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Introduction 

 

The following statement is to accompany a full planning application for commercial vehicle 

hard standing on land at Kingsway, Haslingden in the ownership of the applicants 

 
 

 

Determination of the Planning Application  

 

In the event that the application is determined at officer level would you please let me 

know, prior to any decision being made, if there is any part of the application proposal 

which requires amendment?   

 

Should the application eventually fall to be determined by committee would you please let 

me know of that fact in a timely manner?   

 

The proposed development 

Solomon Commercials Ltd started as a one man operation in Bacup some 40 years or 

more ago.  The company takes new vans and commercial vehicles and fits to them 

refrigeration equipment. 

In the 1970’s the company bought premises at Knowsley Road, Haslingden where the 

company headquarters are still based 

More latterly, as the company needed more space, land was acquired at Kingsway on 

which it has constructed a further large building. 

The company has grown from the original one man band to where it now employs several 

hundred people directly – mostly from within the Valley but also from surrounding areas 

such as Accrington. It is now one of the largest employers within the Borough and 

continues to expand and employ additional staff – even during the recession. 

In 2011 planning permission was granted for additional vehicle storage space on land 

adjoining Kingsway on its northern side (Application no 2011/0646). That approval 

provided some additional 5,014 of usable space(Compared to the current application to 

create some 3,440m2 of usable space). The recently constructed compound provides 

parking for some 200 vehicles; the proposed parking area would provide for a 
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commensurate number of approx.140 vehicles 

The approved scheme has now been implemented and provides extra space for parking 

vehicles on which it will install refrigeration equipment. The development not only 

protected the jobs of the 230 employees but it has enabled the company to expand its 

workforce to some 280 people. It enabled the company to remain in the Valley where it 

has grown from its very beginning. The new application, if approved, will permit the 

employment of a further 60 to 80 personnel. 

The planning permission was granted despite the site being within an area designated in 

the then District Plan as both Greenlands and also within an area then designated an 

Important Wildlife Zone. The Committee, when considering the application, took account of 

government advice with regard to the weight to be attached to economic development. 

 

The nature of the proposed site and its planning status 

Despite the implementation of the above approval the company continues to expand and 

now wishes to use the pond area for further vehicle storage so that refrigeration units can 

then be fitted to them. 

The Council has now adopted its Core Strategy which replaces the former District Local 

Plan in most part. The following statement, taken from the council’s web site shows that 

the site:- 

 Is within the Urban Boundary and which remains part of the Core Strategy 

 Is within a defined Greenlands area  and which forms part of the core Strategy 

 Is NOT now within a defined Important Wildlife Zone  
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Saved District Plan policies 

The  Council’s adopted Core Strategy “replaces the 1995 Local Plan in its entirety except 

for the following policies shown on the Proposals Map which have been continued in the 

Core Strategy via the policies stated below: (My highlighting) 

 

 

 

 
Local Plan Policy Part of Policy Core    Strategy Policy 

DS 1: The Urban Boundary Designated Boundaries 
illustrated on Proposals 

Policy 1: General Development 
Locations and Principles 

DS3: Green Belt  Policy 1: General Development 
Locations and Principles 

DS4: Inset Villages Designated Boundaries illustrated 
on Proposals Map 

Policy 1: General Development 
Locations and Principles 

E 1: Greenlands Designated Boundaries 
illustrated on Proposals Map 

Designated Boundaries Policy 
17: Rossendale's Green 
Infrastructure & illustrated on 
Proposals Policy 18: 
Biodiversity, Geodiversity and 
Landscape Conservation 

E2: Recreation Areas Designated Boundaries illustrated 
on Proposals Map 

Designated Boundaries Policy 17: 
Rossendale's Green Infrastructure 
& illustrated on Proposals Policy 
18: Biodiversity, Geodiversity and 
Landscape Conservation 

CI0: Valley Ways Designated Boundaries illustrated 
on Proposals Map 

Designated Boundaries Policy 17: 
Rossendale's Green Infrastructure 
& illustrated on Proposals Policy 
18: Biodiversity, Geodiversity and 
Landscape Conservation 

C11: Pennine Bridleway Designated Boundaries illustrated 
on Proposals Map 

Policy 17: Rossendale's Green 
Infrastructure & Policy 18: 
Biodiversity, Geodiversity and 
Landscape Conservation 

HPl:Conservation Areas Designated Boundaries illustrated 
on Proposals Map 

Policy 16: Preserving and 
Enhancing Rossendale's Built 
Environment 

 
In addition to policies from the 1995 Local Plan being removed, there are several policies which now form 
part of the Proposals Map and will be used in the determination of planning applications and future plans and 
initiative, as follows 
 

Core Strategy Policy 
 
 

Boundarys Shown 

Policy 18: Biodiversity, Geodiversity and Landscape 
Conservation 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest: 
 
Lee Quarry (Bacup) 
 
Hodge Clough (Irwell Vale/ Lumb) 
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Lower Red Lees (Stubbins 

Policy 18: Biodiversity, Geodiversity and Landscape 
Conservation 

Healey Dell Local Nature Reserve (Whitworth 

Policy 11: Retail and Other Town Centre Uses Town, District and Local Centre Boundaries 
 
Rawtenstall 
Bacup 
Haslingden 
Whitworth 
Waterfoot 

 

 

 
 

Greenlands Policy E.1:  

The Council will seek to protect and enhance the Greenlands - a comprehensive network 

of public and private land - within urban areas and linking with the countryside and other 

recreational features, where only development appropriate to the functions of the 

greenlands will be permitted 

Reasons 

These Greenlands respond to the need to prevent town cramming and to retain valuable 

open space in the Borough. Parks, playing fields, informal open spaces, allotments etc are 

of great importance to the character of a neighbourhood. They can provide particularly 

valuable opportunities for recreate in urban areas. The Council seeks to achieve a 

reasonable balance between the need to make adequate provision for development and 

the need to protect open land from development. This policy distinguishes some of the 

sites which need to be retained for amenity, recreation and nature conservation purposes. 

In order to maintain the open character of these areas, the Council will protect them from 

development, particularly urban type development that will detract from the open 

character. However, a limited amount of development will be allowed where the retention 

of the open character of the land will still predominate, the development being in all cases 

ancillary to the use of the land for example, extension to school buildings, new changing 

facilities on a sports field, creation of recreation routes, car park, picnic site etc. 

Open space within and around the urban areas is essential to the quality of life; it provides 

a breathing space, it is the most important means of providing recreational opportunities in 

built up areas, it complements private open space close to homes especially for terraced 

housing and it provides a link out into the countryside. The Greenlands will include land in 

private ownership and therefore not open for public access and it is not intended that all 



6 

 

areas will be planted with trees. The Council will endeavour to provide more Greenlands 

using such means as land reclamation. 

Many of these site form part of linear belts of often steep, sometimes wooded, open areas 

within the existing settlement pattern. Together they form a significant landscape element 

and this particular feature should be retained and, wherever possible, enhanced. 

 

The proposed development in relation to Greenlands policy 

While the site is within an area designated as a Greenland, when determining application 

2010/0646 for a similar development the LPA concluded that factors such as employment 

creation tipped the balance in favour of the proposal despite its location in a Greenlands 

area. Both the Council’s Core strategy and the government’s National Planning Policy 

Framework stress the need for economic development (See later) 

 

Core Strategy 

Policy 18: Biodiversity, Geodiversity and Landscape Conservation 

The Council will seek to avoid any harmful impacts of development on all aspects of 

Rossendale’s natural environment – including its biodiversity, geodiversity and landscape 

assets, priority habitats and species and statutory and locally designated sites. Current 

and future biodiversity and geodiversity assets will be given full and appropriate protection, 

and enhanced where possible. 

Development which would affect a species or habitat protected by law will not be permitted 

unless it can be demonstrated that: 

a) There is no adverse impact on the species and/or habitats concerned; 

b) Alternative provision is effective in maintaining the affected species and/or habitats in a 

favourable conservation status. 

The Council will expect any development proposals to: 

1. Safeguard and enhance landscape character, in accordance with the relevant and up-

to-date landscape character assessment. 

2. Identify, conserve and enhance biodiversity assets, and avoid any negative effects on 

identified wildlife corridors, ecological networks and habitats – including on previously 

developed land. 
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3. Conserve and enhance statutory and local sites of biodiversity, geological and 

geomorphological importance and interest. 

4. Ensure that watercourses (and groundwater flows) are protected from encroachment 

and adverse impacts, and that water quality is maintained or improved (including during 

the construction process) in line with the Water Framework Directive (WFD). Where 

appropriate, the Council will seek the enhancement and restoration of modified 

watercourses. 

5. Ensure that air pollution emissions are minimised. 

6. Avoid any loss of trees, woodland, hedgerows and other types of foliage and flora, and 

ensure that where necessary, developments make provision for new and replacement 

planting. 

7. Promote sustainable use (including for recreation, tourism and leisure) of the natural 

environment where it does not prejudice the future of the landscape or other environmental 

assets. 

8. Take opportunities to create features of biodiversity value including within new 

developments, where practicable. 

Where negative effects on biodiversity, geodiversity or landscape character are 

unavoidable, suitable measures will be required to mitigate any negative impacts. The 

Council will require that full compensatory provision is made where mitigation is not 

possible. 

National Planning Policy Framework 

14. At the heart of the National Planning Policy Framework is a presumption in favour of 

sustainable development, which should be seen as a golden thread running through 

both plan-making and decision-taking.  

For decision-taking this means: 

o approving development proposals that accord with the development plan without 

delay; and 

o where the development plan is absent, silent or relevant policies are out-of-date, 

granting permission unless:  

––any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the 

benefits, when assessed against the policies in this Framework taken as a whole; or––

specific policies in this Framework indicate development should be restricted. 
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1. Building a strong, competitive economy 

18. The Government is committed to securing economic growth in order to create jobs and 

prosperity, building on the country’s inherent strengths, and to meeting the twin challenges 

of global competition and of a low carbon future.  

19. The Government is committed to ensuring that the planning system does everything it 

can to support sustainable economic growth. Planning should operate to encourage and 

not act as an impediment to sustainable growth. Therefore significant weight should be 

placed on the need to support economic growth through the planning system. 

20. To help achieve economic growth, local planning authorities should plan proactively to 

meet the development needs of business and support an economy fit for the 21st century. 

21. Investment in business should not be over-burdened by the combined requirements of 

planning policy expectations. Planning policies should recognise and seek to address 

potential barriers to investment, including a poor environment or any lack of infrastructure, 

services or housing. In drawing up Local Plans, local planning authorities should: 

o set out a clear economic vision and strategy for their area which positively and 

proactively encourages sustainable economic growth;Achieving sustainable development  

o set criteria, or identify strategic sites, for local and inward investment to match the 

strategy and to meet anticipated needs over the plan period; 

o support existing business sectors, taking account of whether they are expanding or 

contracting and, where possible, identify and plan for new or emerging sectors likely to 

locate in their area. Policies should be flexible enough to accommodate needs not 

anticipated in the plan and to allow a rapid response to changes in economic 

circumstances… 
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11. Conserving and enhancing the natural environment109. The planning system should 

contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by: 

o protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological conservation interests and 
soils; 

o recognising the wider benefits of ecosystem services;  

o minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where 

possible,  

 

Ecological reports for the site 

Previous uses of the site have resulted in the man made creation of a pond on the site. 

The proposal is to drain the majority of the pond in order to meet the expanding needs of 

the company. 

The maintenance of the pond is a matter for the company. It is not protected as such and 

could be drained in order to avoid, for example flooding or to reduce health and safety 

liabilities. The company is, however, aware of its responsibilities especially with regard to 

protected species. 

Arb Consultants have been appointed to investigate the ecological value of the pond area 

and its various reports are included with the application. In summary, these conclude as 

follows:- 

 

1. Amphibian report 

7.5 No evidence of great crested news was discovered within the survey area (250 metres) 

7.10. It is speculated that the population of common toad onsite is likely to be medium to small 

in size. 

 

2. Aquatic macro invertebrates report 

5.3 It is considered that the pond is eutrophic but of low biotic quality due to the presence 

of high numbers of fish, which are limiting the ponds diversity score. Eutrophic waters can 

be good environments for wildlife, especially macro- invertebrate communities unless they 

suffer from eutrophication (excessive algal blooms) caused by nutrient enrichment. 

Eutrophication can be caused by a number of influences including organic and inorganic 

fertilisers used in farming that are allowed to run-off into ponds and also natural influences 

such as high concentrations of fish, which cause turbidity and accelerate the release of 

nutrients into the water column from sediment as they feed on the pond base and also 
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deposit waste into the water. The presence of fish also limits the amount of aquatic 

vegetation that can become established in a pond which would otherwise enable the pond 

to become a more stable and rich environment. It is likely that the pond contains limited 

aquatic submerged vegetation caused by the presence of fish. 

 

5.4 Eutrophic Standing Waters is a UK Priority Habitat but the action plan only covers 
natural and man-made still waters such as lakes, reservoirs and gravel pits, it excludes 
small pools, field ponds and brackish waters. After reviewing the plan it is unlikely that the 
pond will meet the criteria Eutrophic Standing Waters based upon its size, low numbers of 
macro - invertebrates and lack of submerged vegetation.  
5.5 The S12 swamp community is not a UK Priority Habitat or Local BAP habitat 

6.2 It is considered that the low numbers of invertebrates within the pond is due to the 

presence of fish primarily, but may also be resulting from the recent loss of adjacent 

grassland vegetation, which is likely to have resulted in a high percentage of nutrients not 

being absorbed by natural means around the pond. However the reedmace swamp, which 

is present around a large percentage of the pond’s margins is known for its pollution 

filtering properties and could be acting as a buffer by absorbing some of the nutrients 

entering the water. The presence of fish appears to be the primary cause of poor water 

quality causing the pond to become turbid through feeding activities. Having high fish 

stocks in a pond, particularly bottom feeders reduces the ability of desirable submerged 

aquatic plants becoming established through disturbance to the pond base and lack of 

light, which otherwise would allow plants to proliferate and enable a more diverse range of 

macro-invertebrates to colonise.  

6.3 The pond is therefore considered to be eutrophic, marginally nutrient rich and 

containing fish, which is having a negative impact upon the ponds diversity. Only nine 

macro - invertebrate species were found during the survey and all are common and 

widespread species, both regionally and nationally. The majority of macro-invertebrate 

species were collected from areas sampled within the reedmace stands. Open areas of 

water or kick sampled substrate yielded the fewest species.  

6.4 No European Protected Species (EPS) such as great crested newt (Triturus cristatus) 

were found during the amphibian survey undertaken in 2012 and the marginal vegetation 

S12 swamp community does not fall within a UK or Local BAP habitat plan.  

6.5 The pond however was found to contain common toad, which is a UK Priority species 

and therefore the pond does meet the criteria to qualify as a pond protected by the Pond 

Habitat Action Plan (Pond HAP). 
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3. Reptile report 

5.1 From the survey results it can be concluded that although the habitats surveyed within 

the development site are considered to hold potential for reptiles, no reptiles were found to 

be using any of the locations surveyed. 

 

4. Water vole report 

5.1 The pond, inflow (tributary stream) and outflow was subject to a water vole survey 

during June 2012, which is an optimal time of year to undertake such surveys, following 

the survey methods stated above and by a suitably experienced Ecologist.  

5.2 It can be concluded that although there are habitats present are considered suitable to 

support water voles, no evidence of water voles was found during the survey. 

 

5. General ecological report 

4.1 A previous desktop study found one protected site and habitat located within 

1kilometre of the proposed development, Haslingden Grane, Valley and Reservoirs 

Biological Heritage Site (BHS). The development is considered to not directly or indirectly 

impact upon this protected site or habitat. 

5.1 Overall, the development site contains areas of medium ecological value mainly 

consisting of standing water, swamp areas and neutral semi-improved grassland with 

smaller areas of poor semi-improved grassland, tall ruderal, scattered trees and dense and 

scattered scrub. Assuming the adoption of appropriate working practices in combination 

with a suitable mitigation package, the overall potential for medium and long-term negative 

ecological impact may be reduced. 

The surveys found no evidence of bats or badgers 

 

Recommendations in the  ecological report  

The report contains the following recommendations. The applicants are content to accept 

a suitable planning condition with regard to ecological matters to incorporate the 

recommendations. The proposed plans have been prepared with the following 

recommendations in mind 

Woodland Broad-leaved Plantation  

5.6 It is recommended that all development works near to woodland takes great care to avoid 

impact or to ensure the absolute minimum of disturbance. The woodland noted at TN15 provides a 
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feature linking to other wildlife habitats within the local area. Ideally this woodland should be 

retained and protected during the development works.  

5.7 The full extent of the works is currently unknown as final plans have not been agreed. However, 

any works near to this habitat should be carried out with adequate provision for root protection.  

5.8 It is understood that the works will be sufficiently distant to the wood but if any works are to be 

considered within the woodland then the Local Planning authority should be consulted with regard 

to statutory regulations. 

5.9 Fauna species may include breeding birds, badgers, amphibians, roosting bats and 

invertebrates. It is advised that works affecting woodland areas may need to take into account the 

above listed species prior to works. 

Scrub Dense/Continuous & Scattered  

5.10 Scrub areas are relatively common throughout the survey area. This can be a valuable wildlife 

habitat, particularly for breeding birds. It is recommended that scrub is retained where possible.  

5.11 If scrub cannot be retained then scrub should be compensated for within a landscape design 

for the site. Scrub areas should be planted, using native species of local provenance.  

5.12 In general scrub habitats are suitable to support a number of species including breeding birds, 

foraging bats, amphibians and other invertebrates. It is advised that works affecting scrub areas 

may need to take into account the above listed species prior to works.  

Scattered Trees 

5.13 The full extent of the works is currently unknown as final plans have not been agreed. 

However, should the development work impact semi-mature and young trees within and 

immediately adjacent to the site, the following points need to be taken into consideration.  

• Impacts to trees should be minimised where possible and trees to be retained will require 

adequate provision for root protection prior to any works.  

• There is a loss of scattered trees to development and mitigation works should be undertaken to 

replace trees on a minimum like for like basis to ensure that there is no net loss of biodiversity at 

the site. Tree species should be native and of local provenance.  

• Any trees that are affected by development should be checked prior to any works, to see if they fall 

under any Tree Preservation Order’s (TPO).  

5.14 Consideration for tree dwelling species such as breeding birds and foraging bats may also 

need to be taken into consideration if trees are impacted by the proposed development. 

Neutral Grassland Semi-improved  
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5.15 Neutral semi-improved grassland is relatively species poor, but in conjunction with the tall 

ruderal, scrub and dry swamp habitats they form a mosaic of habitats that overall contain medium 

ecological value, which may be lost to the development.  

5.16 The full extent of the works is currently unknown as final plans have not been agreed. 

However, should there be a loss of grassland to development, a bund between the proposed 

development and the western habitats could be created that is re-instated as species rich grassland, 

using native species of local provenance. Grassland creation should aim to meet UK and Local 

BAP targets.  

5.17 Furthermore, adjacent poor semi-improved grasslands should be over-seeded or plug planted 

using native species of local provenance to encourage these areas to develop into neutral semi-

improved grassland. Seeds from the existing neutral semi-improved grassland could be gathered 

and used in these areas. 

Poor Semi-improved Grassland  

5.19 Areas of the semi-improved grassland within the development site can be classified as poor 

and containing relatively low ecological value. These habitats do not require any particular 

conservation measures above and beyond adoption of good working practice to minimise overall 

impact. The loss of the small areas of poor semi-improved grassland is considered to be negligible. 

Tall Ruderal & Swamp  

5.21 Where possible tall ruderal and swamp habitat should be retained as they add to the range of 

habitats currently present at the site. However, areas of swamp and smaller areas of tall ruderal 

within the development site may be lost to the proposed development and compensation for any loss 

should be provided.  

5.22 These habitats should be included within the proposed two newly created ponds so that no 

overall loss of these habitats occurs. 

Standing Water  

5.23 The retention of ponds, ditches and associated habitats is important and Local Planning 

Authorities are obliged by the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) to maximise 

opportunities for development within areas of biodiversity and geological features as part of good 

design.  

5.24 The proposed development will result in the loss of Pond 1 and further surveys have been 

completed in the form of amphibian and aquatic macro-invertebrate surveys. It is recommended 

that the loss of Pond 1 should be mitigated for by providing two new ponds.  

5.25 The two newly created ponds should be different in terms of the depth of the water column. It is 

advised that one pond should be shallow and saucer shaped so that the pond warms up sooner in 
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the spring, when deeper ponds remain cold and unattractive to many species. The pond should be 

ephemeral so that the potential introduction of fish is avoided.  

5.26 The second pond should be deeper, to support amphibians such as the common toad (UKBAP 

species), which prefer deeper ponds.  

5.27 All newly created ponds should not be denied any stage of succession and so natural 

colonisation of plant and invertebrate species is advised as opposed to any planting up or priming 

with water sourced locally. 

5.28 It is further recommended that at least one of the proposed new ponds shall be located close to 

the site, ensuring that suitable standing water remains locally.  

There may be an option that the second pond could be created a little further afield potentially via a 

commuted sum to a Wildlife Conservation group, with a condition that any funds cover the cost of 

the creation of a new pond and that the sum is given on the condition that it is utilised for the 

creation of a pond that meets the specific requirements to compensate for the loss of Pond 1.  

5.29 Approval from the Local Planning Authority and the Environment Agency will need to be 

sought and a Method Statement which includes appropriate working methods and mitigation 

procedures should be produced. The Method Statement should detail how the works will be 

completed. 

5.30 Any work on ponds should take full account of protected species such as amphibians, in 

particular common toad and aquatic macro-invertebrates. And any fish species present 

Running Water  

5.31 The Client is advised that works in and adjacent to watercourses may need to take account of 

the Environment Agency North West Region Land Drainage Byelaws(1979) and the Salmon and 

Freshwater Fisheries Act (1975).  

5.32 The watercourse and associated riparian habitats are of high ecological value at a landscape 

level providing a wildlife corridor and provide suitable habitats for breeding birds, foraging bats 

and invertebrates, which may need to be taken into consideration.  

1) Retention or enhancement of naturalness is an important consideration and appropriate 

Environment Agency consents should be sought.  

2) The timing of the works will need to be discussed with the Environment Agency to ensure that 

there is no detrimental effect upon fisheries.  

3) Where alien invasive plants are encountered, appropriate management procedures will need to 

be implemented (see Invasive Plant Species Impacts & Recommendations section below).  

Full survey results from the 2012 aquatic macro-invertebrate survey may be found within the 

Aquatic Macro Invertebrate Survey Report dated June 2012.  
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Running Water  

Dry drainage ditches fall under the UK Broad Habitat of Boundaries and Linear features for their 

conservation value within the landscape.  

Drainage ditches are the ecological hotspots that form part of a network of corridors throughout 

the wider survey area. The, drainage ditch located within the development site will be affected by 

the proposed development.  

The botanical value of the ditches was generally low but they provide valuable diversity of habitats 

to the survey area. These habitats with their dense vegetation can provide habitat for a range of 

wildlife including invertebrates, breeding birds and small mammals, including water vole and 

foraging bats. 

Other  

All wild plant species in Britain are protected from intentional uprooting by unauthorised persons. 

However, no plant species specifically protected under Schedule 8 of the Wildlife and Countryside 

Act 1981 were found on the site. 

 

Design Matters 

a) Design principles and how the layout relates to the surroundings 

The design has been influenced by the following factors:- 

 To retain the mature tree planting around the edges of the site 

 To allow vehicles to enter and leave the site in forward gear 

 Not to include floodlighting 

 To mitigate the effects of the proposed development by following the advice of the 

ecology consultant and in particular by the creation of small ponds and the retention 

of the stream linking the two 

 

b) Appearance, scale and layout 

 The plans indicate its appearance and the way in which its effects are mitigated by 

planting and the incorporation of two small ponds and a linking stream 

 

Landscaping 

The submitted plans indicate the areas proposed for planting. 

Access 

Traffic numbers are likely to be reduced by the proposed development. At the moment the 
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company - because of a continuing lack of space at the Kingsway site and the continuing 

growth of the company – has to transfer vehicles between the site and a depot in 

Heywood. Such transfers occur more than once per commercial vehicle. If the company 

can provide more space on site then such multiple movements will be eliminated 

 Kingsway already has pavements along it so as to segregate pedestrians from road 

traffic 

 Kingsway itself – and its junction with Holcombe Road – is a recently constructed 

highway purposely made for commercial and other traffic 

 
Conclusions 

 The site lies within the Urban Boundary of the adopted District Plan 

 While the site is not designated for special ecological protection the application is 

accompanied by extensive ecological reports which rank its importanaace 

ecologically as medium to low. 

 The proposed development is not for a building but for parking 

 There will be no floodlighting but merely low level security lighting 

 The hard standing will be used only during normal working hours 

 It will bring benefits by reducing vehicle flows along Kingsway and by taking parked 

vehicles off the road (and thus improving safety) 

 Most importantly the proposed development will help to keep the company in the 

Valley and will enable it to expand its current workforce from some some 300 

people to over 350. 

 
 


