty
says—Within the Cotswold
AONB, priority will be given
to conservation and enhance-
ment of the natural beauty of
the landscape over other con-
siderations, whilst also having
regard to the economic and
social well-being of the AONB.

How can the well-being of
this AONB be served by
sticking a Motorway Service
Area at its feet?



Page 2

An MSA—A means of
attracting Tourists???

Motorway Service Area!
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Public Enquiry 1994! - Summary findings

In 2005 the same group of
local individuals attempted to
persuade us all that a similar
scheme to this current one
would be good for us but they
faced enormous opposition
and the scheme went into
hibernation.

In 1994 Roadchef also pro-
posed the building of an MSA
in this very location and it was
rejected by the community at
large and the then Stroud
District Council.

A Public Enquiry followed as
a result of the appeal but the
appeal was dismissed and

planning permission refused.

In his conclusions the Inspec-
tor, A.R. Boyland stated a
number of relevant points
that we believe remain just as
true today as then!

9.From all that | have seen
and heard, I consider that the
principle issue in this appeal is
whether the proposed MSA
would harm the character and
appearance of the surround-
ing Countryside, including
views from public viewpoints
on the hills overlooking it
and, if so whether such harm
is outweighed by the needs of
the motorist for an MSA on
this Site.

26. It was submitted by your
clients that from a distance,
the buildings themselves
could be taken for agricultural
buildings.

However, it seems to me
that any such impression
would be negated by the sur-
rounding vehicle circulation
and parking areas, which
would be far more extensive
than is normally found in
agricultural complexes. These
areas themselves, and more
particularly the vehicles on
them, would be highly visible
and completely out of keep-
ing with the rural area. On
viewing the Sedgemore MSA
from the top of Brent Knoll, |
saw that the most prominent
features were brightly col-
oured lorries, coaches and
caravans and sunlight reflect-
ing from car bodies and win-
dows.

30. Furthermore, from the
well used public viewpoints
on Robinswood Hill (which is
a Country Park) and the Cots-
wold scarp, it would appear
alien and intrusive in the land-
scape by day and night. While
landscaping could to some
extent ameliorate the impact
of the MSA, | do not consider
that it would overcome it

Promoting Tourism?

Itis ludicrous to suggest that
any MSA would benefit tour-
ism in this County. Glouces-
tershire is well known around
these isles and beyond for it’s
natural beauty, scenery, his-
tory and attractions. Why
would so many people want
to live here if that was not the
case?

To suggest that any MSA will
draw in more tourists is to

delude oneself—remember
an MSA cannot be a desti-
nation in its own right!

It would have no more value
to tourism other than offering
the usual leaflets and tourist
information that can be found
in hundreds if not thousands
of locations around the Coun-
try. In fact—why not ask the
offices of Gloucestershire
Tourism? They commented:;

The MSA would, therefore,
be harmful to the landscape in
the SLA and, just outside the
AONB, would have an ad-
verse effect on the landscape
of the scarp slope. | find sup-
port for this view in the com-
ment by the Countryside
Commission that a develop-
ment of the type proposed
would have a detrimental ef-
fect on the character of the
adjacent AONB.

55. Accordingly | have
come to the conclusion on
the principle issue that the
proposed MSA would harm
the character and appear-
ance of the surrounding
countryside, including
views from public view-
points on the hills overlook-
ing it, and that such harm
is not outweighed by the
needs of the motorists for
an MSA on this site. | fur-
ther consider that it would
be contrary to the County
Councils supplementary
policy MSAL, in addition to
the conflict of the Statutory
Structure Plan policies and
those in the emerging Lo-
cal Plan | have identified
above.

“It has been said that con-
sultations have taken place
with the Tourism Depart-
ment for the County and
that they have made posi-
tive comments in favour of
this proposal for an MSA.
The Tourism Manager for
the Cotswolds and Forest of
Dean Gloucestershire
First/Gloucestershire De-
velopment Agency has con-
firmed that this is not the
case”.
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Is there really a justified need for an MSA

FACTS:

The distance between
Strensham and Michaelwood
Services is 33.5 miles. At
70mph a car will cover this
distance in 28minutes—a
truck traveling at 56mph will
cover this distance in 36 min-
utes.

Department of Transport
(DfT) Circular 01/2008 says a
new MSA should be consid-
ered on the basis of a 30 min-
ute traveling time from a pre-
vious MSA.

DfT states that 97,000 vehi-
cles pass between M5/J12 and

The Promise of

Well they are promising 300
jobs! What jobs, low paid
jobs? not careers but jobs that
many people do not want?
Jobs that will undoubtedly be
filled by agency people in the
end—just ask the established
Motorway Services, they al-
ready have that experience.
Other very local employers in
the area find it difficult to

M5/J11a every day of which
only 10% are HGVs

DfT discourages MSAs from
being “A destination in their
own right” therefore any new
on-line MSA would only be
justified for 10% of traffic
that fall below the 30 minute
traveling time between MSAs.
So what about existing off-
line services—are they used?
Well yes they are and at Junc-
tion 12 they are about to ex-
pand their services due to
their success.

So what else is available?

Junction 13-East towards

Jobs?

employ individuals at the mo-
ment to fill similar existing
vacancies, so who are they
kidding when they say they
will be providing work for the
people of Matson and Stone-
house? It’s just spin—
dangling carrots!

Any new MSA will have to

compete with the existing
businesses along this M5 cor-

Environmental Impact!

However sympathetic to the
landscape any building might
claim to be, a service area is
around 90% Car and Lorry
Park, and would be a hideous
imposition on what is still a
green and beautiful valley
between the AONB and the
SLA of Robinswood Hill. An
MSA services vehicles, thus

fuelling private transport, a
step in the wrong direction
from an environmental point
of view, and contrary to gov-
ernment transport policy,
which aims to reduce growth
in traffic volume.

The only Green MSA is one
that is not built in the first
place!

Stroud just over a mile from
the junction— Little Chef,
Shell filling Station (inc HGV)
and Travelodge Hotel.

Junction12— West towards
Gloucester 1/2 mile from the
junction— MacDonalds (24hrs
at Weekends), Esso Filling
Station (inc HGV).

Junction 11— Popular Lay-by
for HGVs —local services and
supermarkets nearby.

Junction 9-— East towards
Ashchurch less than 1/2
mile— BP Express shopping
complex— Filling Station (inc
HGV), M&S Food, Little
Chef.

ridor, there are no extra cus-
tomers on tap so all facilities
will be competing for the
same business and conse-
quently at some point com-
mercial reality will strike. In-
stead of the wild promise of
300 jobs we hear about we
will see the numbers em-
ployed level down to what can
be afforded in relation to the
share of business available
along the M5. This could lead
to job losses elsewhere in the
district—be warned!

Pollution (see local Plan
Policy GEL) As well as its
visual impact an MSA would
generate noise, air and light
pollution.

Noise already at high levels in
the valley, noise would be
greatly increased by vehicles
changing gear, accelerating
and decelerating. Continued>




Air—With the valley cradled
by the Cotswold Scarp and
Robinswood Hill, air pollu-
tion problems here can only
be made worse by an MSA.
Vehicles moving at speed are
more efficient and clean burn-
ing, particularly HGVs. Lor-
ries stopping overnight, run-
ning refrigeration units when
stationary, and starting their
engines again would emit far
more carbon monoxide, hy-
drocarbons, aldehydes, nitric
oxide nitrogen dioxide, sul-
phur dioxide’ and diesel par-
ticulates. The prevailing SW
wind would carry these pollut-
ants directly in to the Matson
area.

Campaign Against Motorway Service Area

Light— Light pollution is
more than not being able to
see the stars. The M5 is unlit
and needs to remain so. An
MSA would be lit all night,
having far reaching environ-
mental effects e.g. on insect
and bird life.

Water— This stretch of the
M5 was under water 2 sum-
mers ago—it is a basin liable
to flooding, and Upton Lane,
bordering the proposed site,
floods regularly. The potential
run-off from acres of car
parking and filling station
areas would be contaminated
and colossal!

If permission is given for such
a major project, then a dan-
gerous precedent is set,

Cotswold.Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

.

Robinswood Hill Golf Course

risking further development
on the remaining farmland
south of Gloucester. Farming
can be environmentally sound
and sensitive, the unnecessary
destruction of farmland is to
be deplored. The building
process itself would generate
carbon emissions, while the
servicing and staffing require-
ments would generate an on-
going increase in traffic gener-
ally.

For a development that is
surplus to requirements, the
surrounding environment and
communities would be left
with an on-going legacy of
visual, noise, air, light and
water pollution make no mis-
take!

Write

Care of; J’Vern

Stroud Road
Brookthorpe-with-Whaddon
Gloucester GL4 0US

We are on the web! www.camsa.biz




