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Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each 

representation 
 

Name or Organisation: 

Robert Hitchins Ltd 

3. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate? 

 

Paragraph 2.6.8 – 

2.6.11 

Policy  Policies Map  

4. Do you consider the Local Plan is  : 

4.(1) Legally compliant 

 

4.(2) Sound 

Yes 

 

Yes  

 

√ 

 

No      

 

No 

 

  

 

 

 

√ 

4 (3) Complies with the  

Duty to co-operate                     Yes                                         No                        

 

             

Please tick as appropriate 

 

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan is not legally compliant or 

is unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as 

possible. 

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or its 

compliance with the duty to co-operate, please also use this box to set out your 

comments.  

 

Stroud’s District’s employment distribution up to 2040 

An objection is made to the distribution of employment land and the reliance on employment 

proposed at the new settlement of Sharpness. The site is not well located and clearly requires 

significant infrastructure, it is not considered to be a sustainable location.  The strategy is 

undermined by the Council’s evidence base in terms of the Employment Land Review March 

2021. 

√  
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The Employment Land Review concludes that land at Grove End Farm, Whitminster is the best 

option.  

It is noted that paragraph xxi) of the ELR acknowledges the benefits of employment land at 

Grove End Farm as part of a mixed use proposal.  “Employment land in the Land north of 

Grove End Farm mixed-use proposal seems a stronger prospect. Located at Junction 13, M5 

and linking to the Stonehouse employment cluster. The land is also under the control of an 

active local commercial developer.” 

This is further endorsed by paragraph 7.15 of the ELR which considers that of the three new 

settlement options (only the employment element of Grove End Farm, Whitminster has been 

considered), “this would seem to be the strongest of the options. Land here is optioned to a 

commercial developer who is already active locally, marketing/developing E/BClass plots at 

SA2: West of Stonehouse, so has existing knowledge of local market conditions. Positioned 

at Junction 13, M5 it can tap into both the M5 Corridor market and demand for Stonehouse, 

a centre for both B2/B8 business expansion in the Stonehouse/Stroud Valleys area and for 

larger E1(g) (i) offices. It would be well placed to meet longer term growth needs if 

employment land around Great Oldbury is taken up relatively early in the Plan period. 

Assuming the Eco Park proposal was brought forward, critical mass around Junction 13 

would further increase, with the area becoming a centre for advanced manufacturing in 

Stroud District” 

Furthermore the recommendations of the report question the deliverability of PS36 new 

settlement at Sharpness and also the deliverability of the new settlement at Wisloe, indicating 

that further information is required.   

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary) 

 

 

 

 

6.  Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local 

Plan legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness 

matters you have identified at 5 above.  (Please note that non-compliance with 

the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).  You will need 

to say why each modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.  

It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of 

any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. 

Policy PS 36 should be deleted and a new policy inserted to include land at Grove End Farm, 

Whitminster.  The consequential changes to the tables and policies of the plan will need to be 

made. 

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary) 



4 
 

 

Please note In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence 

and supporting information necessary to support your representation and your 

suggested modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further 

opportunity to make submissions. 

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the 

Inspector, based on the matters and issues he or she identifies for 

examination. 

 

7. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it 

necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)? 

 

  

No, I do not wish to  

participate in  

hearing session(s) 

√ 

Yes, I wish to 

participate in  

hearing session(s) 

 

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to 

participate in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm 

your request to participate. 

 

 

8.  If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you 

consider this to be necessary: 

 

 

Our objections go the heart of the Plan and its strategy as we consider the Plan as 

drafted is unsound. 

 

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to 

adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing 

session(s).  You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the 

Inspector has identified the matters and issues for examination. 

 

9. Signature: 

 


