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From: Bill Braid BT <b.braid@btinternet.com>
Sent: 07 May 2019 18:53
To: Clerk - Witley Parish Council
Subject: RE: Witley Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission Consultation (Regulation 14 of The 

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012)

I visited the exhibition yesterday that I thought was well attended when we came and well presented. I have some 
comments that Julie asked me to send in regarding the Neighbourhood Plan and I have also completed the 
questionnaire and throughout have referred to this email letter to you that I imagine you will be asked to forward. 

My absolute priority for Milford is to reduce the traffic flow through the village and residential areas. As such I 
would not be in favour of any new builds until a satisfactory  traffic system is in place IT MUST have total priority in 
my view otherwise the village will be overwhelmed with cars and lorries becoming a nightmare in which to live. I say 
this as a resident of some 30 years when the traffic has grown enormously with nothing having been done to 
address the problem.. I know it is always said that it is a SCC matter and not a local council issue but they surely can 
work together to put in place a workable solution to save our village, we don’t need new housing without a traffic 
plan to save our village. 

My suggestions are: 
 At the Milford A3 roundabout coming south create a new road to join the Portsmouth Road into Godalming

(A3100) at or around the edge of the Squires  Garden Centre probably on Secretts land. That road to take
traffic for Godalming and any destined for Station Lane thereby removing a large volume of cars and heavy
goods vehicles currently going through the village.

 A circulatory one way road system starting at the bottom of Cherry Tree Road in an anti clockwise direction
up to the existing traffic lights with traffic calming measures as appropriate.

 All A3 traffic to exit from the existing roundabout to take traffic away from residential areas.
 Create a reconfigured and larger  junction at the top of Station Lane with specific lane directions with  A3

traffic directed  towards Godalming to use the  proposed new road.
 Introduce a 20 mph speed limits in the village area.

If those measures were in place, and only then, to handle the traffic problem then I would suggest that the Secretts 
site becomes a comprehensive Retirement Village that incidentally would also help to contain potential traffic flow. 
Milford is very attractive to retired people as it is flat with a range of shops including a Post Office as well as all the 
medical facilities and a pharmacy. Ideally these retirement homes should be close to facilities rather than situated 
out in the sticks that is often the case and encourage the retired people to mix into the local community. 
Furthermore, it would encourage local businesses to  serve the retired population thereby enhancing the village. As 
things stand at present there are no sites close to the amenities available for potential retired persons so this is a 
unique opportunity to satisfy a demand as well as the potential to introduce new supporting services into the 
village. We don’t need an influx of families with a demand for much more infrastructure when there is an 
opportunity to extend our village to satisfy a demand and to create some potential new support businesses. 

Our recreational  facilities should be enhanced and if the Secretts site is ever developed they should be required to 
undertake to facilitate a Park Run that is now a nationwide scheme encouraging the community to take exercise 
through a free timed run on a weekly basis. Godalming has no site at the moment and it should be introduced. 

I would be pleased to talk through these proposals with one of your team at your convenience. 

Bill Braid 
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Consultation response 

 

General Comments 

First, I do wish to stress that I think this is a thoughtful, constructive, positive, well put together plan 

and I appreciate the work done and generally support it. 

A general comment – and my major comment - on the entire document is that the objectives and 

explanatory or supporting text are often excellent but are then not reflected in the policies, which are 

frequently anodyne or miss the point altogether.  Policies NE1-3 are a classic example when they 

somehow omit any reference to some of the most important habitats and wildlife sites in the world, 

even though this is well explained in the text.  Policy A4 misses the key point set out in the notes 

that a SANG must attract people away from protected areas.  A major problem with the proposed 

Milford Golf Club SANG for instance is that it comprehensively fails a test of attractiveness – a 

proposed walk through mud and in an area which floods on boardwalks, followed by crossing a busy 

road twice (with poor sightlines) is supposed to take residents away from the attractive heathlands!  

You can go through many Policies and find they do not reflect the text.  The Policies need review and 

frequently rewriting to reflect the text. 

It seems to me that you underestimate the impact of an increase in the households of 15% (probably 

with a greater increase in population), largely focused in Milford and probably largely of 

economically active residents.   

The Milford part of Witley cannot be looked at in isolation, and it seems as though it largely is in the 

plan.  The largest housing development proposed in Godalming (Aarons Hill) almost abuts it.  The 

largest employment site, Tuesley Farm, straddles Witley and Busbridge parishes and is mainly within 

Busbridge but the access and facilities for workers are within Milford.  Both are referred to, but the 

implications are not drawn out.  Milford itself is to a large extent a suburb of Godalming, but is the 

considerable development in Milford being reflected in facilities provided in Godalming? 

The design of the Secretts’ site should provide pedestrian/cycling access through to Ockford Ridge, 

both to enable children to attend St Marks and All Saints and to enable Ockford Ridge residents to 

access the Secretts’ site facilities; and to improve public access generally.  The SANGs linked to 

Secretts’ site and Aarons Hill abut and should be designed as one to deliver maximum benefit. 

A near unique feature of Witley Parish is the “Internationally important natural habitats” found 

within the parish, and in particular in adjoining parishes.  This is not a throwaway line – they are part 

of a very rare habitat.  They are damaged, segmented by roads and challenged by some uses.  A 

policy to protect from development is far too weak – it should be a positive policy to enhance, 

support the management of and support restrictions, including on access, necessary for these areas 

to thrive as best they can.  A new policy on supporting and enhancing these areas should be written. 

Climate Change is only referred to in the fairly limited context of ND10, although it is hinted at in 

some of the transport policies designed to make walking and cycling safer, more practical and more 

attractive and in reference to electric vehicle charging points.  Tackling climate change at a national 

level is projected to include at least a quadrupling of low carbon electricity generation over the next 

30 years which will have a major impact on rural land use.  There should be a policy specifically 

supporting this.  During the life of the plan the heating of buildings by natural gas has to reduce 

materially and a new heating infrastructure will be required.  Policy should support this.  It will 

require different style of buildings and a change to appearance from building retrofit, which should 



also be supported.  This may impact on appearance of listed buildings or conservation areas, but it 

should not be a priority that they be preserved in climate harming aspic.  Some change even to these 

buildings is acceptable – the buildings themselves have changed many times in the past.  

Additionally, developments which cause climate change (such as onshore oil and gas development) 

should be resisted. There should be a specific policy on supporting climate change mitigation and 

adaptation developments and on ensuring that all developments contribute towards this; and 

resisting measures that contribute towards climate change without adequate mitigation. 

The many Policies are not prioritised, other than in delivering the required sites for housing, and 

they should be.  During the life of the plan it is now generally accepted that we will be facing 

existential challenges in climate change and biodiversity loss.  Both have major spatial implications.  

Tackling these issues should be drawn out as priorities in the plan and the vision.  All development 

should contribute towards mitigating and adapting to climate change and seeking a gain in 

biodiversity and natural abundance.  This ranking has implications for some of the policies.  Tackling 

climate change and enhancing biodiversity should be prioritised within the plan. 

In a number of places, you suggest that the Milford Golf club site is consented for 200 homes rather 

than up to 200 (see Foreword, second reference in para 1.5).  This site is constrained, would be 

overdeveloped at 200 homes and has  (in large part through over development) a wholly 

unacceptable SANG.  A likely implication is a reduction in homes on that site which will result in 

more homes needed to be built elsewhere. 

The design of SANGs are not specifically referred to.  Too often they are token and the bare 

minimum that can be got away with, rather than being used as an opportunity to enhance the public 

domain.  They are crucial in this area and provide a mix of benefits: first, protecting the SPAs and 

other valuable sites for nature as described in section 9; secondly by providing attractive future 

green spaces with public access, so attractive that it will be used in preference to other sites; third 

by providing an opportunity to enhance biodiversity – and natural abundance.  A SANG policy aimed 

at requiring all SANGs to be of high quality and delivering these aims should be written. 

 

Vision – OK but with some reservations 

There should be a reference to tackling climate change.  Natural habitats should be enhanced, not 

merely protected from development. 

 

 

New Development 

ND1 – Areas of Search 

The change of the Area of Search to include the Secretts’ site is clearly desirable but only if the scope 

of the site to offer a comprehensive redevelopment is taken up.  The scale of the site enables 

provision of properly attractive SANG in conjunction with the contiguous SANG for Aarons Hill, public 

facilities, enhanced retail and employment opportunities, an opportunity (which is essential) to 

provide access from the Secretts Site to improved access to and from Ockford Ridge and St Mark and 

All Saints School (necessary to provide primary education for the increased number of Milford 

residents), particularly for pedestrians and cyclists. 



ND2 – Meeting housing need 

The delivery of 3 or 4 bedroom homes should not be of “Executive” homes, but of normal family 

homes, probably quite densely developed, as a contrast to the executive family home in a large plot 

of which the parish seems to have a disproportionate number.  3 storey terraced town houses could 

be suitable for instance as part of the mix to deliver family size homes.  If the right housing mix is 

delivered by conversion of existing 2-3 bed homes into larger homes and their replacement by new 

2-3 bed homes does this matter? 

ND3 – Affordable Housing 

The 70:30 split is not clear; it should surely be 70% social rented and 30% affordable rented or 

intermediate, and I would support such a policy.  The policy wording is ambiguous and needs 

clarifying.  Developers have a habit of building affordable housing late, to a poor quality, cramped 

and in the least attractive part of a development site, and with the minimum amount of social 

rented, notwithstanding this usually being the key area of need.  This is both socially unjust and 

environmentally unsustainable.  It is completely unnecessary too in the context of land values in 

Waverley.  The housing mix of social rented and separately affordable rented and intermediate 

should be specified – should it reflect the housing mix of new housing in Witley as a whole or is 

there (for instance) a greater requirement for family size social housing in the social housing sector? 

ND4 – accessible and adaptable housing 

No comment 

ND5 – Accommodation for the elderly 

If the need is for 174 bed spaces it seems unlikely to be met by 60 single and  60 2 bed homes; surely 

some of those homes will be needed for couples where only one “needs” a supported bed space; 

and in any case some two bedroom homes will be needed for accommodation of carers, family, 

friends and other guests. 

Does the HNA really show that 120 of the 480 homes need to be assisted?  How does this need 

relate to other need for housing and why is this need being prioritised over other need? 

ND6 – General Design Principles 

It should be made clear that policy ND10 takes priority over ND6 if a conflict is unavoidable.  Car 

Parking is needed but can be grouped centrally in parking barns, with street parking prohibited.  

Parking barns can also support electric vehicles and car clubs; and by avoiding parking, opens the 

road space to pedestrian use and for play. 

It is difficult to see why modern design should be discouraged in most of the parish 

Height: There is a hint that new development should reflect existing development in terms of 

density, building heights, layout.  I disagree if one is referring back to very old housing stock.  If there 

is a demand for family homes this could be met by 3 storey terraced buildings, the typical “town 

house” 

ND7 – Major Developments 

Cul-de-sacs by definition prevent through traffic.  Ideally there will be more than one access for 

cyclists and pedestrians but why should there be for vehicles?  Surely that discourages use of the cul-

de-sac for play and other non-car-based activities. 



Height – see response to ND6 

ND8 – Residential Amenity 

No comment.  Quality building of homes with a good level of space are essential and provide greater 

flexibility for future changes to that building and I strongly support a policy that insists on quality and 

sufficient space for civilised flexible living.  Many modern homes built in Waverley in recent years 

have been disgracefully cramped in a dash for housing numbers. 

The text and the policy on outdoor space seem inconsistent 

ND9 - Safe and Secure Design 

No comment 

ND10 – Energy Efficiency and design 

The text is excellent but the policy falls short and in areas seems to be confused.  In b, buildings 

should be sited often to maximise solar gain, but then summer overheating is reduced by shading 

and ventilation.  In c, the potential should be to maximise the potential for solar pv generation or 

solar thermal generation. 

ND11 – Services Infrastructure 

No comment 

 

HC1 – Landscape Conservation 

No comment 

HC2 – Listed Buildings 

There seems to be a trend to over-listing buildings, adding to the already considerable number of 

formally listed buildings by adding several other categories of informal listings and thus preventing 

or unreasonably constraining development and other architectural styles and uses. 

HC3 – Conservation Areas 

This is a very restrictive policy and in particular seems overkill for the Milford Conservation Area 

which to be honest is of no value, has no consistent character, and no particular historic sense; it is 

difficult to see why there is a conservation area covering central Milford and seems to have been 

done for the sake of it. 

HC4 – Non designation heritage assets 

See response to HC2 

 

Amenities 

A1 – Healthcare hub 

This is a well worthwhile proposal 

A2 – School and Nursery Provision 



No comment – but how will the additional demand for education at an infant and junior level be 

met; is the aim to increase capacity at St Marks and All Saints?  In that case access to that school 

from Milford should be provided by the Secretts’ development and through other land owned by 

them between the development and the Ockford Ridge area. 

A3 – Local Green Spaces 

These spaces are very different.  With some, development consistent with their use for recreation 

should be encouraged – this may include changing rooms or recreational changes, as envisaged in 

paragraphs 6.6 and 6.7 but not reflected in the policy.  The protected common  lands (Milford, 

Witley, Rodborough and Mares Hill) need to be treated very differently and access may need to be 

more controlled or restricted – for instance in relation to dog walking or deer control. 

A4 – Future Green Spaces with public access 

See above on the need to have a separate policy on SANGs requiring them to be of high quality; as it 

is this policy does not reflect the text and is inadequate. 

A5 – Play areas 

Does this include supporting an all-weather pitch which is lit – the demand for this should be 

investigated. 

A6 – Community Halls 

No comment – clearly improvement as described is necessary and will become more so with the 

increase in population; the halls need expanding  also to increase the public services they can offer, 

not just to raise letting income. 

 

Transport 

T1 – Pedestrians 

No Comment 

T2 – Highways 

No comment 

T3 – Parking 

Provision of electric vehicle charging should not be limited to residential developments, but should 

include all parking provision, including at the station and commercial premises 

T4 – Transport Assessments 

No comment 

T5 – Travel Plans 

No comment 

T6 – Cycling 



In addition to support of the Greenway (delivery of which is most desirable) there should be a similar 

policy as T1c for cyclists, often affecting the same destinations (such as improvements for cyclists as 

well as pedestrians in Station Lane, Milford) 

T7 – Accessibility 

No comment 

 

Economy 

E1 – Retail Uses 

No comment 

E2 – Employment Sites 

Note that an increase in housing by about 15% should result in at least a commensurate increase in 

employment space and commercial services offered; this is more than limiting availability to local 

business.  Policy E3 mentions the possibility of shared office space; there is an absence of 

warehousing and limited space for builders.  A supply of low-cost workshops is also important and 

probably needs to increase in proportion. 

The rural economy should be supported.  This includes forestry, currently underutilised with 

woodlands in the parish often unmanaged.  Forestry requires sawmills, workshops, storage, wood 

chip hubs and secure places to store equipment.  To provide security residential accommodation on 

site may be needed and this should be accepted. 

Development of the Infrastructure required to mitigate climate change should be supported; so 

conversion of sites for renewable electricity generation, renewable heat generation, electricity or 

heat storage and anaerobic digestion in both rural and developed areas should be encouraged.  

Tackling climate change will require new green infrastructure 

The increased population is likely to require increased social infrastructure over and above that 

commonly provided by the state (health, education and community halls). 

E3 – Home Workers 

Home working extends beyond office work, and more than shared office space is required 

 

Natural Environment 

NE1 – Environmental Implications 

The preceding text and objectives are excellent but are not reflected in or delivered adequately by 

the policies. 

NE2 – Trees and Hedgerows 

This should not prevent appropriate woodland management; the unmanaged nature of much of the 

parish’s woodland is not only a waste of an important resource but harms biodiversity.  On the other 

hand what are the plans to increase woodland cover in Witley?  1:1 replacement is inadequate too. 

NE3 – Biodiversity 



The stress on biodiversity is fine but is potentially too limiting according to the sense in which the 

word is used or understood.  The crucial issue is not diversity as such (if that refers to species 

variety) but abundance: for instance, the loss of great numbers of moths, not the extinction of 

individual species.  And abundance of certain species (rather than their existence) can be crucial for 

a vibrant ecosystem. 

NE4 -Flood Risk 

No comment 

 

ID1 Community Infrastructure Levy 

No comment 

ID2 – Off site Infrastructure 

Somewhere we need to stress that the facilities provided by Witley Community Recycling Centre 

should be retained in view of the desire of Surrey CC to reduce these centres! 

ID3 – Monitoring 

No comment but note that infrastructure and CIL should be provided ahead of development as a 

matter of policy, not in arrears. 
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