


 

We consider that the adverse impacts—particularly concerning transport, highway 
safety, and lack of engagement—significantly and demonstrably outweigh the 
purported benefits. 

3. Transport Assessment and Highway Safety Concerns 

Curdridge Parish Council has commissioned an independent technical review from 
Ridge and Partners LLP. Ridge's detailed assessment is enclosed and identifies 
material deficiencies in the applicant's Transport Assessment. The key concerns are: 

• The Transport Assessment fails to adequately consider Curdridge as a destination, 
despite the village containing Curdridge Primary School (1.6km from the site) within 
statutory walking distances under Hampshire County Council's own School Travel 
Policy, Botley Railway Station (1.9km), and other amenities. 

• The trip distribution methodology is based on journey-to-work Census data, which 
does not capture residential/school travel patterns—a material source of trips that 
has been substantially underestimated. 

• The assessment relies on trip generation assumptions from two previously refused 
planning applications for the same site, one of which was refused partly on highways 
grounds. This approach is questionable and not policy-compliant. 

• Wangfield Lane already carries high traffic volumes (1,438 vehicles per day), with 
documented speeding issues. Curdridge Parish Council has collected speed data 
showing an 85th percentile speed of 31.5 mph on a 30 mph road, with some speeds 
exceeding 90 mph. The claim that the development would have minimal impact on 
this route is not supported by evidence. 

• Hampshire County Council itself recognized the attractiveness of Wangfield Lane 
as a through-route by closing it during recent Botley Bypass construction works (22 
May–1 June 2026) to prevent rat-running. This demonstrates HCC's own awareness 
of the route's vulnerability—awareness that should inform the assessment of this 
development. 

Curdridge Parish Council has actively engaged with Hampshire Constabulary, 
Hampshire County Council, and elected members on traffic safety and the provision 
of safer routes to school. The Wangfield Lane and B3035 corridor is recognized as 
an existing road safety concern with heightened accident risk. The proposed 
development will intensify these existing problems. 

If the applicant and Hampshire Highways assume that the majority of development 
traffic will head east towards Wangfield Lane (as their trip distribution model 
suggests), they should actively support the closure of Maddoxford Lane to the east of 
the site at the junction with Wangfield Lane. This would be a logical mitigation 
measure consistent with their own assumptions. The absence of such a commitment 
suggests either that the assumptions are not genuinely held, or that the applicant is 
unwilling to accept the logical consequences of their own traffic modelling. 

Furthermore, the Transport Assessment states that "Further afield, Maddoxford Lane 
meets Netherhill Lane..." This description, referring to a junction located a mere 50 
metres from the application site, demonstrates a significant oversight regarding local 
highway infrastructure. Netherhill Lane is a single-track rural lane, entirely unsuitable 
for additional traffic from a 280-dwelling development. Single-track lanes cannot 
absorb development-generated traffic without significant adverse impact on existing 
users and safety. The casual dismissal of this route demonstrates a lack of local 
knowledge regarding real-world conditions on minor roads serving the area. 

Ridge has proposed specific mitigation measures, including closure of Maddoxford 
Lane to through traffic and provision of a safe route to school linking to Curdridge 






