


Planning application 13/03061. 2000 houses on Thorp Arch Trading Estate. 
 
Petition opposing ‘relief’ road. 
 
The 'relief' road does nothing good for the residents of Thorp Arch, and does 
a great deal of harm. We accept that it has some benefits for those residents 
on the edge of Walton, living on the Walton-Wetherby road. But they are few 
(the occupants of about 15 houses) and have chosen to live on that road. 
Meanwhile there are many strong arguments against it from Thorp Arch's 
perspective. Although many of the written objections you have received 
highlighted this issue, the position statement for the 26 September 2013 Plans 
Panel meeting failed to ask why the road was being put forward at all, and 
whether there was any planning case for it. 
 
This petition asked whether responders agreed that the ‘relief’ road, proposed 
as part of the above planning application, has extremely damaging 
consequences, and was not necessary.  
 

• It forces thousand of extra vehicles per day through the centre of Thorp 
Arch conservation village, and past the LEH primary school which is on 
a junction with poor sight lines. 
 

• It divides ‘North Thorp Arch’ (Woodlands, Walton Chase, Rudgate etc) 
from the old village, and makes walking to LEH school hazardous for 
those residents. 
 

• It diverts traffic onto Wood Lane, a substandard narrow road known to 
be dangerous. 
 

• It takes 40 acres of good quality farmland, across a conservation area 
and a protected view. 
 

• It crosses and runs parallel to the special Sustrans cycle route with its 
important ecology and fauna, and will be harmful to it.  
 

• It will cost £18 million (applicant’s figure) which they hope will be 
initially funded by LCC, and which cost they hope to offset against the 
normal requirements for environmentally friendly construction and 
affordable housing. 

 
Despite being a small community, we attach copies of completed petition 
forms with 268 signatures agreeing to the above position. The actual 
signatures have been ‘redacted’ for data protection, but TAG have retained all 
the originals in case LC wish to audit them. 
 
The ‘relief’ road must not be built, it is unnecessary and damaging, and 
should be removed from the application. 
 
 
 



The plans panel process to date is totally invalidated by this petition. 
 
In September 2012, the pre-plans meeting of the City Plans Panel met to 
consider this development, at that time for 1150 houses without a ‘relief’ 
road. The Panel did not consider the application very sustainable, and it was 
suggested that the community should be consulted to produce a more 
comprehensive scheme. Following this a ‘consultative forum’ was put in place. 
The forum included representatives of LCC planning and the estate tenants, 
ward councillors, and managers from the prison, the estate, and the library. It 
also included the chairs of Walton, Boston Spa and Thorp Arch parish 
councils.  
 
The ‘consultative forum’ met to discuss the proposal and to consider ways to 
improve it. They worked on the basis that a scheme for 933 houses would 
definitely be approved, and that a ‘relief’ road (initially introduced as a Walton 
By-pass, which is what it is) would have beneficial traffic effects for all the 
villages. Neither of these tenets was supported by evidence, and indeed the 
Chief Planning Officer (CPO) specifically told the Thorp Arch Trading Estate 
Action group (TAG) that the certainty of a 933 scheme going ahead was not a 
planning department position. Despite the Area Planning Officer being in 
attendance, the consultative forum was conducted on the basis that the 933 
plus scheme would almost certainly be approved. 
 
The minutes of the meetings were kept secret (TAG finally obtained them 
through a freedom of information request). The parish council chairperson 
was clearly not representing the village, she had no mandate to do so, and 
she could not have had a mandate from people who knew nothing of the 
scheme. This was in no shape or form ‘community consultation’,  just 
obtaining the opinion of one single member of the community (albeit one 
holding an important office). 
 
When the City Plans Panel met on 14 March 2013, to consider this 
development for the second time, they were informed of a much enlarged 
scheme for circa 1700 houses with a ‘relief’ road. 
 
The panel were told by Councillor Brown that the ‘relief’ road would be a total 
solution for Thorp Arch and had total community support. On that basis, the 
Panel gave the assurance that Rockspring were requesting, that the scheme 
represented the ‘comprehensive and sustainable scheme’ the Panel were 
looking for. Rockspring had requested this reassurance, since their 
preference was to go with the initial 933/1150 house scheme, which they 
believed would be found compliant at appeal, if refused initially by LCC. 
 
Rockspring only put forward the larger scheme after Councillor Procter, the 
Chief Planning Officer Phil Crabtree, and the Walton Parish Council Chairman 
Councillor Brown visited London to persuade their board to put it forward. 
 
So the Plans Panel were, in March 2013, effectively approving the scheme in 
principle, subject to the fine details, and based on total community support. 
 



This position is completely flawed, as the basis is totally false. At that time, 
March 2013, the community in Thorp Arch knew nothing about the larger 
scheme and ‘relief’ road. Only 7 out of 135 people attending the public 
meeting in Thorp Arch in June 2013, once details of the scheme had been 
made public, said they knew anything about the ‘relief’ road until April 2013. 
The other 128 were completely unaware of it until the Annual Parish meeting 
in April 2013, when they found out about it, not from Rockspring, but from a 
map on the wall with a highlighter line across it representing the ‘relief’ road. 
That map was put up by one of the few people associated with the Parish 
Council who was ‘in the know’.  
 
This petition now makes it clear that even when the community do know the 
details of the scheme, they are in overwhelming opposition to the ‘relief’ road, 
because it provides NO RELIEF, and does significant harm. 
 
It is therefore essential that the City Plans Panel reverts to the position prior to 
March 2013 when it was so grossly mislead. The position of the CPO, that it is 
not necessary to revisit previous decisions, would be normal if the decisions 
were properly made. 
 
In this event, the decision by the Panel in March 2013 was made on a basis 
that was the opposite of the truth. Under these circumstances it cannot be 
allowed to stand. 
 
We therefore object to the process to date, and insist that the ‘in principle’ 
decision on whether the scheme is suitable should only be taken by the panel 
once it is fully aware that: 
 

• The ‘relief’ road does not relieve, is damaging, and should be removed 
from the scheme. 
 

• The public were not consulted on the details of the current scheme by 
the applicant until their exhibition in Thorp Arch on 18 May 2013. 
 

• The local reaction to that consultation, and particularly the ‘relief’ road 
was largely negative and hostile. 

 
For the Thorp Arch Trading Estate Action Group (TAG) 
 
Peter Locke 
Chairman 




